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	Instrument Purpose
	Evaluates parks, playgrounds, sports fields, aquatic facilities/pools, recreation centers, and amenities. Each park and recreation center can be rated with respect to safety, condition, and maintenance of the facility.

	Instrument Type
	Observational (audit): systematic review with closed-ended questions (yes/no or Likert scale)

	Geographical Scale
	Facilities in medium-sized counties. 

	Instrument Development Methods
	A literature review locating evaluation tools and “[establishing] industry standards for the evaluation” coupled with expert opinions identified the main aspects of facilities to be included in the survey (Cavnar et al., 2004, p. 98). “The tool was independently tested at three parks to determine its usability and to establish criteria for assessing the features of recreation facilities. The pilot parks were chosen based on similarities to the proposed research sites, but located geographically outside of the research area” (Cavnar et al., 2004, p. 102). As a result of the pilot testing, “slight changes” were made to the tool (Cavnar et al., 2004, p. 102). 

	Sample
	27 parks and 8 recreation centers in “medium-sized counties (population 104,237) located in southeastern United States” (Cavnar et al., 2004, p. 98 & 101)

	Psychometrics
	Inter-rater reliability:

· For condition-related items, kappa = 0.77
· For maintenance-related items, kappa = 0.68

· For safety-related items, kappa = 0.77

· For individual items in the tool, kappa values ranged between -0.02 and 1.00
Maintenance and safety items in the tool were correlated (r = 0.403, p = 0.02)

	Key Item Sub-Domains
	· Condition
· Maintenance

· Safety

	Considers Disability Issues 
	Yes. Tool contains items related to the accessibility of restroom facilities.

	Number of Instrument(s)
	1 instrument

	Length of Instrument(s)
	61 items: 
29 condition items, 12 maintenance items, and 20 safety items
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