APPENDIX A

FINDINGS FROM INITIAL COUNCIL  STAFF
CONSULTATIONS

INTRODUCTION

Council staff with roles relating to skateboarding, inline skating and freestyle
cycling facility planning and utilisation and youth advocacy were interviewed at
the commencement of the strategy development process. Those interviewed
included:

Robyn Moore, Youth Advocate;

Kate Rathbun, Community Recreation Advisor;
Erin Isles, Community Recreation Advisor;

Jane Mulholland, Community Recreation Advisor;
Vanessa Taylor, Community Recreation Advisor;
Helen Gallagher, Community Recreation Advisor;
Suzanne Weld, Parks Planner;

Garry Harrow, Linwood Area Parks Officer;

Ann Cosson, Sockburn Area Parks Officer;

Rod Whearty, Papanui Area Parks Officer;

Lesley Symington, Team Leader, Recreation and Arts;
Heidi Dowall, Youth Worker;

Gary Watson, Youth Worker

Interviews were unstructured, although they generally sought to gather the
following information:

Useful contacts from within each of the user groups;

Information on any work looking at likely future trends in skateboarding, in-
line skating and freestyle cycling participation;

Information on any work looking at where future facilities should be based;

Information on any work relating to the health and safety responsibilities of
all potential providers of skateboarding, in-line skating and freestyle cycling
facilities;
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Their perceptions regarding the needs of skateboarders, inline skaters and
freestyle cyclists in the city;

Views on the existing facilities in the city, their type and location;

Issues surrounding different skateboarding, in-line skating and freestyle
cycling user groups sharing facilities;

Issues which have arisen in the past with development and location of
skateboarding, in-line skating and freestyle cycling facilities, and how these
were dealt with.

ISSUES RAISED BY COUNCIL STAFF

Perceived Needs
Meeting the Needs of All Users

Council informants recognised that skate facilities need to cater to a broad range
of users. Not only do skateboarders, inline skaters and freestyle cyclists vary in
age widely, with the range differing for each pursuit; they also differ widely in
their level of skill. In addition, within each pursuit, different types of users exist.
Some skateboarders only do street skating while others prefer ramps and bowls
or a mix. Likewise, some freestyle cyclists bike not only on the street and on skate
facilities but also on dirt tracks, sharing facilities with mountain bikers. While the
majority of people involved in inline skating enjoy leisure skating on tracks,
others follow street skating in a similar way to street skateboarding while a
growing group pursue extreme skating on skate ramps, bowls and the like. For
some, skateboarding and inline skating are purely a transport option, chosen as
an alternative means of commuting.

In planning facilities for the future, Council staff recognised that all users need to
be catered for; at present, skateboarders have had more input than other users.
Catering for all styles of skaters and freestyle bikers in facility design was seen
by the Parks Planner as extending skill levels of users. Creating challenging
facilities offers the promise of redirecting skating from inappropriate areas, with
street skating becoming boring in comparison with what can be achieved on a
purpose-built facility.

Existing Facilities

Specific needs raised relating to existing facilities included the following:
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Completion of phase two of Washington Park was seen as of vital
importance, with the delays leading to resentment towards Council on the
part of skaters and feelings of being let down. Completion of the street-
skating facilities at the park was seen as important in showing street skaters
that their needs were important and Council wanted to address them.
Completion of phase two was seen as likely to assist in keeping street skaters
away from inappropriate skating locations within the CBD.

The lack of lighting at Washington Park was identified as the biggest reasons
for phone calls to the Youth Advocate regarding skateboarding and related

pursuits, from both young people and from adults.

Lack of a convenient public telephone at Washington Park was a safety
concern.

Thomson Park is very old and in a poor state of repair yet is still in high
demand, situated in an area with a high youth population and a large
number of skateboarders, inliners and freestyle cyclists. Revamping this
facility to make it more user-friendly and to enhance safety was seen as a
high priority by the Youth Advocate and some of the Parks and Recreation
staff interviewed. The Parks Planner reported that Funding was available to
reseal this facility and add a small half-pipe to one side of it in the near
future.

Adequate seating at existing and new venues was desired by several Council
informants, including the youth workers who patrol Washington Park on
Friday nights. Encouraging non-skaters to sit and watch the activity was seen
to raise the profile of the activity, while at the same time keeping non-
participants in the open rather than encouraging them to congregate out of
sight where they are more likely to get into trouble. Some informants believed
that picnic-type facilities and play equipment near major facilities would be
useful, encouraging families to stay and watch older children using the skate
facilities.

Quick clean-up of offensive graffiti was seen as important. Skate facilities
were seen as needing to be intolerant of inappropriate behaviour.

New Facilities
Investigations have been made into utilisation of the fountain at QEII for a
skate area. Provision of this or some other skate facility at QEIl was seen as a

priority by the Youth Advocate, particularly because of the high number of
young families in the Parklands area.
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A skate facility in the inner city was seen as desirable by the Youth Advocate,
further raising the profile and accessibility of the sports.

Linwood Service Centre’s Recreation Advisor manages a set of portable
ramps made of timber. While developed for one specific special event, Helen
reported that the ramps have been in very high use for a wide range of
events. Plans have been developed by Andy Wylie for a more durable set of
lightweight steel ramps with noise reduction buffers within them. Such
equipment, transportable on a purpose-built trailer was seen by Council staff
as highly desirable, and a good way to promote skateboarding and other
extreme pursuits to young people and provide entertainment for youth at a
broad range of special events. They also offer a good means of giving locals in
a potential skateboard fcility site a taste of what it might be like Good
guality, portable ramps, boxes and the like were seen as a high priority for the
city. Health and Safety concerns have acted as a barrier to development of
portable facilities in the past, but are seen asable to be overcome.

The Youth Advocate mentioned that there had been calls for an inline hockey
facility approximately a year ago but that little had been heard since that
time.

Because Washington Park is a no-bike zone, the Council‘s Parks planner saw
creation of a facility for freestyle BMXing as a priority.

The capacity to reconfigure facilities was seen as able to hold user interest for

considerably longer than a static facility, which users may become bored with
over time.

Recreation staff suggested that maintenance budgets need to be set for
facilities at the same time as they are being developed.

Fostering Skill Development

As well as providing facilities that meet the needs of skateboarders, inline skaters
and freestyle BMXers, Council was seen by Recreation staff interviewed to have
an important role in fostering development of skill and encouraging
participation. At present, Helen Gallagher, Linwood Service Centre, has been
involved in supporting skills workshops for skateboarders, provided by local
experts. These have been very popular among boarders, focusing on increasing
the skill levels of skaters, while also enhancing safety by training boarders in
correct fall techniques and use of protective gear. Expansion of such workshops
was regarded as important by many Council staff interviewed, as was the
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support of skate events designed to raise the profile of skateboarding and other
extreme sports. Skills workshops and skate jams were suggested as important
accompaniments to the development or renovation of any skateboard facility,
increasing their usage and letting skaters know that they are valued within the
city.

Location of Facilities

Geographical Spread

On a broad level, the skate facilities that already exist in the city are seen &
unevenly distributed. Achieving a coordinated approach city-wide to location
and design of future facilities and facility upgrades was seen as a key outcome of
the present strategy development process.

Siting

According to the Parks Planner responsible for skateboarding facilities, the siting
of skate facilities is the key concern in their development; a facility’s location
dictates to a large extent its level of usage and acceptability to the community.
Locating facilities away some distance from residential areas was seen as
important; attempts at doing otherwise create considerable difficulty in gaining
acceptance. Respecting neighbours was seen as important.

The Recreation and Arts Team Leader raised the important point that facilities
need to hawe the capacity to expand and be altered over time to match user
needs. Careful siting makes this much easier to achieve.

Siting of some existing facilities was criticised, with facilities not meeting the
needs of local skaters. Staff offering such criticisms stressed the need to carefully

consider the demographics of potential skate facility sites to ensure good match
with users needs.

Access

In locating a new facility, social issues need to be considered, including
transport; access should be as easy as possible and cover the broadest population
possible. Siting on main bus routes is vital; the Youth Workers interviewed
spend considerable time at Washington park and reported that a large
proportion of the users access the facility by bus. The Community Relations
Advisor interviewed reported that in her experience, many young people travel
long distances to skate. The Sockburn-based Parks Officer stressed that this is
less true for skaters in low SES areas such as Rowley.
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Quantity

It was suggested by the Parks Planner, Suzanne Weld, that it would be ideal to
have a) 2-3 facilities in the city of a high standard and scale similar to
Washington Park and located on main bus routes, preferably near other
recreational facilities, and b) other smaller secondary facilities elsewhere. The
idea of putting strong effort into facilities to service the whole city was strongly
supported by most Council informants, Although there were varying views
regarding whether there should be 1,2 or 3 such facilities. There wasa general
preference for quality rather than scale for the secondary facilities. Maintaining
old facilities seen as serving a narrow range of users (Wycola was cited by
several informants as an example) was seen as less sensible by most than
developing new, quality facilities located in areas with high access. The Hagley-
Ferrymead Parks Officer believed that the city does not need a proliferation of
skate facilities, with skaters already demonstrating a willingness to travel to
skate venues.

Value in Locating Skate Facilities Adjacent to Other Recreational Facilities

Locating skate facilities near existing facilities catering for other recreational
pursuits had been tried in Brisbane with success. This was seen as elevating
skateboarding, inlining and freestyle cycling to sport status, while at the same
time allowing some degree of supervision. This approach was favoured by
several of the Council staff interviewed. Such an approach was seen as having
the additional benefit of strengthening the usage of not only the skate facility but
also the other recreational facilities in such a site by encouraging skaters to take
part in the other recreational activities on site.

Areas of High Need

Areas of the city seen by Council informants as gaps in access to skateboarding
facilities included Halswell - Wigram, Sumner, Eastern suburbs and
Parklands/QElI.

Appropriateness and Value of Existing Facilities

The Wycola Park Facility was seen by some Council informants as underutilised
because of its high level of dfficulty and inaccessibility to the more advances
skaters in the city. The Cypress Gardens ramp was also seen as less accessible to
skaters in general and underutilised because of this. It is a popular venue for
drinking and inappropriate behaviour at night and has a large amount of litter
and broken glass surrounding it as a result. While cleaned regularly, it does not



have the same feeling of safety as some of the more visible skateboarding
fixtures.

While in desperate need of repair, Thomson Park was seen as well-located and
popular. Other facilities in the city are wellutilised, with Washington, Waltham,
Hoon Hay, Bishopdale, Belfast and Templeton seen as popular with skaters and
other users.

Perceived Likely Future Trends

Most staff acknowledged limited knowledge on this issue. However the
following issues
were raised by some informants:

Street Skating

Street skating was seen as very “now” by most of the Council staff interviewed.
This type of skateboarding and inlining was seen as more faddish than ramp and
bowl-type skating by several of the Council staff interviewed. However all
Council staff interviewed agreed that there was a high need to provide facilities
purpose designed for this pursuit, not only because street skating has many
followers, but because it is this type of skating which creates real and perceived
nuisance in the city. Facilities for street skaters were acknowledged as generally
less expensive than the bowls, ramps and the like.

Skating Events

Skate events such as the Skate Jam held at Eastgate and the opening party held at
Washington Park have been very well received by young people in the city.

Related Pursuits
Spin-off activities such as motorised skateboards were recognised as a possible
future trend by the Youth Advocate, based on developments overseas.

Skateboarding, inline skating and freestyle BMXing were seen to be evolving
pursuits, with an increasingly diverse range of uses and users.

Facility Sharing Between User Groups

Little conflict was believed to exist between user groups at facilities, with skate
park etiquette generally keeping usage orderly and fair. Most Council informants
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gave examples of observing very orderly behaviour amongst all users at skate
events and at skate facilities, with young people organising themselves into lines
and taking turns at skating the elements. Cyclists and skaters were seen to share
facilities well, with one groups standing back while the other uses a facility.
Conflict was seen as more likely between inlines and skateboarders because the
cultures of these two pursuits appear to have the strongest differences, with
skateboarders more into the Hip Hop, grunge scene. Some informants believed
that skateboarders see inline skating as less cool than boarding.

Inline skaters and freestyle cyclists who use skate park facilities were seen to
prefer larger elements than boarders.

Issues Relating to Development and Location of Facilities
Importance of Consultation with Potential Users

Involving young people in the development and planning of skate areas was
seen as critical to achieving end product facilities that meet the needs of users,

which are well utilised and respected and which continue to do so over time.

Several Council informants acknowledged that consultation with and
involvement of the potential users of several of the city’s skate facilities had been
inadequate in the past, contributing to inferior facilities that do not meet the
needs of the potential users. Informants generally believed that to achieve
success, young people from each of the relevant user/style groups needed to be
actively involved in the design process from the outset. This involvement was
seen as important not only at the time when siting is being considered and when
designs are being drawn up but throughout the construction and landscaping
phase. While recognising the importance of strong consultation, difficulties in
reaching consensus were acknowledged by staff experienced in such a process,
due to the broad range of facility users and skating styles.

Examples were given from Australia where Management Committees formed for
specific facilities from the outset and involving skaters themselves had dealt
successfully with issues relating to siting, access and behaviour of users. Codes
of conduct for facility users had been successfully developed and implemented
by the committees.
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Importance of Consultation with Affected Parties

While attitudes and tolerances of skating are improving very slowly as the
pursuits become more mainstream, developers of skate facilities invariably
encounter opposition, and some staff interviewed spoke of encountering high
levels of fear of the unknown and misperceptions about what a skate facility
might mean for nearby property owners and residents. Consulting with residents
and neighbouring businesses using a community development model at the
earliest stage was seen as best practice by Council staff. Advocacy for those with
less voice was seen as important role for Council, necessitating involvement of
the Advocacy Team in all skate facility developments.

Most Council staff interviewed acknowledged that better consultation has been
undertaken for some facilities in Christchurch than for others. In designing a new
facility, staff stressed that the needs of all users of that park or locale need to be
considered and respected. Efforts need to be made to forecast problems and
address them before they occur, and to identify potential objectors and “win
them over” at an early stage. Recreational Officers interviewed also expressed
the view that promises should be avoided until there is a good level of certainty
that they can be delivered upon. Development of trust between all parties was an
important target.

Examples of Facility Development in Christchurch

When looking for a suitable site in the Templeton area that was not isolated,
Council staff door-knocked near a preferred site to find out what parents and
residents thought. Parents of older children wanted the facility to be highly
visible so that they could se what was happening. Concerns raised initially by
parents of young children in the area who felt that their children might be
intimidated by older skateboarders were acknowledged and addressed via
provision of new pay equipment adjacent to the skateboard facility.

Efforts undertaken by the Area Parks Officer and the Relevant Community
Recreation Advisor to get a facility accepted in St Albans Park were applauded
by many of the Council staff interviewed. A temporary structure has been
located in the Park following extensive consultation with local residents and
other park users. This facility has changed attitudes among many potential
objectors and smoothed the way for something more permanent at a later date.

Funding Processes
At present, the funding for skateboard comes out of several budgets within

Council. While most funding comes from within the Parks budget, a
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considerable proportion of skateboard facility funding comes from within
Community Board discretionary funds. This system of funding was seen as
unwieldy and lacking coordination by several informants. Independently
planning facilities for each Community Board area was seen by some Council
informants as running the risk of duplicating facility types, creating uneven
spread city-wide for facilities, resulting in a proliferation of small-scale facilities
to the detriment of high quality, larger facilities. However others felt that local
officers in Council were best placed to know what their community needs were
and to address these needs.

Development of Expertise Within Council

At present, a large number of Council staff are involved in the planning, design,
maintenance and utilisation of skateboarding. Inline and freestyle BMXing
facilities. Council staff interviewed endorsed the value of all players, with
Community Relations, Recreation and parks staff all bringing expertise to the
task of facility planning, development and utilisation. However many raised the
point that staff are often working on such a project for the first time, and have
limited opportunities to share what they have learned at the end of the project
with others facing similar tasks elsewhere in the city. While this was seen as a
barrier to effectively meeting user needs by several of the Recreation and
Community Relations staff interviewed, one Parks Officer did not see this as a
problem, believing that expertise specific to skateboard facilities was more
critical in the design of the specific facility, a stage involving the City Design staff
rather than Parks and Recreation personnel.

The suggestion was made by several informants that it would be useful to have a
person experienced in all stages of skate facility development who had an
overseeing role on all such work city-wide. This person was seen as supporting
local Council staff throughout the consultation process, working in to strengthen
the efforts of Parks, Recreation and Community Relations staff. While not
supported by all informants, the idea was seen as a good one by the majority of
Council staff interviewed.

Importance of Communication Within Council Regarding Facilities Planning

All informants stressed the need for Parks, Recreation and Community relations
staff to work as a team whenever skate facility upgrades or developments are
being considered. Open communication was seen to strengthen outcomes by

maximising the use of information held by all parties.

Need to Consider Needs of Skateboarders, Inliners and Bikes Throughout Design
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One Parks Officer stressed the valid point that users need to be considered
throughout the design and not just in the skate bowls, ramps etc. Skaters dislike
mud on their boards, so when surrounded by grass, paths to the fixture are
important. Access ramps and the like will be skated, so these need to be designed
in ways which accommodate such activity. Likewise, while landscaping is vital,
this should be planned in consultation with users to ensure that it is located in
ways which ensures that the garden is not skated on intentionally or
accidentally, garden material is kept out of the skating area, and safety of skaters
is maintained. Stakes for trees etc need to be used with care to avoid creating
hazards for skaters.

Health and Safety

Potential Barrier to Facility Provision

Several Council informants reported that a lot of schools were resistant to having
skate facilities in their grounds because of concern as to their health and safety
liabilities if injuries occurred. To date, health and safety has been addressed by
the Council by attempting to ensure that facilities are as safe as possible,
designed in a way to minimise injury.

Signage

Signage is provided at most Council skate facilities advising that children under
10 years of age should be supervised, that protective gear should be worn, and
that people using the facilities do so at their own risk, the Council accepting no
liability for injuries resulting from use of facilities. Kate Rathbun felt that the

information board at Cromwell’s skate facility was a good model to investigate
further.
Facility Sharing

Bikes were seen by at least one staff member interviewed as a potential health
and safety risk if allowed to share facilities with other users.

Other Issues Raised by Council Informants

Legislation and By-Laws

The Council’s Youth Advocate expressed concern egarding understandings of
the law relating to skateboarding. She had received feedback suggesting that
many skateboarders are confused as to where they are and are not allowed to
skate. Obtaining information on the new legislation which defines skateboards as
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vehicles is proving difficult, and as a consequence, legislation is being
misinterpreted in a manner that is unfair to skaters. The Youth Advocate saw a
clear need to educate skaters, law enforcers and other road users about what the
law regarding skateboarding actually is. Similar education was also seen as
important in relation to the Council’s skateboarding bylaw.

Female Participation

Only a small number of females utilise the skate park facilities, with the majority
of females at the existing facilities watching the guys rather than skateboarding,
inlining or cycling on the facilities themselves. More females are involved in the
leisure skating scene, most often using inline skates. Several Council informants
felt that it was important to try and involve more females in skating in the skate
parks. The present low participation was attributed to fear of looking vulnerable
in front of male users, and intimidation by this group. Most Council staff
interviewed felt that in the future, Council need to look at new ways of involving
females in facilities. Recognising that young women are less likely to have access
to a skateboard or skates than their male counterparts, free usage or hireage of
skate gear at skate venues were seen as options worthy of further investigation.
Female-only skate sessions were also seen as an option worth trialing to
determine whether they encourage more active participation by females at skate
parks. Council support for skill development initiatives such as Girl Corp, the
female skaties club, was seen as a high priority by recreation staff.

Need for Attractive Spectator Seating Areas

Many of the females who frequent skate facilities do so to watch others skating
rather than to participate themselves. Skate parks offer young women a place to
meet and socialise while watching their skating peers. In addition to this group,
parents, caregivers and younger siblings of younger skaters often go to skate
facilities to supervise and watch children skating. However seating for spectators
is currently lacking at most skate facilities. Provision of non-skateable,
comfortable seating with a good view of skate fixtures and attractive landscaping
was seen as a high priority for Washington Park as well as other existing and
new skating venues. Encouraging people to sit and watch skating activities was
seen to raise the profile of the sport and enhance safety of those using facilities.

Behaviour at Skate Facilities

Most of the Council informants stressed the fact that the vast majority of users of
skating facilities are people committed to their pursuits, and respectful of other
users. Unwritten codes of behaviour dictate the way users share the facility,
taking turns, and moving in ways which minimise injuries. They are proud of
their facilities and do their best to keep them in good order. Disturbances at
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facilities are rare, and usually involve spectators rather than active users of the
space. By ensuring high visibility to discourage illegitimate activity, skate venues
are seen as safe places for people of all ages.
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APPENDIX B

FINDINGS FROM CONSULTATIONS WITH SKATE
“EXPERTS”

INTRODUCTION

Following completion of interviews with Council staff and review of relevant
literature, Council policy and demographic data, consultations were undertaken
with 12 skateboarders, inline racers, extreme inline skaters and freestyle BMX
riders, most of whom were of a more advanced skill level, and some of whom
were rated by the group as the best skaters in the city. These skaters were
identified either by Council staff, by skate shops, or by other skaters interviewed.
While the majority were interviewed face to face by the researcher (two in pairs
and the rest alone), two were interviewed by phone.

The following skaters and cyclists were consulted:

Jesse Horgan (skateboarder) - Euphoria staff member

Adam Elford (skateboarder) - Cheapskates staff member

Raphael Doidge (skateboarder - advanced)

Grant Hutchinson (skateboarder / snowboarder - advanced)
Sharon White (woman skateboarder / snowboarder)

Kerry McKenna (woman skateboarder)

Ricardo Vianello (extreme inliner) - Cheapskates staff member
Nicky Wooding (world-class woman inline racer and leisure skater)
Dana Tatom (inline skater) - Manager of Skatezone skating facility
Nathan O’Connor (trick BMX rider - advanced)

Jeremy Gray (trick BMX rider - advanced)

Discussions with Andy Wylie, a skilled ramp and bowl skateboarder and facility
designer were less formal and occurred over several occasions.

Interviews canvassed the following:
Views on likely future trends for their pursuit;

Views regarding strengths, weaknesses, numbers and type of existing
facilities for their pursuit in Christchurch;

Perceptions regarding levels of awareness of existing facilities among skaters
and needs in relation to awareness;
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Views on the greatest needs of skateboarders, inline skaters and freestyle
cyclists in the city;

Issues surrounding different skateboarding, in-line skating and freestyle
cycling user groups sharing facilities, opportunities for this to occur and
limitations, and experiences regarding facility sharing between user groups;
and

Views on Council’s processes in establishing new facilities or renovating old
ones and areas for potential improvement.

The idea of developing regional facilities for more advanced level skaters
while catering for beginner - intermediate level skaters in suburban facilities
was floated and discussed.

1. SKATEBOARDING
FUTURE TRENDS

All skateboarders interviewed believed that skateboarding had come of age as a
recreational pursuit, moving beyond the fad popularity of the 1970s and 80s to
become an enduring sport. Numbers of skateboarders were seen as steadily
increasing through the 1990s, without the same pattern of high peaks and low
troughs in participation levels characterising the pastime in earlier decades. The
number of very committed skaters is steadily increasing. The following points
were raised to endorse the expectation that skateboarding is “here to stay”:

Skateboarding is a demonstration sport at the next Olympics; that will add
enormously skateboarding’s profile, raising it to sport status.

Skateboarding is a cross-trainer for snow-boarding, a pursuit demonstrated at
the last Winter Olympics. In one skateboarder’s words, “As long as there are
snowboarders there’ll be skateboarding”. Christchurch the gateway to New
Zealand’s best snowboarding venues; the city hosts top level snowboarders
who often practise on the city’s skate facilities when access to the skifields is
limited.

The average age of skateboarders was seen by at least some of the key
informants as increasing. Many skateboarders are now of child bearing /
rearing age, and most skaters with children encourage them to skate too.
Skateboarding is viewed as a family pastime that all can enjoy together.
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Skateboarding is enormously popular overseas, and especially in the US and
Australia. With New Zealand’s tradition of the Big OE, many young New
Zealanders are developing their skills and enjoyment of skateboarding
overseas, continuing with the pastime upon their return to New Zealand.

While still predominantly a male pastime, more and more females are getting
involved in skateboarding and this trend was expected to continue by the female
skaters interviewed.

In terms of style, the skaters interviewed differed in their predictions of what the
future trends would be. While all acknowledged that there would always be a
demand for ramp and bowl facilities with this style of skating retaining its
challenge factor over time, views differed as to how important street
skateboarding will be in the future. While most informants believed that this
style of skating would continue to grow into the future, and especially street
skating on vert., other skateboarders saw the rails /7 boxes style street
skateboarding as more faddish, and likely to lose favour as skills are mastered.
Taking all views into account, it seems that there will be an enduring demand for
both ramp and bowl fixtures and street elements such as boxes and rails.
However it may be useful allow for flexibility into the design of pure street-type
facilities.

VIEWS ON EXISTING FACILITIES

Skateboarders interviewed generally agreed that the city had average facilities.
One older skateboarder felt that the Council had improved facilities greatly in
recent years, recognising that skateboarding was not a fad and that facility
development was money well-spent. One skater noted that whenever a new
facility is developed, more skaters come “out of the woodwork”.

Existing facilities were generally seen as catering best for intermediate-advanced
ramp/bowl skaters and less well for extreme street skateboarders and female
and very young skaters, who tend to learn better on smaller elements such as
small quarter-pipes. There was a perceived shortage of vert. facilities inthe city.

Most respondents felt that there were enough bowils in the city already but these
needed to be maintained to a higher standard than at present.

Washington Park was seen as a good learners area and fun for more skilled
skaters too- a quality facility which is very well-used and highly accessible.
However the development of stage 2 was seen by all as a huge priority because
at the moment, the facility does 