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At its meeting calendared for February 15, 2018, the Four Mile Run Valley Working 

Group (“4MRVWG”) is scheduled to discuss draft “Design Guidelines for Parks” in the Four 

Mile Run Valley (DRAFT 02.09.18) (“Guidelines”).  Anticipating that discussion, I am 

commenting on the Guidelines. 

Capacity in Which Commenting 

I am commenting in my capacity as liaison from the Park & Recreation Commission 

(“PRC”) to the 4MRVWG.  My comments do not represent any position of the PRC.  At the 

appropriate point in the process, any comments on the Guidelines by the PRC will be submitted 

through its leadership. 

Executive Summary 

• The Guidelines struggle to accommodate the many desired park and recreational 

uses of Jennie Dean Park because they address solely the Park’s existing 

footprint.  Those uses and the desire for a larger park easily could be 

accommodated by agreeing to (i) use the five adjacent County-owned properties 

for their intended purposes and (ii) create an arts district on other properties. 
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• The Guidelines inappropriately and unwisely shortchange athletic courts in an 

updated Jennie Dean Park. 

• Adding one court and situating the courts as recommended in Design Options One 

and Two (as of December 5, 2017) would accomplish various worthwhile 

objectives.  The Guidelines’ proposal for athletic courts would accomplish none 

of those objectives.  

• Arlington County’s draft updated Public Spaces Master Plan recommends 

constructing additional public tennis courts in Arlington County.  The renovation 

of Jennie Dean Park presents an ideal opportunity to add one court in an area of 

the County needing more tennis courts. 

• Locating the athletic courts further north (just south of S. Four Mile Run Valley 

Drive) than in the Guidelines would enhance uninterrupted casual open space in 

Jennie Dean Park. 

• Multiple factors support increasing court capacity in Jennie Dean Park.  For 

example, interest in playing tennis in Arlington County is increasing.  The 

County’s burgeoning pickleball community desires additional opportunities to 

play pickleball on outdoor tennis courts.  These comments provide many 

additional reasons. 

• In order to accommodate various desired uses, the renovated Jennie Dean Park 

should provide a multi-use court adjacent to two additional courts. 

• Contiguous athletic courts (from west to east) in Jennie Dean Park should consist 

of two traditional tennis courts, one multi-use court, and one basketball court. 
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Source of the Challenge 

The Guidelines struggle to accommodate various desired park and recreational uses of a 

renovated Jennie Dean Park (“JDP”) largely because they solely address the Park’s current 

footprint.  In order to accommodate numerous activities and to enhance experiences of using 

JDP, Arlington County strategically has assembled five properties adjacent to JDP specifically to 

increase the park space: 

3660 S. 27th Street 

3600 S. Four Mile Run Drive 

3700 S. Four Mile Run Drive 

2654 S. Oakland Street 

3806 S. Four Mile Run Drive 

See the Park Master Plan for JDP in the current (2017-2026) Arlington County Capital 

Improvement Program (“CIP”), a markup of which accompanies these comments. 

The many desired park and recreational uses of JDP and the desire for a larger Park easily 

could be accommodated if the members of the 4MRVWG would agree to (i) use the five 

acquired properties for their intended purposes and (ii) create an arts districts on other properties. 

Absent such an agreement, these comments urge Arlington County to increase the 

capacity of athletic courts within the existing footprint of JDP. 

Guidelines Shortchange Athletic Courts  

The Guidelines inappropriately and unwisely shortchange athletic courts in an updated 

JDP. 
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Current Court Capacity 

Currently, JDP provides one basketball court and two tennis courts. 

Support for Increasing Court Capacity  

At more than one of its meetings, the 4MRVWG has discussed the benefits of increasing 

the capacity of athletic courts in JDP.  As recently as December 5, 2017, two of three design 

options would add to JDP a third tennis court.  Options One and Two (as then identified) would 

achieve four desirable objectives: 

• Expansion of athletic courts (additional courts) 

• Courts located away from stream/RPA 

• Athletic courts visibility (safety) 

• Courts reconstructed as part of Phase 1 

Option Three (as then identified) would accomplish none of those objectives. 

Accompanying these comments you will find relevant pages from the presentation:  Parks 

Master Plan:  Jennie Dean Park Alternatives Evaluation and Shirlington Park Final Concept 

(December 5, 2017). 

Response in Guidelines 

By proposing, essentially, Option Three (as of December 5, 2017), the Guidelines ignore 

all of those desirable objectives.  Under the Guidelines, JDP’s existing court capacity might be 

retained but would not be expanded. 

The Guidelines also propose to defer replacing the current court capacity to Phase 2 of 

renovating JDP.  This proposed sequencing elevates the risk that the existing courts will be 

demolished and never replaced, leaving JDP with no athletic courts. 



 

5 

 

Coordination with Four Mile Run Valley Policy Framework  

The same infirmities concerning athletic courts in JDP infect the draft Four Mile Run 

Valley Policy Framework (DRAFT 2.2.18).  Consequently, these comments also react to the 

draft Policy Framework.  However, I reserve my right separately to comment on any aspects of 

the draft Policy Framework including proposed designs for JDP. 

Multiple Reasons to Increase Court Capacity at JDP 

Dovetailing with a Plan for Our Places and Spaces (POPS)  

The draft updated Public Spaces Master Plan (Draft Dated June 30, 2017) ranks tennis as 

an activity having the second highest “market potential” in Arlington County, second only to 

yoga.  “Market Potential,” the Report explains, measures the likelihood that an adult resident of a 

particular location will participate in a particular activity when compared to the national average. 

The draft POPS Report also acknowledges that current tennis court capacity does not 

meet either current or projected needs of Arlington County residents.  The Report thus 

recommends constructing additional public tennis courts in the County.  Adding a tennis court to 

JDP would take a step toward implementing the POPS recommendation. 

Tennis Courts Underrepresented in the Area  

Tennis courts are underrepresented in South Arlington compared to the rest of the 

County.  The updating of JDP presents an ideal opportunity to add one tennis court.  One more 

tennis court would occupy merely 60 x 120 feet, a modest “investment” to enhance experiences 

of using JDP. 
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Benefits of Three vs. Two Tennis Courts  

Tennis professionals (including teaching professionals) report that having three 

contiguous tennis courts in a location significantly increases usage of the courts compared to 

only two contiguous courts.  I can document these impressions. 

Logical Siting of Courts 

The Guidelines propose to wedge JDP’s athletic courts into surrounding (and desirable) 

casual use open space.  Courts located as proposed would interrupt the natural flow of open 

space. 

It would make more sense to locate the courts further north, paralleling South Four Mile 

Run Drive.  This would provide uninterrupted open space beginning south of the relocated courts 

and continuing beyond.  Both Option 1 and Option 2 as of December 5, 2017 similarly would 

locate the courts further north, paralleling South Four Mile Run Drive. 

Compare Barcroft Park, where the tennis courts abut Four Mile Run Valley Drive.  I have 

never heard of any tennis players complaining about the courts’ location in that Park. 

However, the court capacity at JDP should be increased even if the courts must be sited 

as the Guidelines propose. 

Increasing Demand; Dwindling Supply 

Interest in playing tennis in Arlington County is increasing, including among young 

professionals and other young people.  Yet the capacity to meet this increasing demand has 

declined.  Since the 1990s, the number of public tennis courts in Arlington County has declined 

from 102 to 85.  Courts appear to have been lost mostly because, when parks were created or 

renovated, no one defended the tennis courts.  The 4MRVWG should not repeat that mistake in 



 

7 

 

JDP.  Adding a tennis court to JDP would take one small step toward balancing supply and 

demand. 

County Tennis Instructional Programs 

Arlington County through a contractor provides extensive tennis instructional 

programming including group lessons and clinics for citizens of all ages.  Increasing the capacity 

of tennis courts at JDP would enhance the County’s ability to offer this type of programming in 

the renovated Park without impeding unprogrammed tennis playing. 

Demands for Pickleball 

Interest in playing pickleball on outdoor tennis courts in Arlington County is rapidly 

increasing.  Representatives of the local pickleball community report that demand far exceeds 

capacity.  They have assured me they gratefully would use updated tennis courts in JDP. 

Concordance with ACTA Recommendations 

The Arlington County Tennis Association (“ACTA”) in October 2017 submitted 

recommendations to Arlington County for the next (FY 2019-2028) CIP.  ACTA recommended 

adding a third tennis court in JDP. 

Recommendation 

Perspective 

Although these comments advocate for the sport of tennis, I acknowledge that not all 

readers may care about tennis.  Some readers may prefer other court sports. 

Multi-Use Court 

Acknowledging those various interests, and seeking to achieve a “win-win” outcome for 

all involved, I propose that the renovated JDP provide a multi-use court adjacent to two 

traditional tennis courts.  In order to accommodate playing of tennis, the court would have the 
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regulation dimensions of a tennis court (60 x 120 feet), and posts for stringing a tennis net would 

be provided.  However, the court also could be striped to accommodate playing of pickleball.  

Basketball hoops could be erected at either end of the court, enabling the playing of either “full 

court” basketball or, alternatively, two half-court games on either side of the tennis net. 

Under this recommendation, contiguous athletic courts (from west to east) in JDP would 

consist of two traditional tennis courts, one multi-use court, and one basketball court. 

If, however, a multi-use court should prove infeasible, then a third traditional tennis court 

should be added to JDP.  The athletic courts in JDP then would consist of three tennis courts and 

one basketball court. 

Timing 

Consistent with Options One and Two as of December 5, 2017, the renovated athletic 

courts (including the proposed multi-use court) should be constructed during Phase 1 of 

renovating JDP. 

 

February 13, 2018       Michael J. Grace 
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