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DATE:    December 4, 2016 – 1:00 PM 

RE:    Visioning Workshop Breakout Sessions 

    Playground Meeting Summary  

NOTES PREPARED BY:  K. Thomas 

 

Staff and Consultants Present: K. Thomas, B. Grullon, D. Probus, J. Klein (LK) 

 

Initial questions posed to attendees included: 

 When you take children to the playground, what do they like to do? 

 When you take children to the playground, what are they playing with? 

Staff Introduction: Bernadette Grullon provided an introduction to the Arlington County 

policies for procedures for programming in County playground spaces and design for specific 

age groups (2-5; 5-12).  Bernadette Grullon explained that it is the County policy to design for 

separation between the two different age groups and their play equipment. 

Comments from attendees and “Round Robin” of most important ideas from each 

participant: 

 Access for caregivers who are older or less agile is important (e.g., the overhead spaces at the 

park in Mclean are very difficult); the design should consider different levels of access and 

ensure that a grandparent can reach their grandchildren children wherever they play on the 

playground 

 Hoping to have the playground in current area because of the shade trees that surround the 

playground; shade is critical to the playground 

 Children really enjoy the sandbox 

 Please integrate a spray-ground or a sprinkler into the new park design 

 The use of mulch within the playground should be discouraged 

 Interest was expressed in fencing the playground to help keep children contained and safe 

 The playground area currently has trash collection issues that should be addressed as the 

playground area is being designed 

 The playground area needs more benches 

 There are issues of safety around the playground; the playground feels visually isolated 

 Concerns were expressed regarding loitering near the washroom facilities 

 Attendees expressed fondness for the Fairlington Community Center playground as an example 

of a nice playground area 

 Attendees requested a mini-bike loop for scooters, tricycles, ride-on toys, etc. 

 A suggestion was made for having a color change to alert people that they are getting too close 

to the swings  
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 The design should be conscious of the material choices, especially the surfacing on the 

ground 

 There is a preference for children to have a natural space for in which to run, play, and explore 

 Children enjoy climbing; a suggestion was made to install a climbing wall in the playground area 

– something “challenging but not impossible.” (E.g., Northside Park in Ocean City.)  

 It was suggested that a climbing wall could be installed at the back of one of the buildings or 

against a ballfield fence 

 Monkey bars are very popular 

 Attendees requested challenging features for children who are older.  Specifically, the request 

was made for programming and playground elements that are appropriate for children over age 

12.  Can the playground be designed to keep children from “aging out” of these play spaces? 

 Concerns were expressed about the height of the steps on the slides and equipment currently 

installed at the park.   (Staff explained that there now are requirements for height of steps.) 

 Concerns were expressed about parking near the playground and about how many people will 

be using the playground, especially because many users drive to the playground.  (Staff 

explained that, as part of the design process, staff will look at demographics of the adjacent 

neighborhoods to help guide the size of the facility.) 

 Attendees enjoyed using Fort Barnard and Glen Carlyn parks, especially because the play 

structures have “hiding spaces” 

 A suggestion was made to add tot-sized features to the Shirlington Park area along Arlington 

Mill Road, adjacent to the adult exercise equipment 

 Attendees suggested incorporating bio-retention into boundaries of the different uses, such as 

ball fields, playgrounds, etc., and specifically in facilities in or near RPA. 

Questions posed to staff included: 

 What is the reality about toxicity in soft-surfacing in playgrounds?  There has been a 

great deal of conflicting information about this in the news lately. 

o Staff response: Staff stays up to date on the options and research regarding 

surfacing options and uses that information to determine what will/will not be 

used in the choice of surfacing for playground areas.  There I a difference 

between artificial turf and pour-in-place surfacing.  Artificial turn contains pellets 

and granular surfacing.  Pour-in-place is designed not to crumble in the same 

way.  Staff stays up-to-date on surfacing options and related research and bases 

their materials selections accordingly.  Specific regarding surfacing options will 

be addressed as part of the design process. 

 Have there been any issues with children burning themselves by rubbing the rubber surface? 

o Staff response: Not to the best of our knowledge. 

 


