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DATE:    December 4, 2016 – 3:00 PM 

RE:    Visioning Workshop Breakout Sessions 

    Shirlington Dog Park Summary  

NOTES PREPARED BY:  K. Thomas 

 

Staff and Consultants Present: K. Thomas, B. Grullon, D. Probus,  

L. Core (DPR Dog Park Manager), L. Moore (LK) 

 

Staff Introduction: Lyndell Core provided an introduction to the Arlington County policies for 

procedures for dog park programming in Arlington County as well as broad design guidelines for 

these spaces 

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

participant: 

 Attendees want to be able to see their dogs while in the dog park 

 Attendees like the natural features in the dog park and do not want to see man-made 
structures in it 

 Attendees expressed concern about sightlines and would like there to be no more nooks 
for dogs to hide in 

 Lighting at the dog park is a chief concern; it is too dark for safe use from November 
through March in the evenings and early mornings 

 The swimming spot at the western end of the park needs to stay deep 

 Attendees dislike the fact that it is not safe to access the stream at the Walter reed 
Drive end of the park 

 There is a large amount of conflict regarding the space in the dog park area vis-à-vis 
bikes, strollers, joggers and dogs; these uses are not compatible and the park should 
have a bike area away from the dog park 

 Large concerns were expressed regarding streambank erosion and the impact on the 
fencelines 

 A request was made to have access to more research about other dog park designs. 

 Attendees would like the county to encourage the existing buildings to control their 
storm water runoff 

 Dog park users like the area where pine needles fall and they stay in place; prefer the 
natural mulch.  

 Users would like to see some grading in the dog park undertaken and plantings installed 
to address the water runoff.  

 Users would like to have a hardy grass planted for the surface. 

 Staff is encouraged to try some simple changes first. 
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 Attendees asked if an engineer could be asked to assess the dog park to find low level 
ways to control the stormwater? 

 People from all parts of the county use the dog park; it is not merely a neighborhood 
amenity 

 Some attendees suggested that the dog park be expanded to allow for greater use since 
the space can become crowded and asked what the options would be for expanding the 
dog park 

 Attendees would like better access to utilities, especially water, electrical, and public 
restrooms 

 The question of erosion is key; flat roof runoff is a major issue and the county should 
leverage its position to encourage adjacent property owners to better control the water 
that comes off their buildings 
 

 Other attendees expressed a desire like to have a trail along the stream bank where the 
dog park is now and would like a study on the stormwater impacts of the dog park on 
Four Mile Run 
 

 One attendee suggested relocating the dog park in order to improve pedestrian access 
along the stream and allow for better riparian health 
 

Staff comments and concerns (L. Core): 

 It should be a high priority to reduce the erosion from the dog park (L. Core) 

 It should be a high priority to install appropriate storm water management systems in 
the dog park (L. Core) 

 There has been a lack of capital improvement over time in this area; to-date, the county 
has mostly engaged in maintenance.  (L. Core) 

 There is high demand for the space in the dog park, especially with ever-increasing 
expansion of residential/housing development in the Shirlington area (L. Core) 
 

 

 


