
 
 
 

 

LINCOLN PARK 
North Play Area Renovation 

Gatewood Elementary: 4320 SW Myrtle St 
Tuesday, February 2, 2016 6:30- 8:00 p.m. 

 
 
Presenters: 
Katie Bang (KB)– Capital Project Coordinator, Seattle Parks and Recreation 
R. Frank Robinson (FR)- Landscape Architect, Seattle Parks and 
Recreation 
 
16 people in attendance (in addition to Park’s employees) 

KB opened to explain the goal of the meeting, project scope, and funding: 

The goal of the meeting was to discuss accessibility to each play area, and the new play equipment. 
There were 4 options to be presented. The styles were very similar in aesthetic with a nature theme, 
but did offer differing play elements.   

Funding source is from the Seattle Metropolitan Parks District. This is one of the first projects with this 
funding.  

KB began the meeting recapping what was heard at the previous public meeting held at the Teen Life 
Center back in Nov, as well as results from the surveys. A summary is as follows:  
 
Public Meeting Comments:   

• Theme- Nature theme (1st)  
• Climbable Elements 
• Equipment for bigger and younger children. 
• Group Swing 

 
 
Survey Results: 
Q1)  How often do you visit the park?  -      44% twice a month 

- 32% two or more times a week 
Q2) What days so you visit the park? Majority Weekends 
Q3)  Why do you visit the Park           -    90% to enjoy nature 
     -    80% To walk or hike the trails 

-     72% Exercise 



 
 
Q4) What areas do you most use in the park? 

 -    42% Playground 
  -   42% Other 

                                                                                                 -Trails 
                                                                                                 - Pool 

 
 
Q5)  What would make you want to visit the park more? 

   -  off leash dog area 
   -  More updated equipment 
     - More dynamic 
     - Younger kids 
     - Imaginative and nature play 

 
FR then went over the site plan of the proposed renovation showing the overall site plan, the 
proposed new layout of the play area, and the proposed accessible route of travel off of Fauntleroy to 
the north. Key items to note are: 

- Many of the existing tiles installed by the community within 
the play area curbing, will remain in place.  

- The tot swing will be moved to the west and will be 
incorporated into the new play area. 

- The area where the tot swing once was will become a picnic 
area. 

- Accessible picnic tables will be included in the project. 
- An accessible route will be brought to the shelter, however 

upgrades to the shelter nor the comfort station will be 
included in this project. 

- The boulder with a plaque to the NW of the playground will 
be moved and incorporated with additional boulders along 
the play area perimeter. 

- No improvements are proposed for the wading pool. 
- Migratory birds will be a theme incorporated into the new 

play area. 
- A new sand pit will be incorporated to the south end of the 

play area. An accessible sand table will be included. 
- A new cable ride is being discussed to the north of the play 

area as a separate project. 
 
    
Public Comment and Responses: (Q=Question, C=Comment, R= Response) 
 
Q: What is the accessible route to the play area? 
R: A new pathway will be incorporated to connect to Fauntleroy. The park can be accessed 

here from the bus off of Fauntleroy Way SW. There also are accessible curb cuts off of SW 
Webster and Fauntleroy Way SW.  

 
C: The tiles done by the community are deteriorated and should be removed. 
R: We will look at the condition of the tiles and are intending to keep them. 



 
Q: How many of these play events are accessible? You mentioned 50%? Which specifically? 
R: A list of the accessible play events will be noted on the final design plan. 
 
 
C: I would like to see all types of swings incorporated into the design including the saucer group 

swing, the ADA swing, belt swing and tot swing.  
R: We can look into incorporating these within the design, however by providing all types, it 

does limit the use to those who need a specific type of swing.  
 
C: Be sure as to not isolate the ADA swing away from the other swings. 
R: We will incorporate the ADA swings within the play area.  
 
Q: How well does the engineer wood fiber material hold up? Does parks have the resources to 

maintain it?   
R: The material does lock up and provide a durable surface for wheel chairs over time, 

however it does need to be raked back into place and replenished yearly as it does settle.  
 
Q: The poured in place rubber surfacing seems to take less maintenance and provide better 

accessibility. Why isn’t this being considered?  
R: The cost for the poured in place rubber material is significantly more and likely not within 

our budget. We can though, add it as an alternate bid item to see if we can meet the 
budget and include it in the project.   

 
Q: I don’t see a way for a wheel chair to get to a slide. Consider a ramp to a slide event. 
R: We will review this for the project.   
 
Q: Often times I see kids running from the wading pool to the play area bare foot. Consider a hard 

pathway between the two.   
R: We will consider it, however it isn’t within the scope likely we will not have the budget to 

include it. 
 
C:    Consider moving the play area to the wading pool.  
R: The wading pool is not part of the project area.  
 
Q: The south zip line is unsafe as my son rides it on his belly. Consider adding a seating element that 

requires them to sit.  
R:  The south zip line is not part of this project, however it will eventually be removed as we are 

having safety issues.   New cable ride equipment has better seats. 
 
C: My preference for the equipment choices would be to give the greatest # of opportunities to the 

greatest number of kids.   
R: We will analyze this for the final design. 
 
  

 

 

Public Comment and Responses: (Q=Question, C=Comment, R= Response) 



 
C: Consider an ADA ramp into the wading pool.  
R: This isn’t the scope of the project, but we will discuss it amongst the parks team to try to 

incorporate it in the future,   when the wading pool ADA is addressed. 
 
C: Many of the elements shown on the options don’t activate the senses of touch, texture, sound, 

etc. which is essential for inclusive play. Please consider incorporating these elements. 
R: What is hard to see in the options presented are the various textures of the play elements, 

with textured surfaces of the rock elements, touch panels, perforated metal, etc. The sand 
table which isn’t shown in the manufacturer’s options presented, but is shown on the site plan, 
will be included and is a sensory element. We also will consider musical elements.  

 
C: What I find works well through my teaching experience, are stations for sensory play that are 

somewhat isolated.   
R: We are considering a rock sitting area to the outside of the play area. 
 
C: What do you like of the options presented? 
R:  The roof element of Option B by Burke, but the elements of option A Burke more. 
 Landscape Structures- Seems more challenging for older kids, Burke seems more suited for 

younger kids.  
 
Q:    Overall which is the preference:  
R: There was a split in opinion between Burke Option A and LSI Option A.  Everyone did 

discuss in great depth that the park should provide a unique feature of more having a 
great emphasis put towards accessible elements to be inclusive to children of all abilities.  

 
 
KB then closed the meeting and discussed the schedule which includes construction in the summer to 
the fall of 2016. She noted that the boards displayed today would be on the website for further 
comment and that the final design will be on the website and also displayed at the teen life center 
toward the middle of May.  
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