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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

 
 

The City has been discussing the need for a skatepark for well over a decade.    In September 

2008, the City of Ocala Recreation Commission requested Marion County’s assistance in 

providing for a public skatepark in Marion County.   After meeting with the County’s Parks and 

Recreation Advisory Council, County staff prepared a “Skatepark Feasibility Study”.    While 

the study demonstrated that a need for a skatepark exists, funding for such an amenity has 

remained elusive.  

In early 2012, staff conducted both a public survey and a community meeting to evaluate citizen 

interest and support for a public skatepark.   Those who participated overwhelmingly supported a 

public skatepark.   

At their 2013 Strategic Planning Workshop, City Council expressed an interest in proceeding 

with a skatepark and asked that staff bring forward the details related to same.  During the 

FY2014 budget process, staff requested funds to begin the concept/design phase, but upon 

advising Council that the $200,000 requested would not provide a facility that would meet the 

community’s needs, Council advised staff to further evaluate the need and related costs and to 

report back to Council with a recommendation.   

This “Skatepark Staff Evaluation” provides statistical data in support of the need for not only a 

skatepark, but a skatepark system.  

A level-of-service evaluation indicates that the City of Ocala needs one to three skateparks 

(depending on which standards are applied) just to meet city resident needs and not even 

factoring in non-city residents who will likely use the park.   

Florida State Statutes provide liability protection for local government operators who develop 

skate parks on land they own or lease and which they operate in accordance with state 

guidelines.  The state does not provide the same liability protection for non-government 

operators even when the parks they operate are on public property.   

Skateboarding is the second fastest growing sport, second only to snowboarding.  Skateboarding 

is more popular among youth ages six to seventeen than baseball.  These statistics demonstrate a 

cultural shift in recreational pursuits.   

The injury ratio for skateboarding is lower than football, baseball, soccer and volleyball.   Of 42 

skateboarding related deaths in 2011, 40 happened on a public street and 30 involved a motor 

vehicle.  Most could have been avoided had the skateboarder been skateboarding in a skatepark. 

Staff evaluated eight sites for a potential skatepark and based on rated criteria recommends Scott 

Springs as the ideal location for the park.    



FEASIBILITY AND NEEDS DETERMINATION 

 

What is a Skatepark? 

A skatepark is simply any place that 

sanctions skateboarding.  You’ve heard the 

phrase, “If your community does not have a 

skatepark, your community is a skatepark”?  

What this means is that skateboarders only 

need a smooth skating surface and desire a 

few challenges to make them happy.  It is 

best for the community if these needs are 

met in a controlled and safe environment 

that is sanctioned for skateboarding such as 

a skatepark. 

Industry Statistical Data 

 Over 6.8% of Americans skateboard.  

That’s roughly 20 million skateboarders.   

 The average age of a skateboarder (on a 

national level) is 14 years old with 

nearly 93.7% younger than 24 years of 

age.  Almost all skateboarders are 

between 5 and 24 years old.  Nearly 1 in 

every 7 youth in the nation are 

skateboarders.  

 Skateboarding is the second fastest 

growing sport only behind 

snowboarding.  

 Skateboarding is more popular among 

youth ages six to seventeen than 

baseball. 

 There were 101 skate parks developed in 

the United States in 2011.  

 Reports of injuries on skateboards are 

less than those participating in bicycling, 

basketball, baseball, football and 

hockey.   

 

 

 

 There are fewer facilities for 

skateboarding nationwide than other 

popular sports despite its growing 

popularity. 

* Information provided by the University of Florida, 

Spohn Ranch and the Tony Hawk Foundation 

Local Data and Survey 

Results  

 Applying the data above, at the City’s 

current population of 56,316, if the local 

demographic matches the national 

demographic, we have 3,829 

skateboarders in Ocala; and, at the 

County’s current population of 325,000, 

we have 22,100 skateboarders in Marion 

County. 

 Because we provide no skateboarding 

facilities and skateboarding is prohibited 

on public property, we’ve failed to 

provide any legitimate alternatives for 

skateboarding in the City of Ocala.  A 

local survey in 2012 asked respondents 

“How many times have these things 

happened to you while skating?”   More 

than 90% indicate that they have 

received a citation or warning while 

skateboarding.  

A 2012 local survey provided valuable 

information about local skate-boarders.   

There were 282 responses to the survey.  

 67% of respondents indicated they live 

in the City of Ocala.  21% indicated they 

live within 5 miles of the City and 12% 



indicated they live over 5 miles from the 

City. 

 62% were aged 18 and under.  17% were 

19-29 years old and 21% were over 30 

years old.  

 The average amount spent by 

respondents on equipment in the past 

year was $493. 

 55% of respondents indicate they usually 

skate “on the street”.   21% indicate they 

skate “on found obstacles”.  And 24% 

indicate they skate at home. 

 91% of respondents indicate they would 

pay up to $5 for admission to a skate 

park if there was in fact an admission 

fee.  

 Respondents indicate that they would 

use a local skate park 17 days a month 

on average.  

A local public meeting regarding the 

feasibility of a skate park was held at Ocala 

Golf Club on March 8, 2012.   The meeting 

was attended by over 100 participants who 

overwhelmingly supported a skatepark in 

Ocala.  

Level of Service 

Number of Recreational 

Facilities Provided City-Wide 

In order to make a comparison of skateparks 

to other City provided recreation/sport 

related facilities; staff evaluated the number 

of public facilities available to meet citizens’ 

needs.  The below listed numbers include 

only public/non-school facilities within the 

City of Ocala.   The National Standards 

published by the National Recreation and 

Parks Association in 1983 and the State 

Standards provided in the State 

Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan are 

consistent with each other in terms of 

recommended facilities to meet a stated 

population.  These standards indicate the 

number of facilities that should be provided 

in Ocala based on current population.  

Facility 
# in 

Ocala 

National Standards 

NRPA 

State Standards SCORP 

Recommended 

# 

Surplus 

or 

Deficit 

Skate Parks 0 3* -3* 

Tennis Courts 27 28 -1 

Basketball 

Courts 
15 12 +3 

Shuffleboard 10 10 0 

Volleyball 8 10 -2 

Soccer & 

Football Fields 
16 10 +6 

Baseball & 

Softball Fields 
12 12 0 

 

* There are no State or National standards 

for non-traditional sports facilities such as 

skate parks, BMX tracks, archery ranges, 

etc. which is not surprising given that the 

national standards were published over 30 

years ago before the explosion of these 

sports.  In order to determine the number of 

skate parks that would be needed based on 

the same logic used for other NRPA and 

SCORP recommendations, staff used a 

conservative standard of one for every 

20,000 residents which is the same standard 

applied for swimming pools.    

A survey  by the Trust for Public Land 

indicated that on average, metropolitan areas 

provide 1.86 skate parks for every 100,000 

residents served. Applying this same 



standard to Ocala would result in 1.05 

skateparks to serve Ocala’s population.  

The Skatepark System 
A skate park system is similar to a park 

system in general.  In a park system, you 

typically have tot lots, neighborhood parks, 

community parks and regional parks.   Each 

is recognizable by size, serves a certain 

geographical area and population number 

and has certain types of facilities depending 

on classification.  Similarly, skatepark 

systems have dots, spots, district and 

regional parks as described below.   The 

distribution of the classification of parks is 

determined using an industry recognized 

S.A.M. formula as explained below.   

The Skatepark Adoption Model 

One of the first questions to ask is “How 

much skatepark do we need?”   It is 

extremely important to answer this question 

correctly and to plan properly.  The 

Skatepark Adoption Model or S.A.M. is a 

formula used by the industry to calculate the 

area needed to meet a community’s overall 

need.   

Step 1 is to determine the target area’s 

broadest needs.  

Step 2 is to determine how to shape that 

need into a skatepark system that will best 

service the community. 

Skate Dots 

 Integrated skateable terrain such as 

skate-able sculptures (more on that later) 

 Small skateable elements along paths or 

part of a streetscape 

Skate Spots  

 These are 1,500sf to 10,000sf 

 They accommodate up to 13 users at a 

time 

 They provide for a narrow range of skill 

abilities and terrain 

 Similar in size to a single tennis court 

Channing Park Skate Spot in Lithia, Florida is 2,500SF 

of skate-able surface. 

District Skate Park 

 These are 10,000sf to 30,000sf 

 They accommodate 13 to 20 users at one 

time 

 They provide for a wider range of skill 

abilities and terrain 

 Similar in size to two tennis courts 

and/or a softball field 

 On the larger size, could host regional 

tournaments 

Regional Skate Park 

 Larger than 30,000sf 

 They accommodate 50 to 300 users at 

one time 

The Suwannee Skate Spot in Live Oak, Florida is 

4,000SF of skate-able surface. 



 They provide for all skill abilities and 

style of terrain 

 Similar in size to a football field 

 Large enough to host regional 

competitions 

Skate-able Art 

One of the newest trends in the skatepark 

industry is skate-able art.  These are skate-

able art installations that are appreciated not 

only by skateboarders, but art enthusiasts as 

well.  This type of feature is typically 

popular along a linear park or greenway and 

serve as a skate “dot” in a skatepark system. 

Types of Construction 

Skateparks are typically concrete permanent 

structures or modular structures (which can 

be permanently installed, but which are 

more temporary in nature.)   

Without a doubt, properly constructed 

poured-in-place concrete skateparks are 

more expensive to build; however, they 

provide the least amount of safety and 

liability concerns and result in less 

maintenance cost in the long term.    

Modular skateparks are above-ground 

structures typically constructed of wood, 

steel, fiberglass or other composite plastics.   

Problems inherent with modular units are 

that surfaces are prone to rusting, 

composites are prone to peeling, nails work 

their way up, etc.  These issues create 

unlevel and unsafe situations and are an 

ongoing maintenance issue.  

The decision of whether to go with poured-

in-place or modular really comes down to 

pay now or pay later as reflected in 

durability, lifespan and maintenance.  

Some examples of skateparks are provided 

in the appendix. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

Skate-able art in South Jordan, Utah 



REGULATORY INFORMATION AND SAFETY CONCERNS 

 

Regulations 

City of Ocala Code of Ordinances 

Sec 58-103.  Skateboards and roller skates 

prohibited on downtown sidewalks. 

 

No person shall ride a skateboard or roller 

skates on a sidewalk in the B-3 zone of the 

city. 

 

Florida Statutes 

F.S. 316.0085    Skateboarding; inline 

skating; freestyle or mountain and off-road 

bicycling; paintball; definitions; liability.— 

(1) The purpose of this section is to 

encourage governmental owners or lessees 

of property to make land available to the 

public for skateboarding, inline skating, 

paintball, and freestyle or mountain and off-

road bicycling. It is recognized that 

governmental owners or lessees of property 

have failed to make property available for 

such activities because of the exposure to 

liability from lawsuits and the prohibitive 

cost of insurance, if insurance can be 

obtained for such activities. It is also 

recognized that risks and dangers are 

inherent in these activities, which risks and 

dangers should be assumed by those 

participating in such activities. 

 

(2) As used in this section, the term: 

 

(a) “Governmental entity” means: 

 

 

 

1. The United States, the State of Florida, 

any county or municipality, or any 

department, agency, or other instrumentality 

thereof. 

 

2. Any school board, special district, 

authority, or other entity exercising 

governmental authority. 

 

(b) “Inherent risk” means those dangers or 

conditions that are characteristic of, intrinsic 

to, or an integral part of skateboarding, 

inline skating, paintball, and freestyle or 

mountain and off-road bicycling. 

 

(3) This section does not grant authority or 

permission for a person to engage in 

skateboarding, inline skating, paintball, or 

freestyle or mountain and off-road bicycling 

on property owned or controlled by a 

governmental entity unless such 

governmental entity has specifically 

designated such area for skateboarding, 

inline skating, paintball, or freestyle or 

mountain and off-road bicycling.   Each 

governmental entity shall post a rule in each 

specifically designated area that identifies 

all authorized activities and indicates that a 

child under 17 years of age may not engage 

in any of those activities until the 

governmental entity has obtained written 

consent, in a form acceptable to the 

governmental entity, from the child’s 

parents or legal guardians. 

 

(4) A governmental entity or public 

employee is not liable to any person who 



8 
 

voluntarily participates in skateboarding, 

inline skating, paintball, or freestyle or 

mountain and off-road bicycling for any 

damage or injury to property or persons 

which arises out of a person’s 

participation in such activity, and which 

takes place in an area designated for such 

activity. 

 

(5) This section does not limit liability 

that would otherwise exist for any of the 

following: 

 

(a) The failure of the governmental entity 

or public employee to guard against or warn 

of a dangerous condition of which a 

participant does not and cannot reasonably 

be expected to have notice. 

 

(b) An act of gross negligence by the 

governmental entity or public employee that 

is the proximate cause of the injury. 

 

(c) The failure of a governmental entity 

that provides a designated area for 

skateboarding, inline skating, paintball, or 

freestyle or mountain and off-road bicycling 

to obtain the written consent, in a form 

acceptable to the governmental entity, 

from the parents or legal guardians of 

any child under 17 years of age before 

authorizing such child to participate in 

skateboarding, inline skating, paintball, 

or freestyle or mountain and off-road 

bicycling in such designated area, unless 

that child’s participation is in violation of 

posted rules governing the authorized use 

of the designated area, except that a parent 

or legal guardian must demonstrate that 

written consent to engage in mountain or 

off-road bicycling in a designated area was 

provided to the governmental entity before 

entering the designated area. 

Nothing in this subsection creates a duty of 

care or basis of liability for death, personal 

injury, or damage to personal property. 

Nothing in this section shall be deemed to 

be a waiver of sovereign immunity under 

any circumstances. 

(6) Nothing in this section shall limit the 

liability of an independent concessionaire, 

or any person or organization other than 

a governmental entity or public employee, 

whether or not the person or organization 

has a contractual relationship with a 

governmental entity to use the public 

property, for injuries or damages suffered in 

any case as a result of the operation of 

skateboards, inline skates, paintball 

equipment, or freestyle or mountain and off-

road bicycles on public property by the 

concessionaire, person, or organization. 

 

(7)(a) Any person who participates in or 

assists in skateboarding, inline skating, 

paintball, or freestyle or mountain and off-

road bicycling assumes the known and 

unknown inherent risks in these activities 

irrespective of age, and is legally 

responsible for all damages, injury, or death 

to himself or herself or other persons or 

property which result from these activities. 

Any person who observes skateboarding, 

inline skating, paintball, or freestyle or 

mountain or off-road bicycling assumes the 

known and unknown inherent risks in these 

activities irrespective of age, and is legally 

responsible for all damages, injury, or death 

to himself or herself which result from these 

activities. A governmental entity that 
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sponsors, allows, or permits 

skateboarding, inline skating, paintball, 

or freestyle or mountain or off-road 

bicycling on its property is not required 

to eliminate, alter, or control the inherent 

risks in these activities. 

 

(b) While engaged in skateboarding, inline 

skating, paintball, or freestyle or mountain 

or off-road bicycling, irrespective of where 

such activities occur, a participant is 

responsible for doing all of the following: 

 

1. Acting within the limits of his or her 

ability and the purpose and design of the 

equipment used. 

 

2. Maintaining control of his or her person 

and the equipment used. 

 

3. Refraining from acting in any manner 

which may cause or contribute to death or 

injury of himself or herself, or other persons. 

Failure to comply with the requirements of 

this paragraph shall constitute negligence. 

(8) The fact that a governmental entity 

carries insurance which covers any act 

described in this section shall not 

constitute a waiver of the protections set 

forth in this section, regardless of the 

existence or limits of such coverage. 

Safety 

A paper published by Skateboarders for 

Public SkateParks reported that in 2011, 42 

people riding skateboards died.  Of those, 41 

of them were not in a skate park, 40 were on 

a public street, and 30 (71%) involved a 

motor vehicle.  In other words, of these 42 

deaths, 41 of them might have been 

prevented had the person been skating in a 

skate park instead of the streets. 

 

Injuries for skateboarders are lower than 

most other popular sports: 

 

Sport Participants 
Injury 

Ratio 

Football 18,285,000 2.2% 

Baseball 49,881,000 1.8% 

Soccer 17,734,000 1.0% 

Volleyball 20,500,000 .54% 

Skateboarding 11,649,000 .07% 

 

Most injuries occur when skaters are using 

homemade ramps or skate in unsafe areas 

too close to traffic. 

 

One-third of injuries are suffered by those 

who have less than one week of 

skateboarding experience.  

The Florida Bar Association conducted a 

review of the Florida Statute’s claims for 

liability protection in 2007 and revealed 

three critical aspects of making public skate 

parks safe (and thus reducing liability 

claims):  Proper design, high quality 

construction and site supervision.   

Helmet Laws 

There is no national or Florida law requiring 

an individual to wear a helmet while 

skateboarding, but Florida does require 

helmets for those under age 16 while riding 

bikes and there is question as to whether this 

applies to skateboarders using public roads.  

The previously referenced report on 
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skateboarding fatalities indicates that at least 

5% of those fatalities could have been 

avoided if a helmet had been worn (they 

were backward falling incidents) and 

possibly up to 26% could have been avoided 

(it is difficult to ascertain in forward falling 

accidents whether the helmet could have 

prevented the injury as the face is not 

covered by the helmet.)   In staff’s research, 

we’ve found that most skateparks highly 

recommend, but don’t require helmets. 

Waiver Requirements 

In order to receive the liability protections 

provided by Florida Statutes 

(F.S.316.0085(2)(a) (5)(C)), the government 

entity must obtain a written waiver from the 

guardian of a child under 17 years of age 

before that child can skateboard at the 

government provided facility.  A failure to 

obtain this waiver can eliminate the liability 

protection unless that child’s participation 

was in violation of posted rules that govern 

the authorized use of the area.  In other 

words, rule signs need to make it clear that a 

child under 17 years old must have a signed 

waiver on file to maintain the limits to 

liability afforded the government agency 

under the statute.    

Visibility 

Crime Prevention through Environmental 

Design (CPTED) is a principle that is 

imperative when locating a skate park.   

Sites that are visible from all direction 

ensure that the skate park becomes a 

thriving hub of athleticism and not a 

hideaway for those who wish to engage in 

illicit activities.  Proximity to major streets 

and busy areas allows parents and law 

enforcement to easily patrol the park, 

without making users feel like they are 

being spied upon.   

Samples of other Florida skatepark rules and 

waivers are provided in the appendix for 

reference purposes.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



SITE EVALUATION AND SELECTION 

 

Staff looked at several factors when evaluating potential sites for a district skatepark including: 

 Visibility – Is the site easy to monitor 

from nearby streets and/or other areas of 

the park and allow for passive 

supervision? 

 Access – Is the site accessible by foot, 

auto or public transportation?  Is it easy 

to get there?  Is it easy to find?  

 Support Amenities – Does the site have 

other support facilities that can serve the 

skate park patrons (i.e. parking, 

restrooms).  

 Integration – How does this fit into the 

site and how does it correlate to existing 

or planned facilities at the site?   Is there 

adequate space to accommodate the 

skate park without overcrowding? 

 Proximity – What is its proximity to 

other facilities serving the same likely 

demographic?

Each of the above factors was 

rated on a skate of 1 to 3. 
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Scott Springs 3 2 1 3 3 12 

Jervey Gantt Park 3 3 2 1 3 12 

MLK Recreation Complex 3 3 1 1 2 10 

Clyatt Park 1 3 1 1 3 9 

Lillian Bryant Park 1 2 1 3 1 8 

Ocala Regional Sportsplex 2 1 2 1 1 7 

Tuscawilla  Park 1 2 1 2 1 7 

Brick City Park (County) 1 1 1 1 3 7 

 

Based on the scoring, Scott Springs and 

Jervey Gantt Park ranked highest as suitable 

sites for the skatepark and for different 

reasons.   

While Jervey Gantt is more easily 

accessible and visible, it is already at 

capacity in terms of facilities.  Therefore 

locating the skatepark at Jervey Gantt would 

likely mean eliminating an existing facility 

(i.e. softball) or reconfiguring existing 

facilities and support facilities to best 

accommodate the skate park.    

On the other hand, Scott Springs has ample 

space to install a skatepark at the entrance to 

the park, provides an opportunity to provide 

a unique facility that is fitting for a nature 

park like Scott Springs and is ideally located 

near other commercial facilities that often 

cater to the same demographic including 

Easy Street, the movie theater and the mall.   

Both facilities would require some degree of 

support facilities including parking and/or 

possible restrooms.   



OPERATION ALTERNATIVES 
 

Pay-to-Play or Drop-In Skating? 

A skate park can be operated as a gated, 

pay-to-play facility or it can be an open-

skate facility similar to how a playground, or 

basketball court is operated.    Pay-to-play 

facilities rarely cover the cost to staff, light 

and operate them; therefore intentions to 

charge a fee to cover operating costs are not 

often realized.  This pay-to-play scenario 

also puts pressure on operating entities to 

limit access hours to reduce costs.   One 

benefit of staffed facilities is there is 

someone at the site to ensure it is used in 

accordance with adopted policies.  

Another alternative is a drop-in skating 

scenario where the facility is open access 

during designated hours and skaters skate at 

will and in accordance with established 

policies.  In this type of scenario, the facility 

would be monitored by park rangers who are 

in and out of the park throughout the day, 

but there would be no ongoing supervision.   

Park rangers could spot check for safety 

equipment and waiver forms.   

What about the BMX-er? 

Next in line is the BMX biker.  They need a 

place to play too.  Many skateparks do not 

allow BMX bikers to use the skatepark.  The 

reasons cited are usually related to 

overcrowding which creates unsafe 

conditions and damage to the facility that 

results from metal “pegs” on the bikes.  

Both of these hurdles can be overcome by 

managing the skatepark to allow for joint 

use and eliminate damage potential from 

bikes.   Many parks have BMX only days set 

aside to provide time for BMX-ers to use the 

facility.   As to the potential damage?  This 

is overcome by requiring plastic pegs only.    

Staff believes that with a little bit of 

scheduling, there’s room for both at a 

skatepark.  

Public or Private Operation? 

The Florida legislature recognized that there 

was not enough land set aside for skateparks 

and that local governments were reluctant to 

provide for and operate skateparks due to 

liability concerns.   With this in mind they 

passed regulations to minimize a 

government entity’s liability in relation to 

properly operated skateparks.  This liability 

limitation does not pass on to a private 

operator either on private or public property.  

What this means is that if the government 

agency operates a skatepark on publicly 

owned land, than the liability protections 

apply.  However, if a private operator runs a 

skate park on public property, the liability 

protections do not apply.   

There is much speculation as to why the 

legislature did not pass the liability 

protection on to private operators of public 

facilities, but most believe it is because of 

the lack of regulations and oversight 

provided in the operation of skateparks at 

this time. This lack of regulation and 

oversight removes assurances that parks will 

be constructed, maintained and operated in 

accordance with any particular standard 

such as exists with the swimming pool 

industry.   



COSTS AND FUNDING OPTIONS 

 

Cost to Build a Skatepark 

A skate park will cost anywhere from $35 to 

$50 per square foot including design and 

construction.   Since the City of Ocala has 

never built a skate park we have nothing to 

compare to for a cost evaluation.   Prices for 

design and construction are highly variable 

depending on geographical area.    In order 

to work through this, staff turned to the City 

of Gainesville who built the Possum Creek 

Skatepark in 2009.  The cost for design and 

construction was $34 per square foot with a 

piggy-back purchase off the Miami-Dade 

Purchasing Contract.   Gainesville estimates 

that they saved approximately 20% off 

market rates by combining design and 

construction into one contract and utilizing 

the Miami-Dade contract.   Elimination of 

the savings would have put their cost at 

$42.50 per square foot.   

Utilizing a $35-40 per share foot cost for 

design and construction, staff estimates the 

cost of a 18,000 square feet skatepark to be 

$630,000 to $720,000.  In addition and 

depending on where the skate park is 

constructed, other support facilities will be 

required including parking, restrooms, etc  

All things considered, staff anticipates the 

cost to be approximately $900,000 for 

design and construction.   

Funding Options Considered 

Options for funding of a skatepark are 

itemized below: 

 Utilize the balance of bond funds and 

neighborhood enhancement funds -   

This option requires a multi-year 

funding approach and prioritization of 

other projects/programs that also utilize 

those sources 

  

 The Tony Hawk Foundation Grant – 

This is the only skatepark specific grant 

program.   These grants provide up to 

$25,000 in funding assistance (but only 

one $25,000 grant is awarded each year.  

Other awards are typically in the $5,000 

to $10,000 range).  Unfortunately this 

source of funding also does not fund 

programs that require parents to sign 

waivers.  Therefore, in the State of 

Florida, a publicly constructed and 

operated skatepark is deemed ineligible 

in relation to the statutory requirements 

to obtain waivers. 

 

 

 Florida Recreation Development 

Assistance Program Grants – In the 

past, this would have been a great source 

to partially fund a skatepark (up to 

http://www.google.com/imgres?start=354&sa=X&biw=1280&bih=853&tbm=isch&tbnid=4H6uFwwZLiVtVM:&imgrefurl=http://dawnofanewera.wordpress.com/tag/money/&docid=TM1yjQIrtgKLaM&itg=1&imgurl=http://dawnofanewera.files.wordpress.com/2010/06/dollar-heart.jpg&w=500&h=462&ei=jyDHUtXXPND5kQeQ74HwBA&zoom=1&ved=1t:3588,r:81,s:300,i:247&iact=rc&page=15&tbnh=187&tbnw=192&ndsp=28&tx=99&ty=109
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$200,000 and requiring a 50/50 match).  

Unfortunately the program has not been 

funded for the past few years due to 

revenue shortfalls at the state level.  As 

the state’s revenues turn around, it is 

expected that this grant program will be 

reinstated, but to what level is unknown.   

Staff anticipates that we will submit a 

grant for the next funding cycle (due in 

the Fall of 2014) and even if funds for a 

park are expended before the grant 

award, this grant program allows for 

retroactivity and therefore could provide 

a reimbursement of funds expended.  

 

 

 Corporate Sponsorships and Private 

Donors – These are always an option, 

but in the local community, large 

corporate sponsorships are extremely 

hard to come by for public recreation 

facilities.  

 

 Financing – The City could opt to 

finance a skatepark and pay off the debt 

over a set period of time.  Unfortunately, 

this debt service would create additional 

ongoing burden to the general fund 

which is already overburdened in 

meeting other municipal needs.   

 

 

 

CONCLUSIONS, RECOMMENDATIONS, AND TIMELINE 

 

Conclusions 

Based on S.A.M., staff calculates that with 

the potential need to serve anywhere from 

3,800 (city) to 22,000 (county) skaters, the 

local community would need minimally 

48,000 square feet city-wide and upwards of 

120,000 square feet county-wide of total 

terrain.  Preferably, this need would be 

refined into a skatepark system featuring a 

regional skatepark, several neighborhood 

skateparks and several skate spots. 

Applying national averages provided by the 

Trust for Public Land for metropolitan areas, 

the City would need one skatepark to meet 

Ocala’s population.  

Applying national (NRPA) and state 

(SCORP) standards, the City would need to  

 

provide two to three skateparks to meet the 

need.   

The ideal locations for the skatepark using 

stated criteria would be Scott Springs or 

Jervey Gantt parks.  

Safety and liability issues are adequately 

addressed by Florida Statutes to the extent 

that staff is diligent in posting waiver and 

helmet requirements.   

Staff estimates the cost for design and 

construction of the skatepark and support 

facilities to be approximately $900,000.   

Funding for skateparks is limited.  
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Recommendation 

Factoring in the city-wide need only, and 

given the lack of skate facilities of any kind, 

the logical first step is one district city 

skatepark with approximately 18,000 square 

feet of skate-able surface.      

Staff recommends construction of this 

skatepark at the entrance to Scott Springs 

park given the site’s potential in providing a 

unique design and proximity to other 

commercial ventures that already serve the 

same demographic.   

Staff recommends funding this project over 

two years with design in FY2014 and 

construction in FY2015 using the balance of 

bond funds and neighborhood enhancement 

funds.  Staff will submit for available grant 

applications for potential partial 

reimbursement of construction costs 

(typically up to $200,000) 

Staff recommends issuance of a Request for 

Proposals (RFP) for a design/build contract 

with funding for design in FY2014 and 

funding for construction in FY2015.   

Potential Timeline 

February 2014 Issue RFP 

April 2014 Begin Design 

June 2014 60% Design and 

Construction Estimate 

August 2014 Design Complete 

October 2014 Construction Begin 

April 2015 Skatepark Open 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Let’s give them a place to skate! 
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APPENDIX 
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SAMPLE FLORIDA SKATEPARKS 
 

 

Possum Creek Skatepark – Gainesville, Florida 

Skate-able Surface – 18,000 square feet 

For the skaters and community members who had spent years advocating for a state-of-the art 

public facility in Gainesville, the Possum Creek Skatepark is nothing short of a dream come true. 

One of Florida’s premiere skateboarding landscapes, the park is a triangular expanse of unique 

terrain. The park’s focus on aesthetic symmetry and a diversity of skateable features makes it a 

one-of-a-kind destination skatepark. 

This captivating skatepark features modern plaza elements, a multi-level bowl and inspiring 

obstacles which allow skaters to transition through the park’s integrated landscaping. These 

landscaped areas give the skater’s the feeling of a real urban environment, while providing 

opportunities for eco-friendly stormwater management.  (Source:  Spohn Ranch Skateparks) 
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Bethune Point Skatepark – Daytona Beach, Florida 

Skate-able Surface – 16,000 square feet 

Set beautifully in front of the water on the Florida coastline, the Bethune Point Skatepark has 

transformed the City of Daytona Beach into a skateboarding destination for skaters from across 

the state of Florida.  In 2010, Transworld Skateboarding praised the park, “Daytona Beach isn’t 

just for Spring Break and NASCAR anymore, this new plaza they’ve got looks amazing.” 

On opening day, Daytona Beach’s Recreation Director, Percey Williamson, also shared his 

appreciation for the world-class facility when he declared the park “the finest skatepark in the 

country”.   As skaters enter the park via a circular terrace, their individual style of riding dictates 

their path through a diversity of distinct features and terrain. 

A unique skateable sculpture, the “Broken Pyramid”, anchors the lower plaza level, providing a 

compelling centerpiece and letting skaters smoothly flow to any corner of the park.  The piece 

was also cast with integral lighting on each corner, making it the perfect feature for an 

imaginative nighttime photo shoot.  Integrated landscaping helps transform the park into a 

vibrant recreational space where skaters and their families both feel welcome.    (Source:  Spohn 

Ranch Skateparks) 
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Lakeland Skatepark – Lakeland, Florida 

Skate-able Surface – 24,000 square feet 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tallahassee Skatepark – Tallahassee, Florida 

Skate-able Surface – 24,500 square feet 

 

 

 

  



20 
 

Robert-Laryn Skatepark at Treaty Park – Saint Augustine, Florida 

Skate-able Surface – 28,000 square feet 

The skatepark has 28,000 sq. ft of concrete in the form of several bowls and dips and raised 

ledges, which makes a very interesting series of challenges for all skill levels. 

They even have a Little Dudes Park designed for beginner skaters or ages 12 and under to 

practice their skills. 
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Rippin’ Riverside Skatepark – Oviedo, Florida 

Skate-able Surface – 30,000 square feet 

The Rippin’ Riverside Skatepark is a lighted skatepark with street course and multiple bowls to 

challenge all skill levels.  
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MODULAR PARKS 
 

The problems with many modular parks typically falls into one category – maintenance.  The 

structures must be constantly maintained and if not become a liability concern.   Below are some 

examples that demonstrate the problems with these skatepark features.  
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SAMPLE RULES AND WAIVERS 
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