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OPEN SPACE PLAN 

SECTION I 

INTRODUCTION 

The nationwide trend of rapidly increasing population growth rates has caused 

widespread concern about the availability of resources to meet human needs in the 

years to come. Many cities are becoming justifiably apprehensive about the prospect 

of supplying water to greater numbers of people at what appear to be ever increasing 

rates of consumption from slowly diminishing sources. This decline may be caused 

by pollution of surface supplies or by depletion of ground water reservoirs. The lack 

of clean air is already a problem in many large metropohtan areas and is due, not 

only to industry, but also to the number of automobiles. Possible shortages in the 

availability of food and minerals that will be required by the end of the century has 

been the subject of such study and research. 

Land is one of the most important of the resources for which demand will rise 

rapidly. While it is true that only a relatively small percentage of the total land 

within the United States is developed, most of the increased demand is being felt 

within the urban and metropolitan areas since these are the areas receiving most of 

the population growth. Even if the population of an area were to remain constant, 

the per capita land requirement has been rising rapidly. The popularity of 

single-family, detached, ranch-style dwellings has resulted in much more land being 

devoted to residential purposes. Reliance on automobiles for transportation has 

required commercial estabUshments to look for larger pieces of land in order that 

they might provide parkmg for employees and shoppers. Industrial plants are 

generally utilizing assembly-line type of operations and thus have a greater need for 

horizontal expansion. In addition to the above needs, the land required for streets 

and alleys often comprises 25 to 30 percent of the total land withm an urban area. 

It has long been accepted that man has both physical and psychological space. The 

empathy that we feel for one who cries, ''Don't fence me m'\ and our concept of 

soUtary confinement as severe punishment tend to give credence to this assumption 
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that space, and plenty of it, fills a psychological need. Technically speaking, open 

space is merely a void, and open space land includes streets, yards and any other 

land that is not occupied by a structure. For the purpose of this report, however, 

open space will be defined as referring both to undeveloped land, and also to that 

land which is especially developed for recreational and/or scenic purposes. 

Open space may be used for a variety of purposes including outdoor recreation, 

preservation of historical sites, conservation of natural resources, public safety, and 

shaping of urban development patterns. While open spaces can normally be 

categorized as parks, flood plains, and drainage easements or greenbelts, it is not 

uncommon, and in fact is considered ideal, for a piece of open space land to serve 

several functions.Open space used for park and recreation purposes is required in 

parcels of varying sizes depending upon the particular recreational need to be filled. 

The smallest of such parks is normally called "tot-lots"; these are play areas for 

small children, and they are especially needed in high density neighborhoods. In low 

residential-density areas, common to the South Plains, backyards serve the same 

purpose. 

The most numerous parks usually are those of sub-neighborhood or neighborhood 

size. Sub-neighborhood parks are intended primarily for children from five to 

fourteen years of age and often contain a ball diamond. They usually serve a 

one-quarter mile radius and a population of from 1500 to 2500 people. The 

neighborhood park is intended to serve an entire "neighborhood" of from 3000 to 

5000 people and an area up to one square mile. It has more extensive recreational 

facihties than the sub-neighborhood park and usually has a shelter and restroom 

facihties. To avoid duphcation of facilities, it is becoming preferred practice to 

combine neighborhood parks with elementary schools. 

Community parks or playfields contain many more types of facilities to serve a 

community's recreational needs. They are normally 20 to 30 acres in size and serve a 

population of around 20,000 people. A park is usuaUy planned to be used m a 

passive way; thus, it would contain no playground equipment or ball fields. A 

playfield, on the other hand, is intended for active recreation and usually contains 



lighted ball fields, tennis courts and other community facihties. Parks of 100 acres 

and more are usually called major parks and are designed to serve a population of 

around 50,000 people. They contain many of the facihties included in playfields, 

only on a larger scale„ If enough acreage is available, major parks may contain golf 

courseSc 

Another category of recreational open space is the "reservation". This is often a 

major recreational facility along a river or areas of great scenic beauty. This category 

includes parkways designed to move traffic through a scenic area at a rate of speed 

which permits "viewing". In addition, there may be specialized recreational areas 

containing facilities such as water or snow skiing, riding trails, boating, etc. Usually 

these kinds of activities are found within a reservation. 

The demand for recreational facilities is expected to rise rapidly for two reasons: 

population growth and increased leisure time. The high cost of urban land 

understandably has deterred many cities from providing recreational facilities to the 

extent desired. Pressures can be great to sell park land already held so that it may be 

developed and become a tax revenue producer. It is likely, however, that the selling 

of existing park holdings, or the acquisition of land in amounts insufficient to meet 

requirements, could result in merely short-term gains to a city. The avaOability of 

decent and adequate space for children to play is generally a prime locational 

consideration in selecting a place of residence. 

Selection of a park site in developing areas normally presents less of a problem if 

properly anticipated. Land costs are probably lower and there is more flexibility in 

the selection of a precise location. Proximity to a neighborhood park is usually a 

good selling point for new residential subdivisions. 

It is necessary that lands for a park site be acquired or reserved sufficiently in 

advance of development to avoid increasing land prices. A common technique 

utilized by many cities is to require developers to dedicate a certain percentage of 

their land for park purposes. If not properly handled, however, the result can be a 

multiphcity of small park areas and no provision for a park to serve an entire 
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nc^borhood. Wh.e a few s.aU par.s may be desirable, they fall short of fulfdhng 

a,, of the rccrc^tional needs of a residential neighborhood. In addition, these small 

parks are more expensive for a city to maintain. H^e possibility of this occurring is 

cspccally likely m the case of a section of land being subdivided by several different 

developers. 

Conservation is another important function of open space. Agricultural and forest 

lands are frequently cleared to make way for new residential developments at the 

fringe of urbanized areas and also in locations of unusual scenic charm and/or 

recreational potential. Examples of efforts to maintain in their natural state areas 

which. If not protected, would probably be intensively developed in the foreseeable 

future are the Padre Island National Seashore at Corpus Christi, Texas and the 

Biscayne National Monument containing many of the smaller Florida Keys. 

Flood plains and drainage easements should be considered in open space planning. 

Areas subject to periodic mundation by flood waters are normally unsuitable for 

development of any kmd. To prevent any such development, not only for the 

protection of the citizens but also for the prevention of the creation of blighted 

areas, flood plains should be preserved for permanent open space. Ideally, such open 

space can serve other functions especially recreational and scenic. In a similar 

manner, easements should be mamtained for drainage courses throughout the city. 

Often land adjacent to and containing such easements can be developed as a 

sub-neighborhood or neighborhood park. 

The accommodation of newer types of aircraft and an expanding number of air 

travelers has placed a severe strain on many airports. The necessity of maintaining 

areas of land free from noise, potential air accidents, and other nuisances results in a 

need for large open space areas, especially in approach and take-off zones. In 

addition, the open space prevents the erection of tall structures which may hamper 

flight operations and also reserves land for airport expansion. Many cities, especially 

in the East, are finding it necessary to undertake expensive airport relocation and 

construction due to the unavailabiHty of open space around their present 

facilities. 



Open space can also play an important role in shaping urban form. An especially 

important role is that of buffer between two otherwise incompatible land uses. 

Several of the more annoying characteristics of industry, such as noise, odor, and 

glare, dimmish in severity with distance. This is similar to the manner in which a 

large front yard reduces the noise and other traffic effects on a residential structure. 

In addition, if open spaces are landscaped with trees or tall shrubs, they can serve to 

screen unsightly areas. 

Greenbelts are often very effective in shaping urban form. These are, in the strictest 

sense, wide belts of open space land which completely encircle a city. The greenbelt 

concept was originally appHed to the City of London where officials, greatly 

concerned about the city becoming over-populated and over-developed, sought to 

limit its size by forbidding development within a wide area surrounding the city. 

Although population growth within London has still continued at a rapid rate, other 

effects in the greenbelt have resulted in this concept meeting with some degree of 

popularity within the United States. 

In large, densely developed metropolitan areas where it is difficult to discern one 

community from another except by an occasional city limits sign, greenbelts have 

been used as borders between the communities, giving each its own sense of identity. 

In addition, the interspersing of greenbelts in such a manner within the metropohtan 

area provides a greater accessibility to large, open spaces for recreational and scenic 

uses to more of the population, Greenbelts can also be used to reduce urban sprawl. 

Urban sprawl results from expansion of development in a "leap-frogging" manner; 

that is, developers may subdivide land at some distance from the city rather than 

acquiring more expensive land at the city's edge. The provision of utilities, streets, 

fire and police protection, and other municipal services is an added burden on those 

already heavilystrained city budgets, A greenbelt of sufficient width and strategically 

located will encourage new developments to take place within its circumference, 

since land beyond the greenbelt will, to a certain extent, be isolated from the city. 

Thus, more efficient residential densities within the urban area can be obtained. 

Greenbelts must be judiciously and carefully designed. If not wide enough to act as a 



constraint on the area to be developed or if located too close to the present urban 

fringe, greenbelts can act to encourage urban sprawl. That is, potential developments 

are required to locate further out from the city because of the restrictions on the 

land within the greenbelt. Recreational and visual benefits of open space land within 

a greenbelt are only of significance in the vicinity of major streets and highways 

which cross it; thus, much of the open space land within a greenbelt would prove to 

be of more direct and positive benefit to the community if located elsewhere. To 

overcome this discrepancy, greenbelts should be designed to include open space land 

which will be required for golf courses and other expansive recreational facilities, 

and for flood plains and parkways. 

Existing Open Space 

The Parks & Recreation and Planning Departments of the City of Lubbock have 

prepared a master plan for parks and recreation through the year 1985. The plan was 

published in late 1968. The report classifies park types and their functions as: 

neighborhood parks, playfields, community parks, large parks, parkways and 

ornamental areas, special use parks, reservations and preserves, and regional parks. 

Total park land within the City of Lubbock occupies 1,706 acres of land and 38 

sites, varying in size from 0.2 acres to 550 acres. Of the total acreage, only 994 is 

presently developed. 

As previously indicated, neighborhood parks are intended to provide the primary 

outdoor recreational facility for children in ages from six through twelve. In 

addition, as a secondary function, they also provide added facilities for all ages. 

Standards for this and other types of parks are included in the next section and in 

Appendix A. There are 18 neighborhood park sites in the City of Lubbock, 15 of 

which are developed. Total land in neighborhood parks is 143 acres; the smallest are 

Bums Park and Chatman Park at three acres each and the largest is Higginbotham 

Park containing 23 acres. 

Playfields are intended solely to provide community athletic facilities and are often 

included as a part of a community or large park. Many of the City's playfield areas 



are contained within community and large parks; however, there are also fwe sites, 

accounting for 82.5 acres, which are classified strictly as playfields. Of these, the 

smallest is Lowery Field at five acres and the largest is Elmore Park (presently 

undeveloped) at 41.5 acres. 

There are four community parks in Lubbock, These are the parks that are intended 

to serve several neighborhoods and thus often include community centers and 

playfield areas. In Lubbock these parks contain a total of 273 acres, although the 

largest is a 100-acre site that is presently undeveloped. All of the other three contain 

swimming pools, playfield areas and community centers. 

The City of Lubbock also administers two large regional parks containing a total of 

1,050 acres. The largest is Mackenzie State Park, Its 550 acres contain a 27-hole golf 

course, a swimming pool, picnicking and camping areas, a playfield, a model airplane 

field, and park headquarters. The other park is Comanche Canyon Park, containing 

about 500 acres. Within the boundaries of this park is the site of historic Lubbock 

Lake. Proposed development of the park includes a fence around the lake site 

proper, an 18-hole golf course and club house, a children's zoo and picnic 

facilities. 

The City also has three special-use areas. The largest is the 96-acre K N, Clapp Park. 

This park contains a garden-arts center, an arboretum, a community center, and a 

swimming pool . Other areas include four acres for the Municipal 

Auditorium-CoHseum and two acres for the Hbrary, In addition, Tech Terrace Park 

contains 25 acres devoted entirely to ornamental use. It features floral displays and 

landscaping. Two triangles of open space totaling 0,7 acres and one boulevard 

median strip of three acres are classified by the City as parkway use. 

The other member cities in the Lubbock Metropohtan Area have one park each: in 

most cases, the land was donated to and is owned by the County. The parks in these 

cities are more difficult to classify as to function since, in most cases, the city is 

equivalent to or smaller than what is normally considered a neighborhood; thus, a 

neighborhood park also acts as a community park and vice versa. 



The largest of the CountyK)wned parks is m Northwest Slaton and contains 10.6 

acres of land Facilities include one ball park each for Little League and Pee Wee 

League, a swimming pool, community building, two tennis courts, and picnic 

facilities. In Idalou, the County owns six acres of park land which contains a ball 

park and two tennis courts. There is also a club house faciUty in this park, 

Lubbock County owns five acres of land in Shallowater and, although the 

Shallowater City Hall is on this site, the remainder of the land is devoted to 

recreational purposes. Facihties include a swimming pool, a Little League ball park, 

and a community building. Park and recreational facilities in both Wolfforth and 

New Deal are limited to a Little League ball park facility; however, in Wolfforth it is 

located adjacent to an elementary school and thus playground equipment is 

available. The New Deal site consists of one-half acre, and the Wolfforth site is 1.5 

acres. The County also owns about one-half acre of park land in Roosevelt. 

The only park in Abernathy is also devoted primarily to a ball park facility; it is not 

in the vicinity of the school. The exact size of this Abernathy site is not available. 

The Lubbock Planning Department has reported that despite an extremely high 

number of boats on a per capita basis, the City of Lubbock has the lowest amount 

of surface water available for recreational purposes of any of the major inland Texas 

cities. The rate of 0.015 surface acres per person (based on 1960 population) within 

a one-hour drive mcludes White River Lake m Crosby County at 1808 acres, and 

Buffalo Springs Lake m Southeast Lubbock County at 225 acres. 

Buffalo Springs Lake is a part of the Lubbock County Water Control and 

Improvement District No. 1, While serving as an emergency water supply for the 

cities of Slaton and Lubbock, the lake's primary use is for recreational purposes. In 

addition to the lake, the District also owns almost 1400 acres of adjoining land. A 

portion of this land is leased for building sites and thus much of the shore line is 

taken by private dwellings. 
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The popularity of water recreation in Lubbock County is indicated by the fact that 

despite some upstream pollution, which has hampered fishing and precluded 

swimming, Buffalo Springs Lake is frequently overcrowded. Total attendance m 

1967 was almost 630,000. 

SECTION 2 

PRINCIPLES AND STANDARDS FOR OPEN SPACE DEVELOPMENT 

Listed below and in Appendix A are suggested principles and standards for the 

development of open space in the LMCOG region. The principles act as guidehnes in 

making pohcy determinations and, ideally, can be apphed to a variety of 

circumstances which require decisions. Standards are utilized to measure or gauge 

development and usuaUy indicate minimum, rather than optimum, conditions. 

Standards are designed so that, if adhered to, community and regional goals will 

more likely be attained. 

Principles 

1. A system of parks and recreational facilities should be provided with sufficient 

diversity in service characteristics to serve a population of varied ages, needs, and 

interests. 

2. For maximum benefit and economy, playgrounds and playfields should be 

provided in a common location with schools in order to promote joint use of 

facilities, 

3. Recreation areas should be provided on land which is topographically and 

geographically suitable for the purpose it is to serve. 

4. Provide recreation areas in locations having safe and convenient access. 

5. Retain natural beauty by landscaping and systematically replanting trees and 

shrubbery along parkways, in traffic islands and on smaU public plots. 
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6. Reserve areas of natural terrain and vegetation sufficient to preserve an overall 

open character while permitting reasonable development of private lands. 

7. Create an attractive and varied approach along major highways for those traveling 

to and through the region. 

8. Preserve streams and streamsides as scenic open spaces, utilizing such areas for 

parks and recreation purposes where physically and economically feasible. 

9. Design "greenways" to insulate residential areas and to provide buffers between 

incompatible uses. 

10. Establish open space areas to circumvent development in unsafe or undesirable 

portions of the County, such as floodable areas and airport approach and take-off 

zones. 

11. Where possible, utilize open space land to serve several functions, e.g. recreational, 

scenic and flood plains. 

Standards 

The standards shown in Table 1 are adapted from those of the City of Lubbock. The 

City's 1985 Master Plan for parks and recreation includes an excellent set of 

standards for facility requirements and these standards, along with a listing of the 

facilities that belong in each type of park, are included in Appendix A. 

Standards for passive types of open space cannot be as firmly established since space 

and location requirements will be dictated by the function of the open space and by 

physical land characteristics such as topography, soils, vegetation, and adjacent land 

use. In general, open space should be provided in a sufficient amount and in the 

proper location to abide by the aforementioned principles for open space 

development. 
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Open space land use to prevent development in floodable areas will need to be 

estabhshed on the basis of an engineering calculation of flooding potential, while the 

requirements for open space land in airport hazard areas will vary with the 

characteristics of the individual airport and the air traffic it handles. 

The width of greenbelts or greenways used as buffers depends on the areas to be 

separated. In addition, if greenbelts are designed to link schools and parks and 

recreation areas, they can provide safe pedestrian pathways, as well as horse and 

bicycle riding trails. 

TABLE 1 

Size and Location Standards for 

Park and Recreation Areas 

Type 

Sub-neighborhood 

Neighborhood 

Playfield 

Size 

1-2 acres 
(1 acre/1000 pop.) 

3-15 acres 
(2acres/1000pop.if 
combined w/ school; 3 
acres/1000 pop. if not 

15-25 acres 
(0.5 acres/1000 pop.) 

Service Area 

Subdivision 
(Yx mile radius) 

Neighborhood 
(Vi mile radius) 

Several neighbor
hoods (one mile 
radius) 

Community 

Large Park 

Total Parks 

15-100 acres 
(2 acres/1000 pop.) 
often includes playfield 

100 acres minimum 
(5.0 acres/1000 pop.) 

10 acres/1000 pop. 

Several neighbor
hoods (one mile 
radius) 

Entire urban 
area 
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SECTION 111 

ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Since adequacy of open space land for parks and recreation is normally measured by 

standards based on the amount of population to be served (see Section II), analysis 

of existing and future requirements should be made in light of population estimates 

and projections. Table 2 indicates the projected population for the LMCOG region 

through the year 1990. 

Populttion 

LMCOG Ar«a 

City of Lubbock 

City of Slaton 

City of Abtmathy 

City of Idalou 

Qty of Wolfforth 

City of Shallowater 

Co—unity of New Deal 

Other County Unincorporated 

TABLE 2 

POPULATION PROJECTIGNS FOR 

1970 

209,800 

160,000 

7.600 

3,250 

1,450 

1,200 

1,450 

450 

>ated 14,400 

1975 

232,750 

201,000 

8,200 

3,450 

1,750 

2,200 

1,600 

550 

14,000 

LHCOG AREA 

1980 

260,420 

227,000 

8,900 

3,650 

2,100 

2,680 

1,800 

700 

13,600 

1985 

292,800 

258,000 

9,700 

3,900 

2,400 

3,250 

2,000 

850 

12,700 

1990 

331,950 

295,000 

10,800 

4,200 

2,850 

4,000 

2,300 

1,000 

11,800 

2000 

412,650 

371,000 

13,000 

4,600 

3,750 

5,200 

2,500 

1,600 

11,000 

The above figures were adapted from projections by the Planning Department of the 

City of Lubbock, the Texas Water Development Board and the Bureau of Business 

Research, University of Texas at Austin. These figures are conservative and will 

likely require upward revision with arrival of import water to the South Plains. Thus, 

requirements based on such projections should be considered as minimum. 
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Based on an estimated current populafion of 174,499, the Parks and Recreation 

Master Plan for the City of Lubbock indicates that Lubbock's 1968 inventory of 

park land was deficient by more than 250 acres. It can be seen from Table 3, below, 

that the greatest needs are in special areas and in neighborhood parks. Special areas 

include facilities such as those at Clapp Park, and the Auditorium-Coliseum grounds 

and ornamental sites such as Tech Terrace and boulevard medians. Large parks are 

the only type of park facility not considered at present to be deficient in size; 

however about 500 acres of the total shown as existing is presently considered 

undeveloped. 

TABLE 3 

PARK LAND INVENTORY 
CITY OF LUBBOCK, 1968 

Facility 
Type 

Neighborhood Parks 

Playfields 

Community Parks 

Large Parks 

Special Areas 

Total 

Source: Parks and 

Existing 
Acreage 

197.8 

83.0 

243.0 

1,050.0 

130.7 

1,704.5 

Recreation Mast 
Lubbock, Texas 

Recommended 
Acreage 

340.0 

85.0 

340.0 

850.0 

340.0 

1,955.0 

:er Plan, 1985, 

Surplus or 
Deficiency 

- 142.2 

2.0 

- 97.0 

+ 200.0 

- 209.3 

- 250.0 

The most crucial deficiencies in volume of park land occur in the south and west 

portions of Lubbock. All areas of the City, however, are considered deficient in the 

amount of acreage devoted to neighborhood parks. Only the north and southeast 

portions of Lubbock have enough land in playfields and only the northeast and cast 

sections meet the standards for land in community parks. The greatest single need is 

for a large park to serve the southern and western portions of the city. 
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The Lubbock plan proposes an additional 2,210 acres of park land. This includes 30 

additional neighborhood parks containing 340 acres, five additional playfields 

containing 100 acres , and five new community parks containing 470 acres. The 

remaining 1,290 acres are in large parks and include one new site and additions to 

the two existing sites. The new site is proposed for a southwest Lubbock location, 

while the additions will include land adjacent to a chain of lakes which has been 

proposed through Yellow House Canyon. 

The County park in Slaton acts both as a community park for the entire City and as 

a neighborhood park for the western portions. Its 10.6 acres, however, leave it short 

of the 14 acres that would be required on the basis of two acres per 1,000 

population. In addition, its location hampers pedestrian accessibility both by reason 

of distance from some parts of the city and by necessitating the crossing of major 

streets. While the grounds of the Junior High School and the East Ward Elementary 

School serve somewhat to alleviate the shortage of park land to serve the existing 

population, two parks are proposed to fully meet the present need. 

The first proposed is for a neighborhood park of approximately five to ten acres in 

eastern Slaton. Residents in this portion of the City have the farthest to travel to 

reach the existing park, and yet probably have the most critical need for recreational 

facilities and the environmental beautification usually provided by a park. 

Utilitization of the playa lake on Division Street as the core of this park would 

provide the best location for convenience and potential amenities. If this area is 

utilized, however, the developed park land required should be added to the water 

area of the playa lake to determine the total land area required. 

The second proposal is for a sub-neighborhood park of two or three acres in the 

residential area south of Division Street and west of 9th Street. While homes in this 

section are closer to the existing park, the use of the park and of the playground of 

the West Ward Elementary School requires children to cross Division Street. 

Although the Junior High School is in this area, there is still a lack of facihties 

especially provided for pre-school children. Ideally this sub-neighborhood park 

would, for maximum convenience, be located near the center of the southwest 
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portion of the City and away from more heavily traveled streets. 

To serve the anticipated 1990 population, Slaton's most critical need will be for 

expansion of community park grounds and for provision of additional neighborhood 

parks, probably in the northwest portion of the City. Community park land for 

Slaton 20 years from now should comprise at least 20 to 25 acres. The ideal solution 

would be to concentrate this land on one site by expanding the existing park. This 

has the advantage of avoiding the necessity of duphcating or separating those 

facihties which serve the entire community. If it is not possible to expand the 

present site, however, then an additional site of approximately ten to twelve acres 

should be acquired. It is recommended that any alternate site contain a playa lake 

and further that it be located in the eastern or southeastern portions of the city. The 

best alternate site for a community park would probably be that site recommended 

earlier as a neighborhood park on Division Street. 

As residential development in Slaton is presently extending to the northwest, it is 

probably this area that will have the greatest need for an additional neighborhood 

park. Efforts should be made to locate such a park adjacent to any elementary 

schools that may be proposed for this area. Assuming such a location will be to the 

east of US 84, residential development of any significant size to the west of US 84 

will require provision of a small sub-neighborhood park of one to two acres. 

As the City of Slaton is undertaking the preparation of a comprehensive plan, it is 

not unlikely that the above proposals will be refined or even altered on the basis of 

the more detailed studies involved. It is not expected, however, that such studies 

would change significantly the concepts and basic considerations included in these 

recommendations. 

Although the City of Wolfforth is expected to be one of the fastest growing in the 

Lubbock metropohtan area, it presently has one of the smallest amounts of park 

land available for use by its citizens The 1-̂ 2 acre site devoted to a ball diamond does 

have the advantage of being located adjacent to the elementary school and, thus, 

there is the opportunity for joint use of playground equipment. However, this site is 
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at the northeast end of the City while most of the newer homes are being 

constructed to the southwest. 

Tlie most critical open space need for Wolfforth is for a site large enough, and with 

the proper facilities, to serve as a community park. To serve the population 

projected to the year 1990, a land area of at least eight to ten acres will be required. 

The most critical factor in selecting a specific location for such a park will be to 

avoid the necessity of children crossing the highway or the railroad. The most ideal 

location would be somewhere adjacent to and north of US 62-82. This would make 

the park accessible to most of the citizens, and has the added advantage of 

presenting a pleasant picture of Wolfforth to travelers driving through. It is 

recognized, however, that land with frontage on a major US highway is likely to be 

expensive. 

Additional needs for Wolfforth include a site of about one acre to contain 

playground equipment and to be located in the southwest portion of the City. If, in 

the future, intense residential development should take place south of the highway, 

a similar playground facility will be required for use by children in such areas. 

The 6-acre park site in Idalou meets the criteria for size and facilities for a 

community park and will probably be adequate to serve the population projected 

through the year 1990. The nearby combined school facilities provide additional 

space for playgrounds and playfields. Both the community park and the school 

grounds have an added advantage of being in a relatively central location and neither 

require pedestrians to cross a major highway. 

Tlie most important need in Idalou is for a small tot-lot or sub-neighborhood park 

providing playground equipment and intended for use solely by pre-school children 

in the western portion of the city where most of the newer development is taking 

place. Additional residential development in other portions of the City (probably 

southwest) will also require such a facihty, with the site size being dependent on the 

extent of residential development. 
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In Shallowater, the five-acre site adjacent to the City Hall is of sufficient size to 

serve the existing and projecting population and is equally accessible to most of the 

community. The school grounds in the northeast part of Shallowater are adequate in 

size and location to serve as a neighborhood playground. 

As residential development takes place to the east in ShaUowater, a small tot-lot or 

sub-neighborhood park will probably be required by reason of distance from existing 

park facilities. In addition, any intensive development to the north may also require 

a small playground to avoid small children having to cross F.M. 1294. 

Abernathy is the third largest of the member municipahties and yet its park facihties 

are limited to a ball park on a site of about one-half acre in the southern portion of 

the city and the school playgrounds in the central portion. There is no existing site 

which could be considered a community park. 

To serve the present and future needs of the City of Abernathy, a site of at least ten 

acres is recommended for use as a community park. Consideration should be given 

to the possible development of the playa lake west of the school grounds for this 

purpose. Its proximity to the school offers the opportunity of joint facility usage 

and its location is of maximum convenience to the entire City. Playa lakes form the 

nucleus of many attractive park sites within the City of Lubbock. Frequently, too, 

their nature is such that they are unsuitable for other types of development and are 

limited in their possibilities for agricultural production. 

Regional Open Space 

The most important item to be considered in development of a plan for regional 

open space is a project presently under consideration by the City of Lubbock for the 

development of Yellow House Canyon. This project, originally conceived of by the 

City of Lubbock's Planning Department, is presently being studied as to feasibility 

by a consulting engineering firm working through a contract with Lubbock. 

The project contemplates the creafion of a series of eight lakes which, along with 
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presently existing Buffalo Springs Lake, would result in a ^'string of lakes" extending 

trom north of Lubbock to the southeast portion of Lubbock County. The key 

feature of this string of lakes would be a recirculation system and establishment of 

appropriate treatment plants and processes for the reclaiming and reuse of waste 

waters, as has been done in Santee, California and Tucson, Arizona. 

While concern for presently declining water resources was probably the factor which 

prompted conceptualization of this project, of the seven stated purposes contained 

in the report, An Expanding Lubbock; Reclaimed Water for a Growing City, three 

relate directly to open space. Those purposes include: water for irrigation of open 

space: upgrading and beautifymg Yellow House Canyon; and providing needed 

recreational facihties. The report, prepared by the Lubbock Planning Department, 

indicates that the average value which can be expected to be added to the economy 

of the Lubbock region by the use of water for recreational purposes is around $250 

per acre-foot. Records show that Lubbock's two existing reclamation plants yielded 

15,419 acre-feet of reclaimed waste water in 1966; the use of this water for 

recreational purposes could be estimated to have been worth almost $4,000,000 per 

year to the regional economy. This is about five times the amount which would be 

added by the use of a similar amount of water for irrigation purposes. 

One of the most important factors for consideration in the determination of land to 

be utilized for open space purposes is the preservation of unique natural features. 

This is especially important in the South Plains where the flat terrain results in a lack 

of topographic and visual variation. The most striking features in the Lubbock 

Metropohtan Area are the occasional playa lakes and the Yellow House Canyon. 

While, as previously mentioned, the playa lakes are often utilized as the core of 

neighborhood or community parks, the YeUow House Canyon has been vastly 

under-utihzed in comparison to its potential. 

At present, the canyon area is frequently used as a site for obnoxious uses. Included 

in the canyon at present are sites for industrial waste storage, junk car lots, and even 

a garbage dump. The two most outstanding exceptions to this pattern of use are 

Mackenzie State Park and Buffalo Springs Lake, which are the major recreational 
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attractions of the County. 

The first six of the string of lakes will probably lie entirely within the city limits of 

the City of Lubbock and thus would probably be more properly considered as 

municipal facilities. In addition to their role in the water reclamation process, the 

lakes are expected to provide for boating, fishing, and other types of water 

recreation (although the fish from some of the lakes probably should not be eaten). 

In addition, the land adjacent to the lakes is anticipated to be used for parks and 

playgrounds as well as providing scenic sites for offices and certain industrial 

buildings. Supplemental reports on the project show that lakes 1 through 4 will range 

from ten to thirty acres with a combined volume of 700 acre-feet. These four lakes, 

and appropriately developed adjacent land, would extend approximately from 

Comanche Canyon Park to Mackenzie State Park and would thus act as a Unk 

between these two major recreational facilities. Lakes 5 and 6 would be within the 

eastern part of the City and contain 100 acres (2,200 acre-feet) and 70 acres (1,452 

acre-feet), respectively. Lake 5 would probably extend into the southern portion of 

Mackenzie State Park. 

Lakes 7 and 8 are outside of the City of Lubbock and will have the greatest volume 

of water as well as requiring the greatest amount of land. Lake 7 is betwen Loop 289 

and Buffalo Springs Lake and will probably require 870 acres or 24,434 acre-feet. 

Lake 8 will be below Lake Ransom Canyon on the Yellow House River and its 

surface area is tentatively estimated at 2,000 acres with a volume of 44,638 

acre-feet. For comparative purposes, it is noted that Buffalo Springs Lake has a 

surface area of 225 acres. 

The importance of Lake 7 and 8 (especially Lake 8) as the basis for a major 

recreational facihty to serve not only Lubbock County but also a large South Plains 

region surrounding the County, has been amply stressed by the Lubbock Planning 

Department's Yellow House Canyon Project reports. It has been noted, for instance, 

that the City of Lubbock has one of the highest number of boats per capita of any 

City in the Nation. Yet a study of ten major inland Texas cities revealed that 

Lubbock has a total of only 2,033 surface acres of water available for recreational 
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purposes within a one-hour drive This is a ratio of 0.015 surface acres per person, 

lowest of any of the ten cities studied. 

It is strongly recommended that the Lubbock Metropolitan Council of Governments 

encourage and participate in the futher development of the Yellow House Canyon 

project This project has several important regional imphcations. First, as a major 

recreational area it can be expected to attract people from the entire South Plains 

region. Second, silting and other implications of erecting dams in the canyon will 

require appropriate soil conservation measures in upstream counties. Third, the role 

of the Ogallala formation as a common undergound reservoir, serving all of the 

South Plains area, serves to render as beneficial to the entne region the efforts of 

any city to solve its water needs by methods other than increased withdrawal from 

the aquifer. 

The above recommendation and a map depicting the open space plan for the 

Lubbock Metropohtan Area are based upon the assumption that the project as 

conceived by the Lubbock Planning Department will be determined to be feasible at 

least in concept with only minor modification, if any If, however, this water 

reclamation project is determined not to be economically feasible, the 

recommendation still holds that the Yellow House Canyon should be reserved as 

open space. In any event, the area should be developed for recreational purposes (by 

the State of Texas if necessary to obtain adequate funds). 

A further County-wide need for open space and beautification exists in the vicinity 

of the US and State highways which carry major traffic loads to and through 

Lubbock County. The view of the surrounding road-side from these highways 

normally leaves a deep impression on anyone who is seeing Lubbock County for the 

first time. The cotton fields in bloom can be very interesting, but occasional clusters 

of trees, either in the median area or along the edge of roadways, as can be found 

along US 62-82 east of Idalou, do much to provide variety and give emphasis to the 

surrounding fields. 

Requirements by the Bureau of Pubhc Roads that trees and other obstacles not be 
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located within medians or on roadway edges in such a manner that they might 

present a hazard to traffic may require that tree clusters not be located within the 

right-of-way. In addition, it is recognized that in many instances the presence of 

trees could hinder the operation of farm equipment. Thus, it is likely to prove that 

the ideal solution would be the acquisition or other preservation of occasional open 

space areas of a size somewhat larger than that normally devoted to roadside parks. 

In addition to tree clusters, other forms of vegetation such as flowers or shrubs can 

be provided with less traffic hazard potential. Multi-flora rose bushes have been 

proved to have high energy-absorbing potential and thus are considered as beneficial 

to traffic safety. 

Preservation of open space land, adjacent to these highways and at the edges of the 

various municipalities, can serve as an attractive entrance and prevent the 

development of "road-stands" and other similar uses which hamper traffic and leave 

a bad impression on travelers. 

It is recommended that large areas of open space be reserved at the main approaches 

to the City of Lubbock. This has the effect of modifying the traditional greenbelt 

approach which would normally encircle the central city of a metropolitan area. 

Instead, open space efforts are concentrated in areas where it can be anticipated that 

they will have the greatest utilization, both active and passive. There is some 

potential for open space land around the northwest approach of the City of 

Lubbock to serve also as an extension of Comanche Canyon Park. Similarly, a large 

park, as proposed in the City of Lubbock's Parks and Recreation Plan for the 

southwest portion of the City, could extend to US 62-82. Such open space could 

also serve to preserve the identity of the Cities of Wolfforth and Lubbock in this 

area of rapidly expanding residential growth. There are no other areas in the County 

which are anticipated to requhe such delineation between communities by the year 

1990. 

Costs required for implementation of this Open Space Plan will be dependent upon 

the specific locations selected and the extent of development involved. Land for 
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open space is assumed to cost from $500 to $2,000 per acre, although land in choice 

urban sites or which is highly productive for agricultural purposes may exceed this 

range. 

Park development often requires expenditures of $80,000 to $100,000 for a ten-acre 

park with full facilities; combining parks with schools can reduce expenditures to a 

range of from $30,000 to $50,000 through joint utilization of facihties and 

equipment. It should be noted that the condition of the site will determine the 

amount of landscaping and grading required and may result in costs exceeding those 

herein indicated. 

Based on the above considerations, estimates have been derived of the approximate 

range of expenditures required for the acquisition and development of open space 

land. 

Project 

Yellow House Canyon 

Community Park (Slaton) 

Community Park (Abernathy) 

Community Park (Wolfforth) 

Community and Large Parks 

(Lubbock) 

Other Regional Open Space 

(includes Greenbelt) 

Approximate Cost 

$ 20 miUion 

100,000- 150,000 

70,000- 100,000 

50,000- 80,00 

5- 8 million 

6-10 million* 

* Acquisition cost; for less expensive means of obtaining 

regional open space, see Section IV - Plan Implementation. 
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Summary of Recommendations 

The list below represents a summary of the recommendations as contained in the 

foregoing analysis. These recommendations refer to pohcy as well as making specific 

proposals for open space and recreational land, 

1. Promote and participate in the development of the Yellow House Canyon Project 

to fulfill regional open space needs, especially recreational and scenic. 

2. Continue and extend the use of playa lakes as the core of recreational areas such 

as community and large parks. 

3. Provide for tree plantings and other beautification in median areas and along the 

edge of roadways, as permitted by local. State, and Federal requirements. 

4. Explore the possibility of utilizing as open space land areas not suited for other 

types of development; abandoned railroad rights-of-way can be used as hiking and 

riding trails, and sanitary land fills have been used to create amphitheaters and slopes 

for soap-box derbies, 

5. Open space land for the City of Lubbock should be provided in accordance with 

the Parks and Recreation Master Plan prepared by the Lubbock Departments of 

Parks & Recreation and Planning; of particular importance is the development of a 

large park containing golf facilities in the southwest portion of the City. 

6. Provide community parks to serve the Cities of Wolfforth and Abernathy. The 

Abernathy community park should be adjacent to the school grounds, using and 

developing the playa lake west of the school as the core of this park if possible. The 

Wolfforth community park should be adjacent to and on the north side of US 62-82. 

7. Provide a second park facility for the City of Slaton: this facility should be in the 

eastern section, preferably in the vicinity of a playa lake. The site size should be 

large enough so that this park might serve as a community park if the existing park 
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facility cannot be expanded to meet future needs. 

8. Provide a tot-lot or sub-neighborhood park in the western portion of Idalou; 

anticipate the need for such a park facility in the newly developing residential 

sections of Shallowater. 

9. Explore the possibility of a cooperative arrangement between Lubbock County 

and all cities in the County for the conducting of recreational programs. The 

development of the Yellow House Canyon project, or other such regional open space 

facility, should prompt the exploration of economies which might be derived from 

joint City-County programs for park maintenance and land acquisition. 

10. Acquire or otherwise preserve large open space areas at the major highway 

entrances to the City of Lubbock. The selection of specific sites and determination 

of the extent of development should be made with the possibility in mind of 

eventually utilizing such spaces as a part of greenbelt surrounding the central city 

and acting to discourage urban sprawl, maintain identity between cities, and provide 

conveniently accessible open space and recreational facilities. 
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SECTION IV 

PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 

There are many methods of acquiring or otherwise preserving open space land. The 

particular method to use will depend on the anticipated function of the open space 

and on the availability of monetary resources. 

The most prevalent method is outright purchase by governmental units through 

either negotiation or condemnation. Acquisition of fee simple titie in such land has 

the advantage of assuring full public control, but is sometunes criticized for 

removing property from the tax roll. It can be pointed out, however, that such 

action will have the effect of raising the value, and thus the taxes, of adjacent 

property. In addition, if the land were developed for residential purposes, it would 

require additional governmental expenses to service it. 

Negotiation is usuahy the most expensive means of acquiring open space. It is often 

preferred, however, in order to avoid the necessity of exercising the public's power 

of eminent domain. Two variations of this method which tend to ease the financial 

burden are installment buying and advance acquisition. Installment buying involves 

the negotiation of a price per acre for an entire tract of open space land, with the 

government purchasing a set number of acres per year until the entire tract is 

purchased. The full site is removed from the tax roUs when the agreement is signed. 

This has the advantage to the governmental unit of spreading the cost over a number 

of years and to the owner, who continues to receive income on his land, of holding 

his capital-gains taxes to a minimum. Advance acquisition involves buying land, 

based on a plan, weH in advance of actual need. Thus, the governmental unit is often 

able to buy at lower prices or before choice locations are taken. This has proved to 

be economical and also allows flexibility since if the land does not prove to be 

needed, it can be used for another public purpose, resold or even exchanged. A 

further variation of negotiated acquisition is ''purchase-and-lease-back'\ In such 

cases, the governmental unit acquires full title to the land and then leases it back, 

subject to certain restrictions, to the original land owner: in this way the land owner 
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is freed from paying property taxes and the governmental unit has achieved a degree 

of regulation over the use of the land at a nominal cost. 

Occasionally, public bodies have found it necessary to acquire open space or park 

land through condemnation under the law of eminent domain. This should only be 

used, however, when the need is for a specific piece of land. Condemnation 

proceedings often result in bad pubhcity and resentment on the part of the property 

owner: expenditures often exceed those which would have been required for 

negotiated purchase. 

Receipt of open-space land through private donation has always been fairly common 

and involves no direct cost to the taxpayer. Active campaigns to create an awareness 

on the part of potential donors of possible tax benefits to be derived have proved 

fruitful for many cities. The only consideration involved in the acceptance of such 

land involves the size and location of the site. It may prove to be inaccessible or 

inappropriately located and thus have marginal pubhc benefit. In addition, the 

character of the site may require maintenance costs which are prohibitive. 

Land use regulation is another means of assuring the provision of open space. 

Through use and density regulation, zoning ordinances can be fashioned to 

encourage clustering and other imaginative variations of residential subdivision 

planning which would create permanent open space areas. Zoning has also been used 

to prevent development in flood plain areas in the interest of public safety. Another 

effective device is agricultural zoning. This keeps the tax assessment on agricultural 

land lower than if it were assessed on the basis of its potential for development. If 

such zoning is made at the farmer's request, if incompatible uses are introduced, the 

owner must then pay back taxes on the basis of the assessment rate. 

Governmental units also have the authority to require a developer to dedicate a 

certain portion of land for park sites. Such required dedication is based on similar 

regulations which require dedication of areas for streets, schools, and other pubhc 

uses needed to service the area of new development. Theoretically, open space 

dedication is justified on the basis that it increases the value of neighboring land. 
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Dedications are usuaUy requhed in the amount of about five percent of the total 

land to be developed, but requhes careful control; the five percent may end up 

consistmg of scattered sites which are too smaU for economical or efficient 

maintenance and development or have inappropriate land or inaccessible locations, 

Ordmances pertainmg to land dedication should indicate the amount, location and 

degree of improvement of open space land. An alternative method is to require cash 

payments in lieu of land dedication; this money would then be used to buy park 

sites in or adjacent to the assessed subdivision. 

Tax-delinquent land can frequently be obtamed for open space purposes. Such land 

is usually ih-kept and is located in the densely populated areas where it is most 

needed. Normahy, such land is very inexpensive and may even be obtained m lieu of 

tax payment. UsuaUy such land is in smaU tracts and thus is suitable for smaU parks 

or formal gardens. 

A method of acquiring open space that has been widely advocated but is presently 

limited in use is the acquisition of easements. One type involves the acquisition of 

right-of-way which would allow public access to private land. This is often fairly 

expensive, however. The second type of easement is for scenic or conservation 

purposes; in such cases, the governmental agency in effect pays the land owner to 

retain his land in an undeveloped state. This method is often used in controUing the 

erection of bUlboards. 
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SECTION V 

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

The Federal government has several programs for the provision of monetary and 

technical assistance to local units of government for the acquisition of open space 

and recreational land. Such assistance may be in the form of grants or loans, and the 

various programs include: education and training, research, planning, site 

acquisition, and development and operations. Indicated below are several of the 

more important programs which have direct implications for providing open space. 

Open Space Land 

Tliis is a program for the acquisition, development and preservation of open space 

land for permanent pubhc use. Its purpose is to help prevent urban sprawl and the 

spread of bhght and also to provide recreation, conservation and scenic areas. 

Assistance is in the form of a 50 percent matching grant, with grants of up to 90 

percent avaUable for projects that demonstrate improved methods of preserving 

urban open space. 

Grants may be used to obtain the title or other permanent interest in open land, or 

in developed land in built-up areas (to be cleared and used for open space) or in 

areas where open space cannot effectively be provided through the use of existing 

undeveloped land In addition, grant funds may be used for the development of 

open space land acquired under this program. Items ehgible as part of development 

include basic sanitary facUities, paths, walks, landscaping, and shelters. Items such as 

docks, amphitheaters, swimming pools, and golf courses are not included. 

This program is funded by the Department of Housing and Urban Development 

(HUD) and is for the carrying out of a program which is a part of a comprehensive 

area development plan for open space. 
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Urban Beautification 

This program is also funded by HUD and consists of grants to be used for park 

development, upgrading and improvement of pubhc areas, street unprovements, and 

activities on behalf of the arts. 

Grants are for up to 50 percent of the cost of the approved increases in programs of 

urban beautification activities as compared to "normal" expenditures for 

comparable activities. In addition, projects which have special value in developing 

and demonstrating improved methods and materials may be eligible for grants of up 

to 90 percent. 

Specific items which may be covered under this program include basic water and 

sanitary facilities, paths and walks, landscaping, shelters, recreation equipment, 

street lighting, benches, tree planting, and facilities for outdoor exhibits. 

Financial Assistance to SmaU Towns and Rural Groups 

This program provides l^ans to pubhc or quasi-pubhc bodies for the establishment of 

recreational facilities which serve residents of open country and rural towns and 

vUlages of up to 5,500 when not a part of an urban area. 

This program is administered by the Farmers Home Administration, US Department 

of Agriculture. 

Neighborhood FacUities 

Grants of up to two-thirds of the development cost may be provided to local public 

bodies for the estabhshment of a neighborhood recreational center. The facility can 

include either new construction or expansion, acquisition or rehabilitation of 

existing structures, and must provide new services or extend or improve existing 

services within a neighborhood. 
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To be eligible, the facility must be determined to be needed to carry out a 

recreational program in the area to be consistent with comprehensive planning for 

development of the area, and be so located as to be avaUable to a significant 

proportion of the area's low or moderate income residents. This program is funded 

through HUD 

Outdoor Recreation Technical Assistance 

This is a program of the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, Department of the Interior, 

and provides technical assistance and advice covering planning, financing, and 

facUity development for outdoor recreation. 

Cropland Adjustment Program 

Under this program, the Department of Agriculture makes adjustment payments to 

farmers who divert their cropland to conservation uses for periods of five to ten 

years. If participants also permit free pubhc access to their land for fishing, hunting, 

hiking, and trapping, they receive an additional per-acre payment. Another feature 

of the program calls for the Department of Agriculture to share the cost with local 

governmental agencies of establishing conservation practices on non-farm cropland 

for the preservation of open spaces and natural beauty. 

Under the "Greenspan" provisions of this program, financial assistance is avaUable to 

local units of government for the acquisition of cropland for the preservation of 

open spaces and natural beauty and for the development of recreational facUities. 

Also avaUable is cost-share aid in estabhshing land conservation practices that wUl 

estabhsh, protect and conserve such areas. 

To date, Congress has not funded this program. 

Advance Acquisition of Land 

This is a HUD program by which grants are made to cover the interest charges on 
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locally borrowed funds for the purpose of purchasing land up to five years in 

advance of proposed construction of public works and facUities, 

Outdoor Recreation Assistance 

This program is funded through the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, Department of 

the Interior, and involves financial grants for acquisition and development of 

projects for outdoor recreation. Given priority are projects that serve urban 

populations and the public at large, projects for basic rather than elaborate facilities 

and projects for which no other funds are avaUable. In addition, projects furnishing a 

broad range of outdoor recreation uses and experiences are preferred. 

Approved projects include multi-purpose metropohtan parks, urban playgrounds, 

golf courses, swimming pools, hiking and bicycling paths, nature interpretation 

areas, fishing piers, marinas and boat launching ramps. 

Grants are made on a 50-50 matching basis and must be in accordance with and 

meet the high-priority needs identified in the State Outdoor Recreation 

Plan, 
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APPENDIX A 

RECREATIONAL FACILITIES STANDARDS 

The material contained within this Appendix hsts the recreational facihties that 

should normally be found within the various park types as listed in Sections I and II. 

Also indicated is a description of each facUity type and information useful in 

determining the need and proper location of such facUities, These standards are 

taken from the Parks and Recreation Master Plan 1968, City of Lubbock, where it is 

cautioned that they are to be used as guidelines or yardsticks, and not as 

hard-and-fast rules. 

The standards are considered minimum and should be reappraised from time to 

time, adjustments being made when necessary. 

Tlie principal facihties which would ideally be found in each type of park are 

described as foUows: 

1. Neighborhood Park 

a. Surfaced area for court games 

b. Wading or spray pool 

c. Open field area for footbaU, softbaU, etc, 

d. Shelter for summer playground program 

e. Play apparatus 

f. Landscape planting 

g. Croquet court 

2. Playfield 

a. SoftbaU diamonds 

b. Football fields 

c. BasebaU diamonds 

d. VoUeybaU courts 

e. Tennis courts 

f. Handball courts 
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g. Shuffleboard courts 

h. Croquet courts 

i. Basketball courts 

3. Community Parks 

a. Swimming pools 

b. Lake area 

c. Athletic fields 

d. Playground 

e. Picnicking 

f Community center and/or party house buUdings 

4. Large Park 

a„ Golf course 

b. Swimming pool 

c. Athletic field 

d. Amusement parks 

e. Picnicking 

f Camping (both tent and traUer) 

g. Water area 

h. Party house 

i. Park maintenance shop 

j . Special displays or exhibits 

Indicated below is a general description, including site and location standards, of 

various recreational facilities: 

Golf Courses 

An 18-hole course should contain no less than 110 acres and the ideal size is about 

150 acres. The course should be able to accommodate from 500 to 550 players per 

day. Concession and pro shop facUities should be provided for the convenience and 

control of the players. The layout of the course should be challenging for the 

average golfer, and made interesting through variations in the length of holes, the 

width of fairways, introduction of hazards and the utUization of topography and 

35 



tree growth. 

Tennis Courts, Outdoor Basketball, and other Court Sports 

A multi-purpose slab provided for use of those playing basketbaU, tennis, volleyball, 

and other court sports. One of these slabs should be provided in each neighborhood 

park area. The slab should be equipped with the necessary nets and goals. 

Baseball Diamonds 

One regulation diamond per 30,000 people, one junior diamond per 3,000 of age 5 

to 14 years, and one softbaU diamond per 10,000 people is recommended. These 

diamonds include fencing, prepared baselines, backstops, and movable bleacher type 

seats. Combination pressbox and concession buUdings should be provided at those 

fields where league play is held. 

Community Swimming Pools 

A pool of no less than 4,500 square feet in water surface area, with a deck area of 

equal or greater size. The pool should provide both high and low diving boards and a 

variety of water depths so that aU age groups may be accommodated. Pools usually 

wUl be buUt in conjunction with community centers or party houses. 

The City presently operates five such pools, one of which is a heated pool. The 

recommended standard is one pool per 30,000 population. 

Picnic Areas 

Picnicking is one of the most popular types of famUy recreation activities in the 

Lubbock area. Cost and equipment are minimal and many areas are located within 

short driving distance of population areas. Within the City, people will travel an 

average distance of five mUes from home to a picnic area. IHcnic areas should have a 

maximum of eight units per acre, with each unit accommodating not more than 
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eight persons. The recommended standard is two acres of picnicking per 1,000 

population. 

Each picnic unit should have a table, seating, barbecue grill, and trash disposal 

facUities. 

Part of the areas designated for picnicking should be grass areas with large shade 

trees. These areas are to be used by those persons preferring to pitch a blanket on 

the ground. For this type of picnicking, only shade, grass, and trash facUities are 

needed. Picnic areas of this type are preferred due to ease of maintenance, low cost 

of development, and preference of the picnickers. 

Community Center BuUding 

This buUding is open to the people on a year-round basis for use of all ages. The 

program includes a wide variety of scheduled activities, as weU as unorganized 

activities such as table tennis, pool, etc. In a weU designed buUding the following 

elements should be included: 

a. Central office and lobby 

b. SmaU activity area 

c. Social hall 

d. Maintenance and custodial facUities 

e. Restrooms 

f. Meeting rooms 

g. Small concession area 

Lake Areas 

This standard is directed primarily toward smaller lakes (5 to 50 acres) within a city. 

One of these lake areas per 25,000 population of n^e percent instant capacity of the 

population should be provided. These small lakes should be stacked lor fishing and 
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have facilities for paddle boats, canoes, and sailboats where size will allow. No motor 

boats should be allowed on these small lakes. 

Because of the limited number of lakes and rivers in the Lubbock area, no standard 

for large lake facilities is established at this time. Due to the large percentage of 

boats per capita, a strong effort should be made to provide large water recreation 

facilities. 

Playgrounds 

This is an area for active recreation by chUdren from three to fourteen years old. 

The area is usually highly developed and contains play apparatus for children of all 

ages. The playground should be designed to stimulate the imagination of the chUd as 

well as help to develop his physical well-being. It is usually located within a 

neighborhood or community park. 

Summer Playground Shelter 

These small shelter buUdings are provided as a center for conducting the summer 

playground program. Within the buUding, restrooms, storage, and a shaded patio are 

provided for the summer program. 
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