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Alternate Recommendation for a Permanent Site for Northfield Skateboard facility 

 

                                                Grace W. Clark 

 

                 Northfield Parks and Recreation Board, October 17, 2012 

 

As a member of the Northfield Park Board for the past seven years, I have served on two 

subcommittees that have assessed possible permanent skateboard sites, one in 2006 and 

most recently with Neil Lutsky and David Hvistendahl, starting in April, 2012. The 

information below was gathered from site visits, a computer search of the national 

literature on skateboard parks, conversations with Public Works Director/City Engineer, 

Joe Stapf, , and with Tom Lutgen, Wayne Kerner, Ceil Strauss, and Pat Lynch of the 

State Department of Natural Resources (DNR), and Rice County Hydrologist Randy 

Brandt about the flood plain and appropriate skateboard facility location.  In addition, I 

have had extensive meetings with neighbors in different park locations, skateboarders 

(both in 2006 and this year) and a variety of interested citizens.  The current group of 

Skateboarders is looking for a 10,000 square-foot, Tier 1 site (with features less than 48 

inches high), free and unsupervised, with land that is relatively flat, in one park, in a 

central location. They do not want two smaller sites in different parks which has been an 

option suggested to them.  I have talked to some skateboarders who favor Riverside Park  

and to some who favor Babcock Park and to some who favor Old Memorial Park.  

     I have also consulted the City Land Development Code which provides the current 

principles for land use in the city.  The parts of the Code relevant to skateboard location 

decision are the following:  Section 3.5.5  D, Operation,  “1. Nonresidential uses with 

outdoor activities (e.g., outdoor dining) located adjacent to lots in low or medium density 



 2 

residential district shall curtail outdoor activities by 8:00pm Sunday through Thursday 

and by 10:00pm on Friday and Saturday.” 

In section 3.6  A., it states that property development should “Protect privacy and provide 

buffering land uses of differing intensities;  B.  Aid in noise, glare and heat abatement.  

C Contribute to the process of air purification, ground water recharge and control of 

ground water runoff;  D. Encourage efforts to preserve large trees, natural wet lands and 

/or natural features; E. Prevent tree loss by eliminating or reducing compaction, filling or 

excavation near tree roots; F. Prevent or reduce soil erosion and sedimentation and storm 

water runoff; …; I. Increase and maintain property values;  J. Preserve the variety and 

extent of the city’s urban forest as an integral part of this city’s identity and 

infrastructure;” 

     I have also consulted the March, 2008 City of Northfield Parks, Open Space, and Trail 

System Plan drawn up by Brauer and Associates, Ltd, and approved by the City Council. 

In this master plan, Section 3, Park and Greenway Classifications, states that 

“Neighborhood Parks are typically 5 acres or more, with 8 to 10 acres preferred for new 

parks’ and “Community Parks serve a broader purpose than neighborhood parks.  Focus 

is on meeting community-based recreational needs, as well as preserving unique 

landscapes and open spaces.  Size varies, depending on function.  20 acres minimum 

preferred, with 40 or more acres optimal.”  Section 3.9 also notes that “the successful 

development of the outdoor pool at [Old] Memorial Park, [although the park is only 

approximately 11 acres] establishes it as a community park, although it also functions as 

a neighborhood park for the surrounding neighborhood. Given the extensive public 

involvement in developing the current master plan for this site, it is assumed that 
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surrounding residents are satisfied that their recreational needs are being adequately met.”  

In Appendix A.6, Babcock Park is classified as a Community Park with 29 acres.  In 

Appendix A.26 Riverside Lions Park is classified as a Community Park with 19 acres.  

 

My criteria listed below for ranking the parks in terms of their appropriateness for 

a skateboard facility placement come from these City planning documents as well as 

from my extensive discussions with experts and citizens:  

1. The location of the skateboard site should meet the City Land Development Code 

including the section on noise, trees, property values, hard surface run-off and the 

preservation of wetlands. 

2. The experts that I talked to at the Department of Natural Resources said that 

skateboard parks might be located in the flood plain and that soil conditions might 

be an expense factor at all three possible sites.   

3. The location of the skateboard site should meet the criteria of the the March, 2008 

City of Northfield Parks, Open Space, and Trail System Plan in terms of size, 

wetlands, tree preservation, and other uses currently in place. 

4. The national skateboard park literature emphasizes that NOISE is a key problem 

for skateboard parks.  They note that skateboards produce loud percussive sounds 

and recommend that they should not be located close to residential neighborhoods 

where the noise would disturb homeowners. (Note. At the temporary site in 

Riverside Park this year, the residents at Village on the Cannon have stated that 

noise continues to be a problem.) 
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5. Skateboard parks should be located in a public and visible location, both to show 

off the skateboarders’ skills and to provide quick assistance should there be 

injuries.  

6. Skateboard parks should be located in places that are easily accessible to youth   

 
by footpaths, bike trails, and roads. City staff must also have easy access to this 

 
 park.  
 

    Note:  These five criteria are also listed in the July 16, 2009 matrix provided to the 

Mayor and City Council.  That memo lists the following criteria for making a decision:  

“Integrated into the Community, Density of other activities, Close to where people are 

going, Compatible with the energy inherent in skating, Neighborhood concerns, 

Visibility, Public access (multi-modal), Staff Access, Parking (Multi modal, transit 

access), Cost, Amenities (water, shelter, shade, restrooms), Best Use of this site, Safety of 

kids, Site Circulation/connectivity, Security, Informality, casual nature, Room for 

Expansion, Room for spectators, Alignment with the Parks, Open Space and Trail System 

Plan, Enhances the space in which it is located, Possibilities of multiple uses.”   

 
 

 Given these criteria, I believe that the different park sites should be ranked as 

follows: 

 

1. Babcock Park:  

A. The largest of the 3 choices, Babcock Park meets the criteria of the 2008 

Park Master Plan.  Babcock Park contains 29 acres. 

B. It meets the criteria for noise, hard surface run-off, tree protection, and 

neighborhood property values.   Since there are no adjacent homes, noise 

is not a factor. 
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C. The safety of young people who need to walk, bike, or travel by car is 

optimized. It is near the river and is easily accessible by foot paths under 

Highway #3, the bike bridge over the Cannon River, and by highway #3 

itself. 

D. The park already has a parking lot. 

E. Babcock is centrally located for all parts of Northfield. 

F.  It fits City Council members’ often-expressed desire to make more active 

use of the Cannon River corridor.  Moreover, as the DNR suggests, 

skateboard parks can be located near rivers in the flood plain as long as the 

jumps do not impede the flow of high water.  In fact, they have been 

located near such sites elsewhere in the state of Minnesota.   

G. The Babcock site is much larger than that available at other parks and can 

contain the skateboard site without restricting other uses of the park such 

as the baseball field and other activities.  

2. I rank Riverside Park second for the following reasons: 

A. It is a central location easily accessible from both sides of town and close 

to the Key, the young people’s facility.   

B. But noise for adjacent senior citizens is an issue there.  

C. Parking is not as convenient.  

D. Young skateboarders on the paths might impact the safety of senior 

citizens and other walkers.  

E. It may impact negatively the value of adjacent apartments and homes for 

value. 
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F. Second largest park being considered for the skateboard park.  Riverside 

Park is 19 acres.   

3. I rank Old Memorial Park third for the following reasons: 

A. The parking lot and swimming pool are on the site.  This park currently 

has the highest level of use in Northfield.   

B. Noise would impact a large number of neighboring houses.  

C. It does not meet the requirements of the City of Northfield Park, Open 

Space, and Trail System Plan in terms of size and open space.  

D. The size is already far below what is considered to be adequate for a 

community size park. Memorial park is 10+ or 11 acres. 

E. It does not meet the Northfield, Minnesota, Land Development Code in 

terms of neighborhood noise, reduction of property values, and ground 

water runoff.  

F. No marked road bike lines or bike trails lead to Old Memorial park.  

G. It is not close to the Key.  

H. It is distant from the west side of town.   

I. With 10,000 more square feet of hard surface there would be more storm 

water run off in the park.  

J. It may impact negatively the value of adjacent property home values.  

 


