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Urban parklands are well-documented as critical resources The Urban Parklands study is being conducted in two phases: a short-term pilot study which spanned the time period from August to The pilot study is an important preliminary step to the extensive,
that provide users with extensive benefits and protect open December, 2014, and a more extensive, longitudinal study culminating in July, 2017 (Table 1). The pilot study focused on the necessary longitudinal survey to ensure that a rigorous and reliable

spaces and natural habitat. The Baldwin Hills (BH) urban park development, testing, and revision of original park studies survey instruments - a Park Visitor Profile and a Visitors Count instrument, which instrument is developed. Following the pilot study, a longer, more
system serves residents of Culver City, Los Angeles, Inglewood, were approved by the LMU Institutional Review Board. The pilot study was focused on 6 heavily used parks/riverways within the BH (Fig. 1): comprehensive study will be implemented that will (i) capture a
local unincorporated counties, and the Larger Los Angeles (1) the Kenneth Hahn State Recreation Area (two locations), (ii) the Culver City Park, (iii) the Ladera Soccer Fields, (iv) the Norman O. much larger participant sample size which is key in obtaining
County, as well as tourists and visitors from other parts of the Houston Park, (v) the BH Scenic Overlook and, (vi) the Ballona Creek Bike Path. significant quantitative findings; (ii) collect data during two
region. This poster represents the pilot phase of an impending < Ten undergraduate research assistants (URAs) were recruited to support the research staff within CURes. All researchers, including the g!gerent sez_asonalkUme pom(tjs, ‘mpofffl".‘t for cdap_pgrlng temhporal
2-year comprehensive survey of BH park user experiences that URAs, were trained according to LMU’s Institutional Review Board (IRB) policies for social scientific research with human participants. ] erenhcctes N pat usha%g an abccte >>101 ];yjc an u(mzc.allow.t te ¢
aims to inform improvements to quality of urban recreational Following training and orientation, the URAs were assigned in pairs to each park and riverway site. For data collection, URAs intercepted Irqesea;fc] cam fno.utg ¢ me fe. v;gen tﬁ ° ?O = d] on POINES 10
spaces. The pilot study focused on 6 heavily used parks/ park visitors and invited them to participate in a short, in-person survey interview. ave SIS DPPOTEIATEY 1o FEVIEW TINCINSS Thiis Tar and pursue

riverways within the BH system. Ten undergraduate research additional lines of questioning.

assistants (URAs) were trained according to LMU’s Institutional
Review Board policies for human subjects research. URAs
visited each park and conducted user surveys that included

¢ URAs also strategically conducted visitor counts across each park and riverway site by counting the number of unique park visitors within
15 minute windows at two separate, highly populated locations in each park/riverway site. A total of 8 of these visitor counts (for fifteen
minutes each) were conducted at each of the two separate locations within each park/riverway site. Furthermore, 4 of these counts were
conducted during the morning and 4 of these counts were conducted during the afternoon/early evening.

Pilot results were presented at a December, 2014 Board meeting
of the Baldwin Hills Conservancy. Feedback from members was

the following: frequency of park use, demographics, park elicited at this time. A focus group of all research assistants was
activity engagement, park accessibility, and health/ ) I — ; Table 1. Overview of Data Collection for each study phase. also held to COll?Ct input from the field team on hOV‘{ to improve
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