
This master plan will guide the planning and development of a comprehensive network of skate facilities that 
will integrate with the City’s park system and provide opportunities for skateboarders to recreate in close 
proximity to their homes.

Final Report - July 26, 2011
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OUR VISION: A SKATE OPPORTUNITY WITHIN REACH
Following the vision outlined in the 2004 Park, Recreation, and Open Space Master Plan, the 
Arlington Parks and Recreation Department strives to provide a high quality of life through great 
parks and exceptional recreational opportunities.  Our mission is to provide quality facilities and 
services that are responsive to a diverse community and sustained with a focus on partnerships, 
innovation, and environmental leadership.  Arlington’s reputation for innovation means identifying 
park design and recreation trends, and then determining if these trends may satisfy an unmet need 
in the community.

The City of Arlington has a significant number of skateboarders and 
no formal skateboard park facilities. The lack of facilities results in 
increased pressure on public and private spaces by skateboarders who 
utilize these places for recreation. The safety of both skateboarders 
and other pedestrians is compromised by skating in unsanctioned 
regions of the City. The City of Arlington commissioned this Skate 
Park Master Plan (SPMP) to determine needs, establish a strategy for 
meeting those needs, and identify a location for the first skate park 
facility in 2012.

The SPMP team met with the public, administered a survey on skateboarding and user preferences, 
and reviewed park sites throughout the City. Through this process, a strategy was formed that will 
help ensure that current and future needs of skateboarders in Arlington are met by 2030. 

The SPMP provides a framework and strategy for building-out a network of skateboarding facilities 
over a 20 year period. When implemented, this strategy will ultimately provide an equitable 
distribution of facilities for all residents. The SPMP acknowledges the current lack of public transit 
options in the City, and ties the skate park network into the existing and future trail system for 
the City. Utilizing maps of the existing trail system and considering the existing and future hiking 
and biking trails, the consulting team prepared a strategy for building a network of facilities that 
provide safe access to sanctioned skate terrain within a reasonable distance of any trail. 

    A goal of the implementation plan is to have skateboarders access the skate system 
by travelling less than 15 minutes through the trail network. This strategy helps to 
support sustainable and walkable communities. By taking advantage of existing and 
future pedestrian routes throughout the City, the user group, parents, and spectators 
are encouraged to be active, to interact socially with others, and to help support the 
notion of more compact, walkable neighborhoods.

The SPMP was developed to 
create a framework for the 
future of skateboarding in 
Arlington.  This is a “living” 
document that will have the 
ability to change and adapt 

over time.
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Goals of the Skate Park System
The primary goal of the master plan is to guide the planning and development of a network of 
skate facilities that encompasses and connects the entire City.  In order to achieve this primary 
goal, additional goals were identified that help to establish the framework for Arlington’s skate 
park system.  Using this framework, the skate park network will provide numerous benefits to 
the community while creating safe, well-designed skate facilities that are incorporated into our 
existing parks and recreation system.

Framework Outcomes

Establish design guidelines for 
each facility in order to provide 
appropriate di�erentiation of the 
facilities on a city-wide scale.

Design Guidelines

Promote development of skate 
parks in neighborhoods 
underserved by parks and 
recreation opportunities.

Underserved Areas

Add skateboarding vibrancy to 
the City of Arlington while helping 
to build strong and healthy 
neighborhoods.

Strong Neighborhoods

Promote tourism and economic 
opportunities as they relate to 
skate park usage.

Tourism and Economy

Facilitate public/private 
partnership opportunities.

Public Private Partnership

Build a sense of community 
through walkability and 
skateability.

Sense of  Community

Provide skating opportunities 
within 15 minutes of all residents 
through the trail network.

Skate Opportunities

Select location for the city-wide 
skatepark.

City-Wide Skatepark 

Provide cost analysis for the 
di�erent types of skate park 
facilities.

Cost Analysis

Recommend a prioritization for 
facility development over the 
next 5 years and then full 
build-out in 20 years.

Implementation Plan

The primary goal of the master 
plan is to guide the planning and 
development of a network of 
skate facilities that encompasses 
and connects the entire city.

Network of Skate 
Facilities

Develop site criteria for the 
selection of appropriate skate 
park locations.

Park Selection Criteria
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Addressing the Challenges
A number of challenges exist to increasing community connectivity: single-use zoning; natural 
barriers; large-scale housing developments; traffic engineering; parking requirements; and public 
approval process. 

The challenge for any parks and recreation system is to encourage usage and community health 
through connectivity. A goal of the SPMP is to link with the hike and bike trails of the City and 
encourage usage through the existing and proposed trail system. By doing so, the user group is 
better served with safe access to new facilities. In addition, overall community connectivity and 
physical activity are enhanced through walking, biking and skating.

Achieving this goal has as much to do with perception as it does with reality. The SPMP attempts 
to achieve a more compact community and encourage activity through thoughtful linkage of skate 
parks and skate opportunities. The strategy for achieving a full network of skate parks is based 
upon walkability, and safe distances to and from participants’ homes, schools, and places of work. 
It is important to bear in mind that skate parks will address the majority of the needs for skaters, 
however, some skaters will still feel the need to explore and travel to other places. 

Assessing the Need
The Arlington Parks and Recreation Department conducted a survey to assess the need for skate 
parks within the community. Through the Spring and Summer of 2010, 468 residents responded to 
a formal survey. The survey responses provide a characterization of skateboarders, their families, 
and the current need for skate park facilities within the City. Using the survey results from Arlington 
residents, in conjunction with national statistics on skateboarding participation, the consulting team 
was able to extrapolate needs for skateable terrain and locations throughout the City. 

The estimated number of skateboarders within the City of Arlington is currently18,652. There are 
currently no skate parks in Arlington, and no legal places to practice skateboarding on public 
property. A large youth demographic is left with no place to recreate in their activity of choice. 
This has resulted in some travel beyond City limits to nearby cities with dedicated facilities (40.8% 
of respondents to the Survey). 

In light of these circumstances, most skateboarders in Arlington take to the streets 
(67.5% according to the Survey), where they face disapproving looks, conflicts with 
local authorities, tickets for trespassing, and arrest.
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Skate Park Advisory Committee
In 2010, the City of Arlington Parks and Recreation Department established a Skate Park Advisory 
Committee (SPAC) to help guide the master planning process and to provide timely feedback to 
both staff and consultants on skateboarding and skateboarders. The SPAC serves in an advisory 
capacity to City staff and the Parks and Recreation Board regarding the development of a skate 
park master plan. The committee is comprised of twenty-four (24) citizen representatives from 
all areas of the City who have diverse backgrounds (skateboarding community, neighborhood 
representatives, Park Board members, City staff, business owners, technical specialists, etc.). 

Background
In the early 2000s, Arlington skateboarders began to regularly 
request the development of a public skate park. These requests 
eventually led to the inclusion of a recommendation in the 2004 
Park, Recreation and Open Space Master Plan for multiple skate 
facilities of varying sizes. 

In 2006, the Parks and Recreation Department began an intensive 
public involvement process to assist with the development of a 
$15.5M bond package. After receiving input at more than 20 
public meetings, the $60M list of identified needs was narrowed 
down to the highest priorities. Funding for Arlington’s first skate 
park was included in the project list. After receiving endorsement 
by the Parks and Recreation Board, a 35-member Citizen Bond 
Committee was appointed by the City Council to review bond 
project proposals from multiple city departments. 

However, a last minute proposal was made to remove the skate 
park from the project list and utilize the $500,000 for additional 
road construction projects. At the following week’s meeting, more 
than 40 citizens attended the committee meeting to reaffirm their 
support for the skate park. This tremendous turnout convinced the 
committee to keep the skate park on the bond referendum. After 
endorsement from the Planning and Zoning Commission and the 
City Council, the bond package was approved by Arlington voters 
on November 4, 2008.
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Public Process
Working with the Parks and Recreation Department, the consulting 
team of van der Zalm + associates, Newline Skate Parks, and 
Kimley-Horn, conducted three separate information sessions and 
public presentations on skateboarding and skate parks. These 
three sessions were conducted in geographically diverse areas of 
the City in an effort to solicit input from a strong representation 
of Arlington stakeholders.  The first three public open houses were 
held:

• Wednesday, June 9, 2010, 6:00-8:00pm - Lamar High School 
• Thursday, June 10, 2010, 6:00-8:00pm - Boles Junior High School 
• Saturday, June 12, 2010, 11:00am-1:00pm - Bob Duncan Center

Interest was varied, with the largest crowd attending the Thursday 
night open house at Boles Junior High School.  This response was 
consistent with the largest number of survey respondents from the 
southwest region of the City. Consultants, staff and SPAC, engaged 
community members in discussion about skateboarding, concerns 
for safety, and in justifications for the highest priorities for skate 
park development within the City.

In addition, the consulting team met with the public on November 
4, 2010 to discuss the findings of the SPMP, discuss the overall 
city-wide network of skateboarding opportunities, and present 
the top two priorities for Arlington’s first skate facility.

Once the draft master plan with individual site recommendations 
was developed, two final open house workshops were held 
on March 9th and 10th, 2011.  More than 6,000 invitations 
were mailed directly to the surrounding neighborhoods of the 
15 skate facilities proposed in the first five years of the plan.  
The final meeting was held in conjunction with City Councilman 
Robert Rivera’s District 3 Town Hall Meeting.

Each of these engagements with the public 
helped to shape the final report (SPMP). Through 
a collaborative effort, the framework for a 
future skate park network was formed and initial 
priorities identified.

Skate Park
Master Plan - Arlington Parks and Recreation

The Skate Park Master Plan will guide planning and 
development of a comprehensive network of skate 
facilities to integrate with Arlington’s park system 
and provide opportunities for a wide variety of 
recreational activities.

The plan will analyze existing sites for future skate 
facility inclusion, identify skate park types, develop 
site criteria unique to the city’s urban environment 
and specify where and how many public skate 
parks would best serve Arlington.

Help us plan a Skate Park 
system in Arlington!

For more information
call 817-459-5474

www.naturallyfun.org

4:30pm  Skating Demo
   6:00pm  Open House

Vandergriff Park
2800 S. Center Street

 

DOORPRIZES

Thursday, November 4
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City-Wide System
The SPMP attempts to provide opportunities for skateboarding at a number of scales, geographically 
dispersed throughout the City, thereby accommodating the most participants in close proximity 
to their homes.  The SPMP is based on a Tiered Network Strategy with four distinct skate park 
typologies.  

 Skate Spot
 A “spot” is a small opportunity that is created as a dedicated zone within a neighborhood 
 park or along an established trail.  It may consist of one or more features and encompasses 
 an area no larger than 1,500 sq. ft.

 Neighborhood Skate Facility
A neighborhood skate facility encompasses a larger area of approximately 1,500-10,000 
sq. ft., and typically serves the need of a neighborhood.  It offers users a single dominant 
type of terrain accommodating a particular riding style.  

 Community Skate Facility
A community facility typically serves the needs of three to five neighborhoods, and measures 
approximately 10,000-30,000 sq. ft. Formal infrastructure is often associated with this 
scale of facility and may include sport or security lighting, drinking fountains and sheltered 
areas. 

 City-Wide Skate Facility
A City-wide facility is similar to a community scale facility in that: the park may accommodate  
more than one riding style; it is best located in a geographically  central  location  to 
the entire city; it often has formal infrastructure; and it is best suite  in a mixed zone of 
residential, commercial and institutional land uses.  This scale of facility may accomodate a 
wider range of riding styles, and ranges between 30,000-50,000 sq. ft.

Calculating Spatial Requirements
The consulting team believes that safe and effective participation can be 
accommodated in 8 sq. ft. per user. The required amount of skateable 
terrain for participants in Arlington is equal to 149,216 sq. ft. This figure 
represents the current need. When adjusted for the period of this report 
for anticipated population growth over the next 20 years (calculated from 
the US Census Bureau), we derive a total anticipated need of 171,494 sq. 
ft. - if participation rates remain stable (See Section 2.8-pg. 36).



8

City of Arlington Skate Park Master Plan

Typical Skate Park Locations
To incorporate the future skate park system within the overall City of Arlington urban fabric, the 
consultants and staff have chosen sites that are incorporated directly with the existing park system. 
Every existing City park in Arlington was considered.

These recommended sites were chosen to create a ‘network’ within the urban city fabric.  Graphics 
are provided showing the average distances most skateboarders are willing to walk for each 
different skate park facility.  These typical park locations are then mapped and overlain to 
ensure the entire skateboard population has a skate park within reach.  An evaluation matrix 
was developed to help determine and rank each of the 30 parks chosen for consideration.   Park 
locations that exhibited the greatest number of primary attributes were scored higher than park 
locations that did not achieve the primary attributes.

Complete SPMP Network
City Wide Park Neighborhood Skate

Facility
Skate Spot ParkCommunity Skate

Facility

Community Skate Facility:
Harold Patterson Sports Center

Skate Spot:
Don Misenhimer

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
MLK Sports Center

City-Wide Park:
Vandergriff Park

Skate Spot:
Burl E. Wilkes Park

Skate Spot:
Valley View Park

Skate Spot:
Meadowbrook Park

Neighborhood Skate
Facility:

Randol Mill Park

Skate Spot:
Bowman Springs

Skate Spot:
Clarence Foster

Skate Spot:
Fish Creek

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Cliff Nelson Neighborhood Skate Facility:

Cravens

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
River Legacy Park-East

Skate Spot:
Brantley Hinshaw

Skate Spot:
Clarence Thompson

Skate Spot:
F.J. Red Kane

Skate Spot:
George Stevens

Skate Spot:
Marti Vanravenswaay

Skate Spot:
Mary Hooper

Skate Spot:
Thora Hart

Skate Spot:
Treepoint

Skate Spot:
Wimbledon

Skate Spot:
Woodland West

Skate Spot:
W.O. & Zeta
Workman

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Duncan Robinson

Neighborhood Skate
Facility: Veteran's

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Bob Cooke

Community Skate Facility:
JW Dunlop Sports Center
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Prioritization of Development
Once a review of the selected possible locations was completed, the initial site selection process 
began.  A survey was given to community members at several open houses discussing the options for 
this initial park construction.  The options included a skatespot in Meadowbrook Park, a community 
level skate facility at Harold Patterson Sports Center, and a City-wide skate facility at Vandergriff 
Park.  The community overwhelming selected the City-wide skate facility at Vandergriff Park.  
During the final public open house, possible sites for the skate facility were shown within the park 
and sample images of similar City-wide skate facilities were provided.  Further information on this 
process can be found in Section 3.1(pg. 49).

Network Build-Out
Along with the initial site selection process, a long term network build-out has been included.  This 
build-out took into consideration the anticipated 171,494 sq. ft. needed by the City of Arlington 
skate community.  Also taken into consideration were the current funds available from the City 
for skate facilities and how future funding could be achieved to meet all square footage needs.
The First Five Years Network was developed to create a realistic goal for getting the master plan 
underway.  It provides parks throughout the City while allowing for travel between locations to be 
safe and away from vehicular traffic.  

The First Five Years Network will provide enough initial skateboard terrain to keep the growing 
skateboarder population in Arlington using their local parks.  The Future Phase Network will 
complete the City-wide connections and reach the full build-out need of 171,494 sq. ft.  In both 
phases, a variety of park sizes and styles will be created to keep all skateboarders interested 
and active. For further information, see Section 2.8 (pg. 36)

Future Opportunities
The SPMP is set within the current park system of the City of Arlington.  Future opportunities within 
the park system may arise for skate facility locations that will need to be considered.  Discussions 
have already begun for sites such as: the Entertainment District, Viridian, and the University of 
Texas at Arlington.  These sites will be incorporated using the guidelines outlined in this document 
and skate facilities may arise if deemed necessary.
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Management and Operations
Once these parks are completed, a system for maintaining and operating them will be implemented.  
The maintenance section of the SPMP provides information on common issues that may arise in some 
of the system’s concrete skate parks.  Common repair techniques, recommended hours of operation, 
and emergency information have all been provided to help keep each facility operating properly.  
Additionally, this section provides support infrastructure for each park type.  Depending on the size 
and usage rate for each park, additional support infrastructure may be needed.  This can include 
drinking fountains and on-site restrooms.

Liability
Doug Wyseman, a public sector risk management specialist, addresses the topic of liability in his 
book Risk Management and Skateboard Parks (Wyseman, p.2). He says that, “while there have been 
numerous injuries (most of which are relatively minor) related to skateboard use, there have been 
very few claims made against the owner of the property where the injury took place.” He continues, 
“certainly the claims experience from use of playgrounds, playing fields, ice skating rinks and other 
recreation facilities is far worse than that related to skateboard parks.”

The City of Arlington has determined that liability for skateparks is the same as any other free public 
sports facility – all sports are played “at your own risk.” Additional information related to Texas laws 
and skating can be found in Section 4.3 (pg. 90) of this report.

10
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Recommendations
The following recommendations represent the groundwork for future facilities and design, however 
they do not preclude additional opportunities for skate facilities not identified in the Skate Park Master 
Plan. These recommendations will help to provide safe and legal places to skateboard in Arlington.

1. ADOPT THE SKATE NETWORK TYPOLOGY SYSTEM
 See Section 2.5 for a description of the recommended typology system.

2. ADOPT SKATE PARK SITING CRITERIA
 See Section 2.10 for the 17 site criteria used to evaluate park sites for future skate   
 facility inclusion.

3. ADOPT LIST OF RECOMMENDED SITES FOR DEVELOPMENT AS FUNDING BECOMES 
 AVAILABLE
 See Chapter 3 for the types, locations and detailed analysis of the recommended sites.

4. BUILD THE CITY-WIDE SKATE PARK IN VANDERGRIFF PARK
Following the year-long evaluation process and details provided in Section 3.2,  Vandergriff 
Park was chosen as the recommended site for the city-wide skate park.

5. ESTABLISH A PERMANENT SKATE PARK ADVISORY COMMITTEE
The work of the Park Board-appointed citizen advisory committee was a tremendous help 
throughout the master planning process. Providing a permanent committee will help to ensure 
that new facilities are well run, that there is public support, and that the skate system remains 
responsive to changes and challenges.

6. HOST PUBLIC MEETINGS FOR EACH SKATE FACILITY
While seven public meetings were held and numerous methods utilized to gather feedback through 
the year-long master planning process, public meetings with the surrounding neighborhoods 
should be held in conjunction with the design and development of all skate facilities across the 
City to ensure that residents are informed and included with each individual skate facility.

7. REVIEW AND UPDATE THIS PLAN EVERY FIVE YEARS
As skate facilities are built and the network begins development, trends may change and 
challenges may develop. It is imperative that this plan remain fluid and the recommended 
sites and skate terrain need to be managed following these changes.

The recommendations provided by this report are based upon field review, extensive 
professional experience, public input and survey results. Through this process, participants 
and other interested stakeholders were invited to give their feedback on the potential 
sites throughout the City and to review development strategies and priorities.
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  1.1 Introduction

The development of a Skate Park Master Plan (SPMP) will provide the 
City of Arlington the opportunity to deliver a variety of skate facilities to 
a broad spectrum of skateboarders throughout the City.  Skateboarding 
is enthusiastically and regularly participated in by a significant number of 
residents.   Through examination of the trends and needs, the first initiative is to 
develop a single, centrally located skate park facility that will accommodate 
the most participants within the City.  

The City of Arlington does not currently have any municipal or formal recreational 
facilities for skateboarding. Often times, participants build their own ramps.  
These facilities, when constructed on public lands, may be unsafe and create a 
liability to local governments.  There is a need for a professionally developed 
facility to accommodate this culture/sport.

The selection of an appropriate site for development of an initial, City-wide 
skateboarding facility was determined through a methodological and detailed 
approach.  The resulting professional opinion on a preferred site supports user 
needs and responds to the greatest public interest.  

The consulting team also carefully considered site selection criteria that identify 
a logical array of potential sites and facility types.  The sites were presented to 
the public to gauge overall support and solicit feedback.  Through stakeholder 
feedback, public input, staff review, and professional consulting, a network of 
skateboarding opportunities has been suggested, with an initial facility site 
identified for construction in 2012.

The long-term goal of this strategy is to identify a  combination of skate spots, 
neighborhood skate facilities, community skate facilities, and a single, City-
wide skate facility that will offer the City’s skateboarders a place to practice 
and participate in close proximity to their homes. Due to safety concerns for 
pedestrians and park users, this study attempts to integrate the SPMP with the 
vision for trails throughout the City.  This master plan will help to ensure that the 
City of Arlington accommodates skateboarders and other action sports within 
parks planning and development efforts over the next 20 years.
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  1.2 Goals and Objectives

1. The primary goal of the master plan is to guide the planning and 
development of a network of skate facilities that encompasses 
and connects the entire City – centralized and decentralized.

2. To establish design guidelines for each facility in order to provide 
appropriate differentiation of the facilities on a city-wide scale.

3. To develop site criteria (visibility, parking, neighborhood impacts, 
noise, crime, trash, graffiti, etc.) for the selection of appropriate 
skate park locations.

4. To provide skating opportunities within 15 minutes of all residents 
through the trail network.

5. To promote skateboarding as a legitimate recreational activity 
within the community.

6. To provide cost analysis for the different types of skate park 
facilities to assist City staff in on-going capital and operations 
budgeting.

7. To facilitate public/private partnership opportunities.

8. To add skateboarding vibrancy to the City of Arlington while 
helping to build strong and healthy neighborhoods.

9. To promote tourism and economic opportunities as they relate to 
skate park usage.

10. To select a location for the City-wide skate park.

11. To recommend a prioritization for facility development over the   
next 5 years and then full build out in 20 years.

12. To build a sense of community through walkability and skateability 
by linking with the Hike and Bike System Master Plan.
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Human-scale development is a key element of civic and social infrastructure that supports community.  
Jan Gehl – notable Scandinavian Architect, has said “Life takes place on foot” (Schmitz and Scully, 
2006).  In a growing number of American cities, the urban environment has been shaped by 
automobiles and a sense of walkability and social interaction on trails, sidewalks, and in parks has 
declined in favor of speedy transport.  The cumulative effect is reduced activity among all age 
demographics and an increasingly sedentary lifestyle for American youth.

A number of challenges exist to increasing community connectivity:  single use zoning; natural 
barriers; large-scale housing developments; traffic engineering; parking requirements; and public 
approval process.  The challenge for any parks network is to encourage usage and community 
health through connectivity.  A goal of the SPMP is to link with the Hike and Bike System Master 
Plan and encourage usage through the existing and proposed trail system.  By doing so, the user 
group is better served with safe access to new facilities. In addition, overall community connectivity 
and physical activity are enhanced through walking, biking and skating.

The Urban Land Institute suggests a number of ways to make any community more walkable:  
 a. Destinations for drawing people.
 b. Pedestrian scale – distances short enough to walk or ride a bike (or skateboard).
 c. Interconnected destinations for a continuous network of safe, convenient and 
  comfortable trails and pathways.
 d. Achieving increased safety from crime, traffic and varied weather conditions.  Achieving 
  this goal has as much to do with perception as it does with reality. 

The SPMP attempts to achieve a more compact community and encourage activity through thoughtful 
linkage of skate parks and skate opportunities.  The strategy for achieving a full network of skate 
parks is based upon walkability, and safe distances to and from participants’ homes, schools, 
and places of work. It’s important to bear in mind that skate parks will address the majority of 
the needs for skaters, however, some skaters will still feel the need to explore and travel to other 
places.  This is part of the culture of skating.  For the past 50 years (the time period skateboards 
have been mass produced), skaters have been practicing nomadic behaviors exploring built form 
and locating and creating new challenges.  This behavior in part defines who skateboarders are.  
Therefore, there will always be a segment of the population that will challenge authority and 
explore the world outside the confines of the skate park.  
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  1.3 Skate Park Advisory Committee (SPAC)

The SPAC serves in an advisory capacity to City 
staff and the Parks and Recreation Board regarding 
the development of a skate park master plan. The 
committee is comprised of twenty-four (24) citizen 
representatives from all areas of the City who have 
diverse backgrounds (skateboarding community, 
neighborhood representatives, Park Board members, 
City staff, business owners, technical specialists, etc.).  
The list of the current members of SPAC can be found 
in the table to the right.  The roles and responsibilities 
are to:

• Represent the full breadth of skate park users 
and those interested in their success.

• Act as liaisons to the community of users and 
broader community for skate park issues and 
advocate for skate park issues with staff.

• Serve as a forum for building consensus.

• Brainstorm creative ideas that can help Arlington’s 
skate park system reach its highest potential by 
growing and adapting in the most effective ways.

• Explore and vet new ideas such as “skate spots”.

• Help prioritize the development of future skate park sites.

• Advise recreation and maintenance staff on user and community issues and concerns.

• Develop a draft skate park system plan that addresses a range of community issues.

• Investigate potential funding opportunities through private donations, grants and other 
means and develop partnerships with interested organizations.

• Help prioritize the development of future skate park sites.

• Ensure that skate facilities are considered when planning begins 
for undeveloped parks.

City Staff Matt Young
City Staff De’Onna Garner
City Staff Jason Landrem
City Staff Terri Lynch
Park Board Sue Phillips
Business: 
Lincoln Square Pam Dawson

Business: Parks 
Mall Danelle Smith

Business: Skate 
Shop Katie Gabriel

Youth Austin England
Youth Chandler New
Youth Justin Moore
Youth Ricky Moore
Youth Garrett Spicer
Adult Kelly England
Adult Kim Grobe
Adult Charles Davis
Adult Christine Davis
Adult Michael Sternberg
Adult Vincent Nelson
Adult Eddie Evans
Adult Matthew Osborn
Adult Erik Shires
Adult Exavior Zalce



18

City of Arlington Skate Park Master Plan

  1.4  Assessing the Need for Skate Parks

The Arlington Parks and Recreation Department 
conducted a survey to assess the need for skate 
parks within the community.  Through the Spring 
and Summer of 2010, 468 residents responded 
to a formal survey.  The survey responses 
provide a clear and specific characterization 
of skateboarders, their families, and the current 
need for skate park facilities within the City.

Using the survey results from Arlington 
residents, in conjunction with national statistics 
on skateboarding participation, the consulting 
team was able to extrapolate needs for 
skateable terrain and locations throughout the 
City.  The most notable and reliable source for 
skateboarding statistics is the National Sporting 
Goods Association of the United States (NSGA). 
For the purpose of this strategic plan, the 
national averages posted by the NSGA in the 
following adjacent tables was used as a baseline 
participation rate for Arlington youth.

Utilizing the participation rates noted above, 
the estimated number of skateboarders within 
the City of Arlington that skateboard more than 
once per week is 18,652. See Section 2.8 for 
further explanation of calculations.

1.4   Assessing the Need for Skate Parks (was 1.3) 

 

  
TOTAL POPULATION 7-11 YEARS 12-17 YEARS 

1998 2010 
% 

Change 
1998 2010 

% 
Change 

1998 2010 
% 

Change 

Total U.S. 242,884 280,215 15.4% 19,876 20,554 3.4% 23,241 24,645 6.0% 

Skateboarding 5,782 7,706 33.3% 2,309 2,302 -0.3% 2,253 2,687 19.3% 

Figure 1.1: Youth Participation in Selected Sports 2010 (in thousands)  (nsga.org) 
   

          
          
  

1998  
Total 

2010  
Total 

%     
Change       

Snowboarding 3.6 6.1 69.4% 
  

 
   Running/Jogging 22.5 35.5 57.8% 

  
 

   Hiking 27.2 37.7 38.6% 
  

 
   Skateboarding 5.8 7.7 33.3% 

  
 

   Exercise Walking 77.6 95.8 23.5% 
  

 
   Paintball Games 5.1 6.1 19.6% 

  
 

   Football 8.1 9.3 14.8% 
  

 
   Tennis 11.2 12.3 9.8% 

  
 

   Soccer 13.2 13.5 2.3% 
  

 
   Bowling 40.1 39.0 -2.7% 

  
 

   Basketball 29.4 26.9 -8.5% 
  

 
   Swimming 58.2 51.9 -10.8% 

  
 

   Golf 27.5 21.9 -20.4% 
  

 
   Baseball 15.9 12.5 -21.4% 

  
 

   Fishing 43.6 33.8 -22.5% 
  

 
   Softball 15.6 10.8 -30.8% 

  
 

   Inline Roller Skating 27.0 7.4 -72.6% 
  

 
   Figure 1.2 
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Figure 1.2: Ranked by Percentage Change by 
NSGA, Participant more than once (in millions)  
seven years of age and older (nsga.org)
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Survey
The Parks and Recreation Department developed a 25 question survey that helped to characterize 
the sport of skateboarding within the City of Arlington.  The response to the survey was tremendous 
with 468 respondents providing valuable information about stakeholders, the user group, habits, 
priorities, and preferences.  This survey helped to guide the consulting team in the strategic 
development of a network of skate parks in the City of Arlington.  The entire results from the 
survey can be reviewed in the appendices of this report.

4 of 15

6. What would you consider important for a successful skatepark? (please check all that apply):

 Not important Neutral Important
Very

Important
Response

Count

Clean, welcoming environment 0.7% (3) 10.6% (48) 34.4% (156) 54.4% (247) 454

Enjoyable for all skill levels 0.9% (4) 6.6% (30) 28.3% (129) 64.3% (293) 456

Adequate parking 4.2% (19) 27.2% (123) 41.8% (189) 26.8% (121) 452

Rules signage 14.9% (68) 24.8% (113) 27.4% (125) 32.9% (150) 456

Safe/secure area 1.8% (8) 9.3% (42) 29.9% (135) 59.1% (267) 452

Lighting for night use 1.8% (8) 5.1% (23) 26.6% (121) 66.6% (303) 455

Centrally located 2.9% (13) 21.9% (100) 36.6% (167) 38.6% (176) 456

Good neighborhood/not in a bad 
area

3.3% (15) 14.2% (64) 31.4% (142) 51.1% (231) 452

Close to other amenities 12.5% (56) 37.2% (167) 33.0% (148) 17.4% (78) 449

Not near residential homes 26.8% (122) 42.4% (193) 18.5% (84) 12.3% (56) 455

Skater seating 10.9% (49) 28.8% (129) 39.7% (178) 20.5% (92) 448

Public viewing area/seating 10.1% (46) 29.7% (135) 36.9% (168) 23.3% (106) 455

Shade 2.2% (10) 20.0% (91) 43.0% (195) 34.8% (158) 454

Drinking fountains 1.5% (7) 8.6% (39) 37.2% (169) 52.6% (239) 454

Easy to access 1.8% (8) 12.9% (59) 40.9% (187) 44.4% (203) 457

Vending machines 14.3% (65) 32.5% (147) 28.5% (129) 24.7% (112) 453

Public visibility 10.4% (47) 33.2% (150) 28.8% (130) 27.7% (125) 452

Storage racks for equipment 21.5% (98) 37.4% (170) 24.2% (110) 16.9% (77) 455

Restrooms 0.7% (3) 5.9% (27) 32.9% (150) 60.5% (276) 456

Fencing 14.8% (66) 31.2% (139) 24.0% (107) 30.0% (134) 446

 Other (please specify) 44

 answered question 460

 skipped question 7

5 of 15

7. What type of skatepark or elements do you want to see built in YOUR future skatepark? (Choose 10 that are most 
important to you)

 
Response

Percent
Response

Count

Half-pipe - half of a circle style 
ramp

71.8% 303

Quarter-pipe - quarter of a circle 
style ramp

42.4% 179

Bowl - bowl-shaped ramp 56.2% 237

Cave or "Grotto" - half of a sphere 28.2% 119

Euro - a ramp where the platform 
drops like a step to flat

34.4% 145

Flat banks - angled wall 37.7% 159

Fun Box - a steep quarter-pipe like 
lip with deck

46.4% 196

Grind Rails 66.8% 282

Hips - two quarter pipes or flat 
banks adjacent to each other

32.7% 138

Hubba 32.0% 135

Bubba 13.7% 58

Launches - curved ramp like 
quarter-pipe but meant to launch

31.3% 132

Ledges 46.2% 195

Mini Ramps - two small quarter-
pipes facing each other with flat

57.1% 241

Pool 47.2% 199

Pyramids - 4-way wedge or 
transition box

39.1% 165

Railings 53.3% 225

Roll in - long slope ramp used to 
gain speed

41.0% 173

Skatable Sculpture 38.4% 162

Snake Run - long channel that 

8 of 15

11. How often do you skate now?

 
Response

Percent
Response

Count

Less than once a week 33.4% 130

1-3 times per week 30.1% 117

4 or more times per week 36.5% 142

 answered question 389

 skipped question 78

12. Average number of hours skating at a time

 
Response

Percent
Response

Count

Less than 1 hour 22.3% 84

1-2 hours 30.5% 115

3-5 hours 30.0% 113

More than 5 hours 17.2% 65

 answered question 377

 skipped question 90

13. Distances USUALLY traveled to skate

 
Response

Percent
Response

Count

Less than 1 mile 26.5% 100

1-2 miles 16.2% 61

3-4 miles 16.7% 63

5-10 miles 15.9% 60

More than 10 miles 24.7% 93

 answered question 377

 skipped question 90

10 of 15

15. Please rate the quality of any local skateparks that you have visited.

 
Never
been

Don't
Like

Neutral Like
Really

Like
Rating

Average
Response

Count

Alliance-Grand Prairie
44.6%
(170)

7.1% (27)
14.4%

(55)
19.7%

(75)
14.2%

(54)
2.52 381

The Edge-Allen
58.6%
(214)

3.0% (11)
11.8%

(43)
11.2%

(41)
15.3%

(56)
2.22 365

Lively Point Park-Irving
56.0%
(204)

2.2% (8) 9.1% (33)
15.9%

(58)
16.8%

(61)
2.35 364

Freestyle (indoor)-Kennedale
47.4%
(174)

6.5% (24)
11.7%

(43)
18.5%

(68)
15.8%

(58)
2.49 367

Woodward (indoor)-Grapevine
43.1%
(160)

7.3% (27)
15.4%

(57)
21.8%

(81)
12.4%

(46)
2.53 371

Lewisville
61.1%
(218)

2.5% (9) 9.5% (34)
10.1%

(36)
16.8%

(60)
2.19 357

Fort Worth
71.1%
(254)

4.8% (17)
10.6%

(38)
8.1% (29) 5.3% (19) 1.72 357

Weatherford
76.2%
(272)

4.8% (17)
10.6%

(38)
5.0% (18) 3.4% (12) 1.55 357

Denton
76.6%
(272)

4.8% (17) 9.6% (34) 6.2% (22) 2.8% (10) 1.54 355

Burleson
74.0%
(262)

6.2% (22)
10.2%

(36)
6.8% (24) 2.8% (10) 1.58 354

Eisenbergs-Plano
65.1%
(231)

6.2% (22)
12.4%

(44)
10.1%

(36)
6.2% (22) 1.86 355

 Other (please specify) 33

 answered question 390

 skipped question 77

Figure 1.3: Sample Sheets 
(Skate Park Survey)
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  1.5 Profile of a Skateboarder

Skateboarders are passionate; internally driven to creatively express themselves and to experience 
built form.  They typically hold their personal development in high regard, and adopt nomadic 
behaviors as they search for new terrain to challenge and refine their skills.  In their pursuit 
to fulfill these interests, participants often discover common ground and a sense of community. 
The perseverance acquired in developing proficiency on a skateboard often contributes to the 
development of other widely applicable transferable skills, such as personal responsibility, self-
sufficiency, teamwork, and entrepreneurialism.  Skateboarding is many things to many people, 
including but not limited to: a vehicle for transportation and to experience built form; a sport in 
which to be competitive; a tool for creative expression; and, a tool for meditation to help find 
greater mental and physical health.  

There are currently no skate parks in Arlington, and no legal places to practice skateboarding on 
public property.  A large youth demographic is left with no place to recreate in their activity of 
choice.  This has resulted in some travel beyond city limits to nearby cities with dedicated facilities 
(40.8% of respondents to the Survey).  In light of these circumstances, most skateboarders in 
Arlington take to the streets (67.5% according to the Survey), where they face disapproving looks, 
conflicts with local authorities, tickets for trespassing, and arrest.

20
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  1.6 Skateboarding Opportunities 
    in the Region

Within the surrounding cities of Arlington, there are several skate parks currently utilized by 
local skate park participants.

Allen, Texas
The Edge Skate Park 
Distance: 44 miles

Irving, Texas
Lively Point Skate Park 
Distance: 17 miles

Denton, Texas
Skate Works Park
Distance: 45 miles

Kennedale, Texas
Private Facility
The Pier (indoor)
Distance: 12 miles

Watauga, Texas
Watauga Skate Park
Distance: 21 miles

White Settlement, 
Texas
WSX Skate Park 
Distance: 24 miles

Lewisville, Texas
Railroad Skate Park 
Distance: 22 miles

Grand Prairie, Texas
Private Facility
Alliance Skate Park 
Distance: 8 miles
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  2.1 Skateboarding Styles

Since the 1950s, skateboarding has experienced waves of popularity 
reflected in changes in the number of participants.  These peaks and 
valleys have also borne various styles of skating, many of which 
continue to thrive today.

Bowl
In the 1960s, some skaters began to challenge their skills on the walls 
of empty swimming pools.  This spawned a new style of skating (also 
called pool, or bowl skating) effectively introducing vertical frontiers 
to skateboarding.  In its basic form, this style of skating mimics the 
back and forth carving of surfers on waves.  The practice of pool 
skating evolved into sanctioned municipal skate parks.  This style 
of skateboarding saw its popularity peak in the 1980s, eventually 
falling aside to street skating.  Today, most skateboarding that occurs 
on curved surfaces that approach vertical are known as transition 
style skateboarding. 
 
Freestyle 
In the 1980s, a new style of skateboarding emerged that consisted 
of tricks on flat surfaces and was often choreographed to music.  
Closely preceding streetstyle skating, freestyle involved artistic and 
free movements on a smaller board.  This style of skating was highly 
competitive through the 1980s, however larger boards and other 
changes in skateboard equipment gave way to the dominance of 
streetstyle skating.
 
Street 
Streetstyle is widely regarded as the most popular skateboarding 
style.  It is typically practiced in public or semi-public spaces such as 
urban plazas.  Street skating began as skaters took to the streets to 
challenge their skills with existing built forms.  

Street Style
Umea Skate Plaza, Umea Sweden

Bowl Style
Marina Park Skate Plaza,
Thunder Bay ON

Freestyle
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Despite the construction of many backyard ramps built in response 
to the perception of danger that shut down skate parks in the USA 
in the 1980s, streetstyle skating took over as the dominant style of 
skateboarding.  The features that are described as streetstyle typically 
exist in urban public spaces, such as ledges, stairs, handrails, banks, etc.

Transition  
The re-emergence of sanctioned facilities for skateboarding in the 
1990s popularized a new style of skateboarding.  Transition is the 
common title given to the style of skating that occurs on terrain built 
specifically for skateboarding.  The features included in park skating 
are not necessarily a replica of the urban form, but rather a variation 
thereof.  Skate park designers have conjured a variety of features 
often inspired by opportunities in the public realm but are changed 
to offer an easier version, optimizing the skateability of the features.  
Commonly accepted skate park features include items such as fun-
boxes, up-gaps, pump-bumps, and wall rides.

Downhill 
This style of skateboarding occurs on hills and other inclined surfaces.  
Downhill skating (also known as slopestyle), requires participants to 
stand (luge has riders lay on their backs) on their skateboards travelling 
at relatively high speeds downhill.  Despite a consistent interest in this 
style of skateboarding, downhill has never been a dominant style.  
Typically a longer board is used, where varied terrain is preferred, in 
low-traffic areas with high gradient slopes.

Longboarding 
This style of skateboarding also occurs on a longer board, and is typified 
by wide turns, tight curves usually on flat surfaces, or low gradient 
slopes.  The roots of this style of skating are also derived from the 
back and forth motion of surfers carving on waves.  This is generally 
accepted as the smoothest style of skateboarding, and is common and 
most efficient for transportation purposes.

Transition Style
Boerne Skate Plaza, Boerne TX

Downhill

Longboarding
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  2.2 Skate Facility Types

Portable
Portable skate parks include small features constructed of wood, 
steel and composite materials that are set onto existing flat surfaces.  
These obstacles are typically lightweight and easy to transport and 
store.  Portable skate parks best service the community for events 
that require numerous location changes.

Modular
Modular skate parks often include larger features than those 
of portable skate parks and are also set onto existing flat slabs.  
Features are typically pre-fabricated off-site, and then placed semi-
permanently on site.  Individual features are constructed of wood, 
steel, lightweight concrete, and composite materials.   Modular skate 
parks best service the community as an interim solution prior to the 
construction of a permanent skate park.

Permanent
Permanent skate parks are typically site-specific cast-in-place 
concrete facilities. This type of skate park offers the widest range 
of features possible.  It also yields the highest return on investment 
as it tends to be less expensive over its life span than modular skate 
parks.  Users often express the most satisfaction with this style of 
facility, and it demonstrates the most significant investment of the 
available skate park option types.

Portable Park

Modular Park

Permanent Park
Cedar Park, TX
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 4.4 Vandalism and Graffiti  2.3 Construction Materials

Modular or Concrete?
(The following are excerpts from author Carol Newman for the Landscape 

Architecture Magazine)

Elite Concrete
Skate park cost analysis can benefit from a broader view. Rod 
Wojtanik, landscape architect and project manager for Portland Parks 
and Recreation, has years of experience planning for Portland’s skate 
parks and has determined that poor long-range durability drives up 
prefab costs.

“In a nutshell,” he says, “ramps are cheaper to install but in the long 
run they are considerably more expensive. Ramps made of steel are 
noisier, get chipped and rust. Ramps made of wood and masonite need 
to be checked regularly for screw heads that back out. They don’t hold 
up well under inclement weather and they don’t take the abuse of the 
sport very well. These factors increase maintenance costs and in a few 
years the ramps need replacing. There is no cost savings with ramps if 
you look at five- to ten-year feasibility of construction, maintenance, 
and replacement costs.”

Design and Safety
In addition to driving up costs, deterioration of modular units creates 
safety problems: sharp edges, loose screws, and widening lips and 
joints. In a pitch for a quality concrete park to his city hall in Arlington, 
Washington, Chris Raezer of Skateboard Alliance, an advocacy group 
for quality skate parks, referred city officials to two local modular parks, 
Bothell and Mount Vernon. Both parks were less than three years old 
and had already suffered significant wear and tear. His presentation 
included photographs of loose screws with kneepad plastic wedged 
underneath. And, he noted, not everyone wears kneepads.
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Learning Curves
Proponents of prefab argue that even the best concrete design has a finite shelf life because 
the park is locked into a permanent configuration bound to become ho-hum to skateboarders 
eventually. They say that modular units can be endlessly rearranged to produce a variety of 
skating experiences. This point can be appealing to city hall officials trying to hedge against 
wasting tight resources.

Many skateboarders insist that prefab just doesn’t compare to the experience of skating a good 
concrete park. Eric Davis compares prefab to Putt-Putt golf—and a well-designed and constructed 
concrete park to a world-class golf course designed by Jack Nicholas. Davis says, “You can’t play 
golf on a Putt-Putt course.”

“Ramp parks do not offer skaters the ability to grow and develop their skills past a certain level of 
competency,” Wojtanik says, “so they quickly lose interest.” He and other concrete advocates insist 
that a superb design produces an infinite range of challenges for novice and professional skaters. 
Kent Dahlgren of Dreamland Skate parks believes that the very nature of a modular unit limits 
it. He notes that a skater’s experience in traversing a 45-degree ramp, for example, is identical 
whether the contact is made at point A, or two feet removed from that point. No matter where 
the ramp is positioned or how many different ways it is approached, the experience, according to 
Dahlgren, is the same every time. An obstacle designed into a curving concrete structure, on the 
other hand, creates a different experience with even subtle differences in approach.

Challenges can be built into a concrete structure in a logical progression (what Dahlgren calls a 
“concrete curriculum”) and can stimulate development of expertise. Conquering each successive 
challenge prompts a skater to move on to the next one. The objective, according to Dahlgren, is to 
create a design that produces great skateboarders. Skaters can gain proficiency through a design 
that entices them to meet a goal, and then another more challenging one.

According to some skateboarders, moving modular units around to improve a park’s design defeats 
any potential skill progression and frustrates younger skaters because it removes an important 
landmark. There is an important social element to mastering a skateable surface.

Note:  This document recommends concrete site design skate 
parks as the only preferred option for all skateable elements.  
This article is provided to ensure municipalities that this is also the 
preferred option of a majority of the skateboarding community.  
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 4.4 Vandalism and Graffiti

There are several measures and techniques that can be incorporated into the skate park to make 
it sustainable.  These include:

• Treating the storm water run-off with environmentally sustainable methods.
• Incorporating ‘fly ash’ in the concrete mix. Fly ash is a by-product of coal combustion that is 

typically considered a waste product. However, when added to concrete mixes, it makes for 
stronger concrete end product with tighter consolidation.

• Using recycled crushed concrete for a base rock under the concrete.
• Use of Forest Stewardship Council certified wood products for framing of concrete forms.
• Balanced cut and fill to reduce off-site hauling which will save energy and landfill space.
• A desire to incorporate reused or recycled materials – jersey barriers, wheel stops, steel, non-

perfect granite, etc.
• Use of locally produced or manufactured materials – locally harvested wood, etc.
• A requirement for separation of recyclable materials from construction waste.
• Use of native vegetation for storm water treatment and shade.
• Inclusion of interpretive signage to explain these measures.

An example of a sustainable skate park is Ed Benedict Skate Plaza in Portland, Oregon.  There 
are natural elements such as trees and native plants to help reduce storm water runoff and allow 
it to percolate back into the ground.

 

  2.4 Sustainable Design Considerations

29
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Skate Spot
A “spot” is a small opportunity that is created as a 
dedicated zone within a neighborhood park or along an 
established trail.  It may consist of one or more features 
and encompasses an area no larger than 1,500 sq. ft.  A 

spot may support users of all skill levels; 
however, it typically consists of  street 
or transition style features that target 
less experienced and intermediate 
skill levels.  Spots are often located in 
residential settings or in urban spaces 

  2.5 Skate Park Typologies

A comprehensive strategy for supporting the various skate parks within the City of Arlington 
will contribute to greater activity and provide alternatives for participants in closer proximity to 
their homes.  The recommended approach to providing opportunities for the various skate parks 
is to review the physical landscape of the City, understand existing barriers and constraints to 
participation and then create a hierarchy of facilities throughout the City to encourage participation 
and eliminate barriers.

Providing opportunities does not always mean that a single, significant facility needs to be 
constructed.  In numerous communities without a skate park, youth who skateboard can be found 
‘seasoning’ a single park bench, a simple handrail, a curb, or any flat smooth area. Variety is 
always good, but the strength of a ‘Tiered Network Strategy’ is to offer variety ‘community-
wide’. The SPMP attempts to provide opportunities for skateboarding at a number of scales, 
geographically dispersed throughout the City, thereby accommodating the most participants in 
close proximity to their homes.

The skate park opportunities presented in this strategy are useful as a standard approach for any 
community.  However, the sizes suggested in this report are to be used as a guide. In larger or 
smaller communities, the size for each skate park opportunity may be larger or smaller to coincide 
with the environment.  For example, an ‘integrated skate terrain’ in the City of Los Angeles may 
not be the same size for one recommended in the City of Arlington.   When planning for skate 
park opportunities within a City-wide network, it is important to consider a variety of context 
specific factors including: physical size of community, youth population, catchment areas, extent of 
organized user group, etc.

Skate Spot
1/2 Basketball Court Size or 1,500 sq. ft.
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Skate Spot
Lafayette, Los Angeles CA

Skate Spot
Hillside Park-Vaughn, ON

Neighborhood Skate Facility
A neighborhood skate facility encompasses a 
larger area of approximately 1,500 sq. ft.– 
10,000 sq. ft., and  typically serves the needs of 
a neighborhood.  It offers users a single dominant 
type of terrain accommodating a particular riding 
style.  A neighborhood skate facility may support 
users of all skill levels but is primarily intended 
to target less experienced and intermediate 
skill levels.  This type of opportunity is commonly 
located within existing neighborhood parks 
or on highly visible land in close proximity to 
residential development or small commercial 
zones.

Neighborhood Park
Galve Skate Plaza, Galve Sweden

Neighborhood Park
Oshawa Park - Oshawa, ON

Neighborhood Skate Facility
Tennis Court or 7,000 sq. ft.

off-setting conflict zones where a skate park exists 
on private or semi-public land.  The provision of 
spots across the City may offer small opportunities 
in legitimate and safe locations. Spots are also 
useful and effective means for ‘linking’ larger 
skate opportunities around a larger geographic 
area.  Spots can help establish a safe route of 
travel between skate destinations.
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Community Skate Facility
A community facility typically serves the needs of three to five neighborhoods, and measures 
approximately 10,000 sq. ft. – 30,000 sq. ft.  Formal infrastructure is often associated with this 
scale of facility and may include sport or security lighting, drinking fountains and sheltered areas.  
Community facilities should accommodate all ability levels and depending on the overall scale 
of the facility, may accommodate more than one riding style.  Community opportunities are best 
located in geographically central locations to the neighborhoods they are intended to service, and 
are best suited in a mixed zone of residential, commercial and institutional land uses.

Community Facility
NE Metro-Austin , TX

GRAVEL MULCH
AROUND AREA DRAIN
IN LANDSCAPED
AREA

ALL WORKS SHOWN OUTSIDE LIMITS OF
CONSTRUCTION NOT IN SCOPE -
REFERENCE NODE #2 - OVERALL
CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS

ALL WORKS SHOWN OUTSIDE LIMITS OF
CONSTRUCTION NOT IN SCOPE -
REFERENCE NODE #2 - OVERALL
CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS

SEE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT'S
DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL
SOFT LANDSCAPE WORKS.
LANDSCAPE GRADING SHOWN IS
INDICATIVE ONLY - REFER TO
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURAL
DRAWINGS FOR FINAL GRADING
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1. Contractor to confirm units and measurements. Should conflicting
information or ambiguous references exist, the contractor must immediately
contact the Owner/Consultant for clarification or confirmation

2. Prevent damage to all adjacent natural growth, landscaping, buildings,
structures and underground and/or overhead utilities. Make good all
damage to satisfaction of Owner/Consultant

3. Contract includes the removal and disposal of all branches, stumps,
timbers and other materials that hinder site development.

4. Prior to clearing, verify limits of cleaning with Ownder/Consultant or their
representative. Clarify any restrictions regarding preservation of natural
features or improvements within or adjacent to specified limits of clearing.

5. Dispose of cleared and grubbed material as work progresses and do not
accumulate.

6. Fires and burning of rubbish on site not permitted

7. Dispose of cleared and grubbed material to approved off-site disposal
area

8. Where possible, bulk excavation material may be retained for landscape
purposes. Stockpile only in designated areas. Native material is not
acceptable if it contains high moisture retention characteristics or if
compaction is impossible to specifications

9. Leave ground surface in condition suitable for immediate grading
operations

10. Remove all boulders or loose rock which may slide or roll into excavated
areas.

11. Control dust at all times for duration of contract

12 Provide temporary utilities and construction facilities in order to execute
work expeditiously. Erect site shelters or temporary office only in designated
area within contract limits, unless approved by Owner/Consultant.

13.  Confine work and operations of employees in accordance with contract
documents.  Do not unreasonably encumber premises with products.

14.  Provide hoarding as per Local municipality regulations. Take all
measures to Protect public and prevent damage to property.

15.  Provide temporary drainage and pumping as necessary to keep
excavations and site free from water.  Do not discharge water containing
suspended materials into existing watercourses and/or drainage systems.

16.  Maintain existing conditions for parking and traffic around the site
throughout construction, except in the staging area or when required for
construction of key park elements.  Take measures to re-route traffic or
warn visitors to the site that heavy equipment and work crews are operating.

17. Provide Erosion and Sediment control (silt fence) around construction at
downhill areas.

EXISTING
TREE

EXISTING LEVEL
(UNITS: FEET)
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221 West Sixth Street, Suite 300
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c  Copyright 2009
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Langley, British Columbia
    info@newlineskateparks.com

BUILDING SKATEBOARDING
Suite 101 - 6249 205th Street

V2Y-1N7

P  604.530.1114
F  604.503.1119

NEW LINE SKATEPARKS inc.

NLS SK-2009-03

All landscaping and irrigation
materials in the Skate park Node
will be bid and constructed as Part
of  Node #2 construction package

Community Facility
NE Metro-Austin , TX

Community Skate Facility
Little League Baseball Field 30,000 sq. ft.
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van der Zalm + associates inc.

www.newlineskateparks.com     ww.vdz.ca

NEW LINE SKATEPARKS INC

Sunland Park Plaza Sunland Park, NM
Destination Park

With an overall layout inspired by symbolism from the area’s 
ancient Aztec roots, the Sunland Skate Plaza features nearly 
40,000 sqft of diverse plaza terrain spread out across a nearly 
1 and a half acre development area.  The project will serve as 
the Foundation’s second destination Plaza, offering what will 
undoubtedly be some of the Nation’s best skating in a unique 
and culturally significant setting

Project Budget: ~ $TBD
Timeline: Jan 2007 - Current
Client: Dyrdek - DC Shoe Plaza Foundation / City of Sunland 
Park

Team Responsibilities:
- site analysis and public process 
- park programming
- conceptual and final design
- contract administration

City-Wide Skate Facility
A City-wide facility is similar to a community scale facility in that: the park may accommodate 
more than one riding style; it is best located in a geographically central location to the entire city; 
it often has formal infrastructure; and it is best suited in a mixed zone of residential, commercial 
and institutional land uses.  During the peak months, events and competitions can be held at these 
facilities to promote both skateboarding and City of Arlington tourism.  This scale of facility may 
accommodate a wider range of riding styles, and ranges between approximately 30,000 sq. ft.– 
50,000 sq. ft.  

City Wide Park
Sunland Park - Sunland, NM

SoMa West Skate Park
San Francisco, CA

City-Wide Skate Facility
Football Field 50,000 sq. ft.
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  2.6 The City-Wide Skate Park System
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City Wide Skate Facility

Neighborhood Skate Facility

Skate Spot Skate Facility

Community Skate Facility

Community Skate Facility:
Harold Patterson Sports Center

Skate Spot:
Don Misenhimer

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
MLK Sports Center

City-Wide Park:
Vandergriff Park

Skate Spot:
Burl E. Wilkes Park

Skate Spot:
Valley View Park

Skate Spot:
Meadowbrook Park

Neighborhood Skate
Facility:

Randol Mill Park

Skate Spot:
Bowman Springs

Skate Spot:
Clarence Foster

Skate Spot:
Fish Creek

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Cliff Nelson Neighborhood Skate Facility:

Cravens

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
River Legacy Park-East

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Webb Community

Skate Spot:
Brantley Hinshaw

Skate Spot:
Clarence Thompson

Skate Spot:
F.J. Red Kane

Skate Spot:
George Stevens

Skate Spot:
Marti Vanravenswaay

Skate Spot:
Mary Hooper

Skate Spot:
Thora Hart

Skate Spot:
Treepoint

Skate Spot:
Wimbledon

Skate Spot:
Woodland West

Skate Spot:
W.O. & Zeta
Workman

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Duncan Robinson

Neighborhood Skate
Facility: Veteran's

Neighborhood Skate Facility:
Bob Cooke

Community Skate Facility:
JW Dunlop Sports Center

Figure 2.1: City-Wide Skate Park System
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Figure 2.1: City-Wide Skate Park System

  2.7 Design for Progression and Variety

Arlington Skateboarders
Through the survey responses, the consulting team has created a ‘characterization’ of skateboarding 
styles for the City.  The graph below has been color coded to indicate the predominant 
skateboarding style adopted by Arlington skaters.  This information is useful in planning for the 
skate system network and will be a guide in the establishment of terrain priorities over the first 
five years of the plan.  Accommodating the desired style is important, however, a network of 
skate opportunities cannot overlook the need for progression and variety. 

As skateboarders age, styles may evolve to reflect 
reduced physical capacity and changes in attitude.  For this 
reason, a balanced approach to terrain development with 
street, plaza, and transition/bowl skate opportunities is 
provided. The current lack of facilities may also explain the 
predominance of street and plaza style skateboarding.  With 
the development of sanctioned facilities, it is possible that 
bowl/transition skateboarding will increase in popularity. 
Through innovative design, skate facilities around the City 
will provide opportunities for 
beginners, intermediate and 
advanced riders. In addition, 
skateboarders will be able to 
‘test’ out permanent concrete 
terrain that caters to a variety 
of skateboarding styles. This 
variety will allow participants 
to progress and advance in 
technical abilities and will 
foster longevity and interest 
in the sport.

Figure 2.2: Skate Park Terrain
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Skatepark Survey
What type of skatepark or elements do you want to see built in YOUR future skatepark?  (Choose 10 that are most important to you)

Answer Options
Response 

Percent
Response 

Count
Percentage 

Total
Style Skate 

Park
Precentage ot Total 

Park Design

Half‐pipe ‐ half of a circle style ramp 71.8% 303 6.22% Bowl
Mini Ramps ‐ two small quarter‐pipes facing each other with flat 57.1% 241 4.95% Bowl
Bowl ‐ bowl‐shaped ramp 56.2% 237 4.87% Bowl
Pool 47.2% 199 4.09% Bowl
Roll in ‐ long slope ramp used to gain speed 41.0% 173 3.55% Bowl
Cave or "Grotto" ‐ half of a sphere 28.2% 119 2.44% Bowl 26.12%
Ledges 46.2% 195 4.00% Transition

yp p y p ( p y )

Bowl

Percentage Skate Park Terrain
Determined by Skatepark Survey

g
Quarter‐pipe ‐ quarter of a circle style ramp 42.4% 179 3.68% Transition
Euro ‐ a ramp where the platform drops like a step to flat 34.4% 145 2.98% Transition
Hips ‐ two quarter pipes or flat banks adjacent to each other 32.7% 138 2.83% Transition
Wall Ride ‐ vertical wall above quarter‐pipe per flat bank 32.7% 138 2.83% Transition
Launches ‐ curved ramp like quarter‐pipe but meant to launch 31.3% 132 2.71% Transition
Vertical Walls/Ramps 27.7% 117 2.40% Transition
Spines ‐ two quarter pipes back‐to‐back 27.0% 114 2.34% Transition 23.78%
Grind Rails 66.8% 282 5.79% Street

26%

Transition 
24%

Street
50%

Stairs/Steps 60.4% 255 5.24% Street
Benches 55.7% 235 4.83% Street
Railings 53.3% 225 4.62% Street
Gaps 47.9% 202 4.15% Street
Snake Run ‐ long channel that combines banks 47.4% 200 4.11% Street
Fun Box ‐ a steep quarter‐pipe like lip with deck 46.4% 196 4.03% Street
Pyramids ‐ 4‐way wedge or transition box 39.1% 165 3.39% Street
Skatable Sculpture 38.4% 162 3.33% Street
Fl t b k l d ll 37 7% 159 3 27% St tFlat banks ‐ angled wall 37.7% 159 3.27% Street
Hubba 32.0% 135 2.77% Street
Wedge Ramp 24.4% 103 2.12% Street
Bubba 13.7% 58 1.19% Street
Wembly 8.8% 37 0.76% Street
Other (please specify) 25 25 0.51% Street 50.09%

422
45 100.00%

answered question
skipped question
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2.8 Calculating the Spatial Requirements   

        of the Skateboard Community
Utilizing a variety of sources, the consulting team reviewed accepted norms for establishing the 
overall skateable terrain needs for the City of Arlington. These sources include: the Skate Park 
Adoption Model (skatepark.org), Urban Planning and Design (DeChiara), and previous planning 
efforts conducted in the City of Seattle, City of Waterloo, Ontario (van der Zalm), and City of Port 
Coquitlam, British Columbia (van der Zalm). All spatial calculations stem from an understanding of 
population data and projected participation rates.

According to data collected by the U.S. Census Bureau in 2010, the total population of Arlington 
increased to 365,468, with 105,977 residents between the ages of 5-24 years. The National 
Sporting Goods Association (NSGA) collects participation rates for dozens of sporting activities. 
According to the national averages by the NSGA, 16% of the population aged 5-24 years 
participated in skateboarding last year. In Texas, the participation rate is higher than the national 
average at 17.6%. In Arlington, this equates to 18,652 skateboarders. This number can be used 
to estimate how much terrain is needed to meet the needs of the local skateboarding community.

Although skateboarders typically congregate in smaller areas, they require a minimum of 12 sq. 
ft. to complete even one trick. While more space is typically needed and variations in terrain and 
skateboarding style exist, all influence the area for effective participation. Allowing for some 
overlap in user participation within a skate facility, the master plan is based on the Skate Park 
Adoption Model’s (Whitley, pp. 15-19) conclusion that safe and effective participation can be 
accommodated in 8 sq. ft. per total user. Currently, the required amount of skateable terrain is 
equal is 149,216 sq. ft.

The City of Arlington estimates that the total population at the City’s build-out is 420,000 residents. 
Using the same percentage of 5-24 year olds in the 2010 census, the future population of this 
age group is estimated to be 121,800. Applying the same 17.6% participation rate, the plan 
estimates 21,437 skateboarders and a total of 171,494 sq. ft. of terrain needed at the City’s 
build-out. These calculations are very conservative, considering a flat participation rate over the 
next 20 years. Also, skate facilities are typically used by bmx bikers and inline skaters as well, but 
the spatial requirements model is based only on the number of skateboarders.
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2.8 Calculating the Spatial Requirements of the Skateboard Community (was 2.10) 

Utilizing a variety of sources, the consulting team reviewed accepted norms for establishing the overall 
skateable terrain needs for the City of Arlington. These sources include: the Skate Park Adoption Model 
(skatepark.org), Urban Planning and Design (DeChiara), and previous planning efforts conducted in the City of 
Seattle, City of Waterloo, Ontario (van der Zalm), and City of Port Coquitlam, British Columbia (van der Zalm). 
All spatial calculations stem from an understanding of population data and projected participation rates. 

According to data collected by the U.S. Census Bureau in 2010, the total population of Arlington increased to 
365,468, with 105,977 residents between the ages of 5-24 years. The National Sporting Goods Association 
(NSGA) collects participation rates for dozens of sporting activities. According to the national averages by the 
NSGA, 16% of the population aged 5-24 years participated in skateboarding last year. In Texas, the 
participation rate is higher than the national average at 17.6%. In Arlington, this equates to 18,652 
skateboarders. This number can be used to estimate how much terrain is needed to meet the needs of the 
local skateboarding community. 

Although skateboarders typically congregate in smaller areas, they require a minimum of 12 sq. ft. to complete 
even one trick. While more space is typically needed and variations in terrain and skateboarding style exist, all 
influence the area for effective participation. Allowing for some overlap in user participation within a skate 
facility, the master plan is based on the Skate Park Adoption Model’s conclusion that safe and effective 
participation can be accommodated in 8 sq. ft. per total user. Currently, the required amount of skateable 
terrain is equal is 149,216 sq. ft. 

The City of Arlington estimates that the total population at the City’s build out is 420,000 residents. Using the 
same percentage of 5-24 year olds in the 2010 census, the future population of this age group is estimated to 
be 121,800. Applying the same 17.6% participation rate, the plan estimates 21,437 skateboarders and a total 
of 171,494 sq. ft. of terrain needed at the City’s build out. These calculations are very conservative, considering 
a flat participation rate over the next 20 years. Also, skate facilities are typically used by bmx bikers and inline 
skaters as well, but the spatial requirements model is based only on the number of skateboarders. 

2010 Census   Community Build Out 

          365,468    Arlington Total Population 
 

        420,000  
 

  

          105,977    Arlington Population between 5-24 years old 
 

        121,800  
 

  

  
 

    
   

  

  x 17.6%   % of 5-24 year olds that skateboard 
 

x 17.6% 
 

  

            18,652    Estimated Number of Arlington Skateboarders 
 

          21,437  
 

  

  
 

    
   

  

  x 8   Square Foot Terrain needed per User 
 

x 8 
 

  

          149,216   sq. ft.  Total Skate Terrain Needed 
 

        171,494   sq. ft.    
                    

Figure 2.__: Skate Network Terrain 

 

 

Figure 2.4 below shows how the proposed skate network terrain compares with the identified 
needs in the City of Arlington’s Parks and Recreation Master Plan for build out in 2025.  With a 
network build-out of 171,494 sq. ft., skate facilities in Arlington will comprise significantly less 
area than other similarly used park amenities.  Skate facilities also have a longer life span and 
lower maintenance costs than some of the compared amenities.  (See Section 4.1 Maintenance)

Arlington Park System Comparison 

Park Amenity 
Current Build Out 

# Square Footage # Square Footage 

Playgrounds 48     289,000 57      350,000 

Tennis Courts 45     392,000 61      530,000 

Outdoor Basketball Courts 26     118,000 36     175,000 

Soccer/Football Fields 35 1,824,600 46 2,400,000 

Baseball/Softball Fields 38 1,356,000 52 1,800,000 

Skate Park Facilities 0 0 30 171,494 

 

Figure 2.3: Skate Network Terrain

Figure 2.4: Park Amenity Terrain Comparison
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In preparation of this Skate Park Master Plan, some assumptions and limitations have been identified 
and are described below.

Surveying and Geotechnical
Without providing an in-depth survey and soil report for all proposed sites, this report assumes that 
earthworks can be adjusted to allow for the size of skate facility being recommended.  Typically, 
designs can be adjusted to meet almost any sub grade situation, but these items can adjust cost 
estimation and skate park style.

Servicing
Site servicing will be estimated to the best known access and connection points. 

Permitting
Permitting for skate facility construction and all proposed structures (if included) is assumed to be 
achievable.  These items will be further explored once a skate facility location has been determined.

Avoiding Environmentally Sensitive Areas
The proposed locations of these facilities are assumed to be outside any environmentally sensitive 
areas. These site locations will avoid existing vegetation wherever possible.  Environmental reports 
could be required by the City in some locations and are not accounted for in the cost estimations.

Avoiding Existing Uses
Wherever possible, the skate facility locations will avoid existing park uses.  To avoid increasing 
future costs to the City, all skate facility locations will be placed in currently non-programmed areas.

Park Property
All recommended skate facilities will be located on currently owned park property.  Future connections 
with paths and trails may vary from park property if required.  

Proposed Locations
All proposed locations will have adequate area for the size of skate facility proposed.  These 
locations will also be distributed throughout the City.  Based upon reviews by the Parks and Recreation 
Department, Park Board and City Council, some proposed locations could be revised.  

Hike and Bike Plan Implementation
Many of the facility locations identified in this report are consistent with existing trail 
infrastructure.  Some of the proposed facilities are located and ranked based upon 
their proximity to ‘future’ trail development.  To a certain extent, the SPMP assumes 
that the majority of the Hike and Bike System Plan will be implemented over a 20 year 
period.

  2.9 Framework of Assumptions and    
        Limitations
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  2.10 Site Criteria

A matrix was developed to help determine and rank each of the 30 parks considered for evaluation.  
Each site was evaluated based on 17 questions that were ranked out of a score of 10.  Below are the 
criteria that were considered for each site:

1.  Compatible with existing uses (ex. near an active area of the park rather than     
 contemplative space), consider adjacent uses, and adjacent landscaping/surfaces are    
 compatible with safe skate surfaces.

2.  Allow for the creation of a safe and secure environment; providing for separation from   
 vehicular traffic, vehicular and pedestrian access, and ease of routine maintenance.

3.  Good foot, bike and vehicular access.

4.  Limit off-site impacts to residential communities as consistent with city code, i.e. noise and   
 lighting.

5.  Allow for clear, passive observation by parents, emergency services, police and the public.

6.  Located in a highly visible area with moderate to high pedestrian traffic, in an existing or   
 new multi-purpose park, or in close proximity to other public facilities.

7.  Can be integrated into a larger park space that provides other park amenities.

8.  Easily developable and have minimal construction impediments.

9.  Site’s ability to accommodate a space for size appropriate community viewing.

10.  Sun and shade, and protection from rain and wind.

11.  Adequate separation from other facilities/program at site.

12.  In close proximity to drinking fountain, trash cans, restrooms.

13.  Include the possibility of lighting, or integration with existing lighting.

14.  Expansion potential.

15.  Access to adequate parking.

16.  Capacity for concessions or proximity to off-site concessions (close to shopping center?) 

17.  Centrally located in the City or region of the City.

The matrix included the park’s name, address, maintenance district, park classification, 
recommended feature acreage and weighted score.  All scores were then tabulated 
and entered into the matrix.  This then allowed for the comparison of sites to be ranked 
based upon the headings.  See Section 5.2 for the completed matrix for each of the 
30 parks.



40

City of Arlington Skate Park Master Plan

Survey Site Criteria 
In the skate park survey, 
the respondents were 
asked “what would you 
consider important for a 
successful skate park?”.  
Figure 2.5 lists the scores 
for what respondents 
thought was important 
and very important to 
consider in locating skate 
parks in  Arlington.

Additional Site Criteria 
Considerations
The work of Parks and 
Recreation staff and 
the SPAC is an excellent 
starting point for the 
master planning exercise. 

The consulting team reviewed all data and provided an evaluation overlay, including weighting 
certain categories.  In addition, the consulting team has selected several additional park sites not 
initially considered. This came about through the evaluation of a skate park ‘network’ for the City 
and trying to encourage linkage and connectivity between skate opportunities.

The additional criteria that have been considered subjectively for each site can be found on the 
following pages.  The consulting team weighted all additional criteria into PRIMARY / SECONDARY 
/ TERTIARY elements.  As a result of this designation, park locations that exhibited the greatest 
number of primary attributes were scored higher than park locations that did not achieve the 
primary attributes.

Skatepark Survey
What would you consider important for a successful skatepark?

Answer Options Important
Very 

Important
Response 

Count
Easy to access 187 203 457
Enjoyable for all skill levels 129 293 456
Rules signage 125 150 456
Centrally located 167 176 456
Restrooms 150 276 456
Lighting for night use 121 303 455
Not near residential homes 84 56 455
Public viewing area/seating 168 106 455
Storage racks for equipment 110 77 455
Clean, welcoming environment 156 247 454
Shade 195 158 454
Drinking fountains 169 239 454
Vending machines 129 112 453
Adequate parking 189 121 452
Safe/secure area 135 267 452
Good neighborhood/not in a bad area 142 231 452
Public visibility 130 125 452
Close to other amenities 148 78 449
Skater seating 178 92 448
Fencing 107 134 446

Figure 2.5: What would you consider important for a successful skate park?
[Skate park Surveys]
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Primary: City-Wide Location
The skate park hierarchy will be based strongly on individual site location.  Large scale parks require 
central locations to draw from a large portion of the skateboarding community.  The survey listed 
‘central location’ as one of the top ten items of importance to the skating community. Understanding 
neighborhood demographics and density will also work to provide a skate park scale that fits within 
each neighborhood.  The consulting team has taken ‘Central location’ to mean central to the user group, 
and central to the overall access network through the hike and bike plan.

Figure 2.6: City-Wide Location
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Figure 2.7: City Wide Location

Primary: Connection to Trails
Creating a skate park system that can be safely accessed without the use of a vehicle is a key 
component to this master plan.  According to the survey2, one of the top seven items in accordance 
of importance to the average skateboarder is the ease of access.  Ease of access combined with the 
safety requirement (#4 in order of importance) indicate a need for a strong connection to off-street 
trails to get all levels of users to the site.  Recently, the City also created a Hike and Bike System 
Master Plan.  With this work already completed, the site selection process sought to connect users to 
these trails, which in turn will connect to the skate park locations. 
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Primary: Access to Transportation
As stated in the previous survey2, most of the Arlington skateboarder community drive or skate to their 
skating destination (64.1%).  The requirements for these users will be covered in later sections, but for 
the larger community and regional parks, access to public transportation is important.  In these higher 
traffic areas, parking can be difficult to provide and skateable paths from outlying communities too 
distant to traverse.

Secondary: Parking Availability
For community and neighborhood skate facilities, parking can be an essential component for the 
success of the park.  Understanding current park needs along with estimated skate park usage will 
allow for the seamless integration of this new park element.  With a majority of park users traveling 
from distances of over one mile (73.5%1), most users will typically drive or carpool.

Secondary: Site Amenities
Certain site amenities are essential to a neighborhood skate facility.  Typically, the most important 
amenities are drinking fountains (#5 in the attached survey2) and restrooms (#3).  Providing these 
services allows users to take day trips to these facilities.  Your average Arlington skateboarder uses 
their park for 1-5 hours during each visit.  With this length of time, other amenities can be considered 
including vending machines, concession stands, and rental facilities.

Secondary: Safe, Secure Site
Concerns about the safety of the user typically rate high on almost all cities park analysis (#4 in order 
of importance according to survey2).  Providing for a location with high visibility and a variety of 
usage times will keep the park in use throughout the day and into the evening.  Appropriate attention 
to safety in initial parks is a vital component to growing the sport and ensuring this user group is seen 
in a positive light throughout the community.

Tertiary: Lighting
Lighting for night use ranked #1 in the Arlington survey2 in order of importance.  Providing lighting for 
safe skating within each park as well as safe access to the park is an essential part of usage at night.  
The existing infrastructure will help determine if each park can support this lighting or if additional 
site specific lighting will be required.  This issue needs to be thoroughly explored to ensure both safety 
and security.

Tertiary: Park Compatibility
Ensuring park compatibility is an important aspect in locating of specific skate park elements.  This 
category is an umbrella for all structural and programming issues within a park including items like: 
adjacent use conflicts, surrounding neighborhood issues, and site access.  Typically, this 
category is not further explored until later in the design process, but for master planning 
purposes, proposed sites need to have a level of feasibility.
 
Through the above categories, VDZ+A determined primary sites for possible City-
wide, community, neighborhood skate facilities, and Integrated Skateboard Terrain.
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  2.11 Site Selection Process

Typical Skate Park Locations
To incorporate the future skate park system within the urban fabric of the City of Arlington, sites 
have been chosen that could be incorporated directly within the existing park system.  Every 
existing City of Arlington park was considered.

Skate Facility Site Evaluation
Address Park

Classification
Acreage APARD

Score
# Open 

House Dots
IST Neighborhood Comm City Not Rec SPMP

Recommendation
NE River Legacy East 1651 NE Green Oaks - 76006 Community 54 122.0 20 X X integrated skate terrain

NE Meadowbrook 1300 E Dugan Street - 76010 Community 54 102.0 14 X X integrated skate terrain

NE Clarence Thompson 1600 Brown Blvd. - 76011 Neighborhood 15 99.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

NE George Stevens 400 W Sanford Street - 76012 Neighborhood 2 68.0 X integrated skate terrain

NE Valley View 910 Highland - 76010 Neighborhood 1 60.0 0 X No site proposed

NE Parkway Central 600 Van Buren Drive - 76011 Neighborhood 17 56.0 X No site proposed

NE Dixon Holman 2409 Burney Road - 76006 Neighborhood 7 26.0 X No site proposed

NW Woodland West 3200 Lynnwood Drive - 76013 Neighborhood 11 129.0 2 X X integrated skate terrain

NW J. W. Dunlop Sports Center 1500 NW Green Oaks Blvd - 76012 Community 52 123.0 3 X X Community park

NW Randol Mill 1901 W Randol Mill Road - 76012 Community 102 119.0 11 X X X Neighborhood park

NW River Legacy 701 NW Green Oaks Blvd. - 76012 Community 655 102.0 X X No site proposed

NW Fielder 1100 S Fielder Road - 76013 Neighborhood 6 99.0 2 X No site proposed

NW North Sports Center (undeveloped) 1301 NW Green Oaks Blvd - 76012 City 262 77.0 X X X X No site proposed

NW Gibbins 2102 Margaret Drive - 76012 Neighborhood 10 48.0 X X No site proposed

NW O.S. Gray Natural Area 2021 W Abram Street - 76013 Neighborhood 20 47.0 X No site proposed

NW College Hills 151 University Drive - 76013 Neighborhood 2 27.0 X No site proposed

NW Village Creek Historical Area 2605 Dottie Lynn Expwy - 76012 Linear 135 0.0 X integrated skate terrain

CE Vandergriff 2800 S Center Street - 76014 Community 84 129.0 37 X X X X City Wide Park

CE Bob Cooke 2025 Craig Hanking Drive - 76010 Community 21 126.0 6 X X Neighborhood Park

CE Brantley Hinshaw 2121 Overbrook Dr. - 76014 Neighborhood 8 99.0 0 X X integrated skate terrain

CE B. C. Barnes 3000 Daniel Drive - 76014 Neighborhood 9 98.0 X X No site proposed

CE Burl Wilkes 2000 Reever Street - 76010 Neighborhood 3 85.0 X X No site proposed

CE Timberlake (undeveloped) 907 Timberlake Drive -76010 Linear 15 79.0 8 X X No site proposed

CE H.A.D. Dunsworth 1100 Waverly Drive - 76015 Neighborhood 8 79.0 X X No site proposed

CE Carl Knox 1200 Susan Drive - 76011 Neighborhood 9 75.0 X No site proposed

CE Helen Wessler 2200 Greenway Street - 76010 Neighborhood 11 60.0 X No site proposed

CE Julia Burgen Center Street / Park Row - 76010 Neighborhood 67 58.0 X No site proposed

CE Marrow Bone Springs 600 W Arkansas Lane - 76014 Linear 12 0.0 X X No site proposed

CW Veterans 3600 W Arkansas Ln. - 76013 Community 103 124.0 78 X X X Neighborhood park

CW Duncan Robinson 2100 W Tucker Blvd - 76013 Neighborhood 10 112.0 1 X X Neighborhood Park

CW Richard Simpson 6300 W Arkansas Lane - 76015 City 9 0.0 6 X No site proposed

CW Howard Moore 1018 W Tucker Blvd - 76013 Neighborhood 10 87.0 X No site proposed

CW Bowman Springs 7003 Poly Web Road - 76016 City 14 69.0 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW Clarence Foster 4400 Woodland Park Blvd. - 76013 Neighborhood 15 64.0 X No site proposed

CW Marti Van Ravenswaay 4601 Bowman Springs - 76016 Neighborhood 12 62.0 2 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW Mary Hooper 2303 W Pleasant Ridge Road - 76015 Neighborhood 17 58.0 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW California Lane 1931 California Lane - 76015 Neighborhood 10 50.0 X No site proposed

CW Jake Langston 4080 W Mayfield Road - 76016 Neighborhood 11 20.0 X No site proposed

CW Kelley 4195 W Arkansas Lane - 76013 Linear 35 0.0 X No site proposed

CW Thora Hart 3510 W Green Oaks Blvd. - 76016 Neighborhood 10 0.0 X Integrated skate terrain

SE Harold Patterson Sports Center 1000 W Bardin Road - 76017 City 142 142.0 X X X X Community Park

SE Cravens 400 Nathan Lowe Road - 76018 Community 86 139.0 24 X X X integrated skate terrain

SE Don Misenhimer 201 E. Lonesome Dove Trail - 76002 Neighborhood 17 119.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

SE Webb Community 1100 Masfield Webb Road - 76002 Community 70 119.0 1 X X X X neighborhood park

SE W.O. & Zeta Workman 6701 Tabor Dr. - 76018 Neighborhood 9 117.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

SE Fish Creek Neighborhood 2133 Havenwood Drive - 76018 Neighborhood 10 85.0 X Integrated Skate Terrain

SE Harris Road (undeveloped) 1907 W Harris Road - 76001 Neighborhood 12 63.0 X X No site proposed

SE Bob McFarland 410 Embercrest - 76018 Neighborhood 12 49.0 X No site proposed

SW Martin Luther King Jr. Sports Center 7001 Golf Club Drive - 76001 Community 86 104.0 8 X X X X Neighborhood park

SW Cliff Nelson 4600 W Bardin Rd. - 76017 Neighborhood 15 102.0 47 X integrated skate terrain

SW Treepoint 5403 Treepoint Drive - 76017 Neighborhood 14 98.0 3 X X neighborhood park

SW F.J. Red Kane 6500 S Cooper - 76001 Community 25 88.0 7 X Integrated skate terrain

SW Gene Schrickel Jr. 4500 Park Springs Blvd - 76017 Neighborhood 15 85.0 X No site proposed

SW Deaver 5800 Kelly Elliot Road - 76017 Neighborhood 15 66.0 X No site proposed

SW Wimbledon 2300 Wimbledon - 76017 Neighborhood 13 64.0 X integrated skate terrain

78.3 Total Score/Possible Points %

Park
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Figure 2.8: Site Evaluation Matrix (1 of 2)
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Figure 2.9: Site Evaluation Matrix (2 of 2)

Skate Facility Site Evaluation
Address Park

Classification
Acreage APARD

Score
# Open 

House Dots
IST Neighborhood Comm City Not Rec SPMP

Recommendation
NE River Legacy East 1651 NE Green Oaks - 76006 Community 54 122.0 20 X X integrated skate terrain

NE Meadowbrook 1300 E Dugan Street - 76010 Community 54 102.0 14 X X integrated skate terrain

NE Clarence Thompson 1600 Brown Blvd. - 76011 Neighborhood 15 99.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

NE George Stevens 400 W Sanford Street - 76012 Neighborhood 2 68.0 X integrated skate terrain

NE Valley View 910 Highland - 76010 Neighborhood 1 60.0 0 X No site proposed

NE Parkway Central 600 Van Buren Drive - 76011 Neighborhood 17 56.0 X No site proposed

NE Dixon Holman 2409 Burney Road - 76006 Neighborhood 7 26.0 X No site proposed

NW Woodland West 3200 Lynnwood Drive - 76013 Neighborhood 11 129.0 2 X X integrated skate terrain

NW J. W. Dunlop Sports Center 1500 NW Green Oaks Blvd - 76012 Community 52 123.0 3 X X Community park

NW Randol Mill 1901 W Randol Mill Road - 76012 Community 102 119.0 11 X X X Neighborhood park

NW River Legacy 701 NW Green Oaks Blvd. - 76012 Community 655 102.0 X X No site proposed

NW Fielder 1100 S Fielder Road - 76013 Neighborhood 6 99.0 2 X No site proposed

NW North Sports Center (undeveloped) 1301 NW Green Oaks Blvd - 76012 City 262 77.0 X X X X No site proposed

NW Gibbins 2102 Margaret Drive - 76012 Neighborhood 10 48.0 X X No site proposed

NW O.S. Gray Natural Area 2021 W Abram Street - 76013 Neighborhood 20 47.0 X No site proposed

NW College Hills 151 University Drive - 76013 Neighborhood 2 27.0 X No site proposed

NW Village Creek Historical Area 2605 Dottie Lynn Expwy - 76012 Linear 135 0.0 X integrated skate terrain

CE Vandergriff 2800 S Center Street - 76014 Community 84 129.0 37 X X X X City Wide Park

CE Bob Cooke 2025 Craig Hanking Drive - 76010 Community 21 126.0 6 X X Neighborhood Park

CE Brantley Hinshaw 2121 Overbrook Dr. - 76014 Neighborhood 8 99.0 0 X X integrated skate terrain

CE B. C. Barnes 3000 Daniel Drive - 76014 Neighborhood 9 98.0 X X No site proposed

CE Burl Wilkes 2000 Reever Street - 76010 Neighborhood 3 85.0 X X No site proposed

CE Timberlake (undeveloped) 907 Timberlake Drive -76010 Linear 15 79.0 8 X X No site proposed

CE H.A.D. Dunsworth 1100 Waverly Drive - 76015 Neighborhood 8 79.0 X X No site proposed

CE Carl Knox 1200 Susan Drive - 76011 Neighborhood 9 75.0 X No site proposed

CE Helen Wessler 2200 Greenway Street - 76010 Neighborhood 11 60.0 X No site proposed

CE Julia Burgen Center Street / Park Row - 76010 Neighborhood 67 58.0 X No site proposed

CE Marrow Bone Springs 600 W Arkansas Lane - 76014 Linear 12 0.0 X X No site proposed

CW Veterans 3600 W Arkansas Ln. - 76013 Community 103 124.0 78 X X X Neighborhood park

CW Duncan Robinson 2100 W Tucker Blvd - 76013 Neighborhood 10 112.0 1 X X Neighborhood Park

CW Richard Simpson 6300 W Arkansas Lane - 76015 City 9 0.0 6 X No site proposed

CW Howard Moore 1018 W Tucker Blvd - 76013 Neighborhood 10 87.0 X No site proposed

CW Bowman Springs 7003 Poly Web Road - 76016 City 14 69.0 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW Clarence Foster 4400 Woodland Park Blvd. - 76013 Neighborhood 15 64.0 X No site proposed

CW Marti Van Ravenswaay 4601 Bowman Springs - 76016 Neighborhood 12 62.0 2 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW Mary Hooper 2303 W Pleasant Ridge Road - 76015 Neighborhood 17 58.0 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW California Lane 1931 California Lane - 76015 Neighborhood 10 50.0 X No site proposed

CW Jake Langston 4080 W Mayfield Road - 76016 Neighborhood 11 20.0 X No site proposed

CW Kelley 4195 W Arkansas Lane - 76013 Linear 35 0.0 X No site proposed

CW Thora Hart 3510 W Green Oaks Blvd. - 76016 Neighborhood 10 0.0 X Integrated skate terrain

SE Harold Patterson Sports Center 1000 W Bardin Road - 76017 City 142 142.0 X X X X Community Park

SE Cravens 400 Nathan Lowe Road - 76018 Community 86 139.0 24 X X X integrated skate terrain

SE Don Misenhimer 201 E. Lonesome Dove Trail - 76002 Neighborhood 17 119.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

SE Webb Community 1100 Masfield Webb Road - 76002 Community 70 119.0 1 X X X X neighborhood park

SE W.O. & Zeta Workman 6701 Tabor Dr. - 76018 Neighborhood 9 117.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

SE Fish Creek Neighborhood 2133 Havenwood Drive - 76018 Neighborhood 10 85.0 X Integrated Skate Terrain

SE Harris Road (undeveloped) 1907 W Harris Road - 76001 Neighborhood 12 63.0 X X No site proposed

SE Bob McFarland 410 Embercrest - 76018 Neighborhood 12 49.0 X No site proposed

SW Martin Luther King Jr. Sports Center 7001 Golf Club Drive - 76001 Community 86 104.0 8 X X X X Neighborhood park

SW Cliff Nelson 4600 W Bardin Rd. - 76017 Neighborhood 15 102.0 47 X integrated skate terrain

SW Treepoint 5403 Treepoint Drive - 76017 Neighborhood 14 98.0 3 X X neighborhood park

SW F.J. Red Kane 6500 S Cooper - 76001 Community 25 88.0 7 X Integrated skate terrain

SW Gene Schrickel Jr. 4500 Park Springs Blvd - 76017 Neighborhood 15 85.0 X No site proposed

SW Deaver 5800 Kelly Elliot Road - 76017 Neighborhood 15 66.0 X No site proposed

SW Wimbledon 2300 Wimbledon - 76017 Neighborhood 13 64.0 X integrated skate terrain

78.3 Total Score/Possible Points %

Park
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Skate Facility Site Evaluation
Address Park

Classification
Acreage APARD

Score
# Open 

House Dots
IST Neighborhood Comm City Not Rec SPMP

Recommendation
NE River Legacy East 1651 NE Green Oaks - 76006 Community 54 122.0 20 X X integrated skate terrain

NE Meadowbrook 1300 E Dugan Street - 76010 Community 54 102.0 14 X X integrated skate terrain

NE Clarence Thompson 1600 Brown Blvd. - 76011 Neighborhood 15 99.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

NE George Stevens 400 W Sanford Street - 76012 Neighborhood 2 68.0 X integrated skate terrain

NE Valley View 910 Highland - 76010 Neighborhood 1 60.0 0 X No site proposed

NE Parkway Central 600 Van Buren Drive - 76011 Neighborhood 17 56.0 X No site proposed

NE Dixon Holman 2409 Burney Road - 76006 Neighborhood 7 26.0 X No site proposed

NW Woodland West 3200 Lynnwood Drive - 76013 Neighborhood 11 129.0 2 X X integrated skate terrain

NW J. W. Dunlop Sports Center 1500 NW Green Oaks Blvd - 76012 Community 52 123.0 3 X X Community park

NW Randol Mill 1901 W Randol Mill Road - 76012 Community 102 119.0 11 X X X Neighborhood park

NW River Legacy 701 NW Green Oaks Blvd. - 76012 Community 655 102.0 X X No site proposed

NW Fielder 1100 S Fielder Road - 76013 Neighborhood 6 99.0 2 X No site proposed

NW North Sports Center (undeveloped) 1301 NW Green Oaks Blvd - 76012 City 262 77.0 X X X X No site proposed

NW Gibbins 2102 Margaret Drive - 76012 Neighborhood 10 48.0 X X No site proposed

NW O.S. Gray Natural Area 2021 W Abram Street - 76013 Neighborhood 20 47.0 X No site proposed

NW College Hills 151 University Drive - 76013 Neighborhood 2 27.0 X No site proposed

NW Village Creek Historical Area 2605 Dottie Lynn Expwy - 76012 Linear 135 0.0 X integrated skate terrain

CE Vandergriff 2800 S Center Street - 76014 Community 84 129.0 37 X X X X City Wide Park

CE Bob Cooke 2025 Craig Hanking Drive - 76010 Community 21 126.0 6 X X Neighborhood Park

CE Brantley Hinshaw 2121 Overbrook Dr. - 76014 Neighborhood 8 99.0 0 X X integrated skate terrain

CE B. C. Barnes 3000 Daniel Drive - 76014 Neighborhood 9 98.0 X X No site proposed

CE Burl Wilkes 2000 Reever Street - 76010 Neighborhood 3 85.0 X X No site proposed

CE Timberlake (undeveloped) 907 Timberlake Drive -76010 Linear 15 79.0 8 X X No site proposed

CE H.A.D. Dunsworth 1100 Waverly Drive - 76015 Neighborhood 8 79.0 X X No site proposed

CE Carl Knox 1200 Susan Drive - 76011 Neighborhood 9 75.0 X No site proposed

CE Helen Wessler 2200 Greenway Street - 76010 Neighborhood 11 60.0 X No site proposed

CE Julia Burgen Center Street / Park Row - 76010 Neighborhood 67 58.0 X No site proposed

CE Marrow Bone Springs 600 W Arkansas Lane - 76014 Linear 12 0.0 X X No site proposed

CW Veterans 3600 W Arkansas Ln. - 76013 Community 103 124.0 78 X X X Neighborhood park

CW Duncan Robinson 2100 W Tucker Blvd - 76013 Neighborhood 10 112.0 1 X X Neighborhood Park

CW Richard Simpson 6300 W Arkansas Lane - 76015 City 9 0.0 6 X No site proposed

CW Howard Moore 1018 W Tucker Blvd - 76013 Neighborhood 10 87.0 X No site proposed

CW Bowman Springs 7003 Poly Web Road - 76016 City 14 69.0 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW Clarence Foster 4400 Woodland Park Blvd. - 76013 Neighborhood 15 64.0 X No site proposed

CW Marti Van Ravenswaay 4601 Bowman Springs - 76016 Neighborhood 12 62.0 2 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW Mary Hooper 2303 W Pleasant Ridge Road - 76015 Neighborhood 17 58.0 X X Integrated skate terrain

CW California Lane 1931 California Lane - 76015 Neighborhood 10 50.0 X No site proposed

CW Jake Langston 4080 W Mayfield Road - 76016 Neighborhood 11 20.0 X No site proposed

CW Kelley 4195 W Arkansas Lane - 76013 Linear 35 0.0 X No site proposed

CW Thora Hart 3510 W Green Oaks Blvd. - 76016 Neighborhood 10 0.0 X Integrated skate terrain

SE Harold Patterson Sports Center 1000 W Bardin Road - 76017 City 142 142.0 X X X X Community Park

SE Cravens 400 Nathan Lowe Road - 76018 Community 86 139.0 24 X X X integrated skate terrain

SE Don Misenhimer 201 E. Lonesome Dove Trail - 76002 Neighborhood 17 119.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

SE Webb Community 1100 Masfield Webb Road - 76002 Community 70 119.0 1 X X X X neighborhood park

SE W.O. & Zeta Workman 6701 Tabor Dr. - 76018 Neighborhood 9 117.0 1 X X integrated skate terrain

SE Fish Creek Neighborhood 2133 Havenwood Drive - 76018 Neighborhood 10 85.0 X Integrated Skate Terrain

SE Harris Road (undeveloped) 1907 W Harris Road - 76001 Neighborhood 12 63.0 X X No site proposed

SE Bob McFarland 410 Embercrest - 76018 Neighborhood 12 49.0 X No site proposed

SW Martin Luther King Jr. Sports Center 7001 Golf Club Drive - 76001 Community 86 104.0 8 X X X X Neighborhood park

SW Cliff Nelson 4600 W Bardin Rd. - 76017 Neighborhood 15 102.0 47 X integrated skate terrain

SW Treepoint 5403 Treepoint Drive - 76017 Neighborhood 14 98.0 3 X X neighborhood park

SW F.J. Red Kane 6500 S Cooper - 76001 Community 25 88.0 7 X Integrated skate terrain

SW Gene Schrickel Jr. 4500 Park Springs Blvd - 76017 Neighborhood 15 85.0 X No site proposed

SW Deaver 5800 Kelly Elliot Road - 76017 Neighborhood 15 66.0 X No site proposed

SW Wimbledon 2300 Wimbledon - 76017 Neighborhood 13 64.0 X integrated skate terrain

78.3 Total Score/Possible Points %

Park
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