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Australian Capital Territory 

Heritage (Decision about Provisional 
Registration of Tuggeranong Skatepark, 
Greenway) Notice 2026 

Notifiable instrument NI2026-272 

made under the  

Heritage Act 2004, s 34 (Notice of decision about provisional registration) 

 

 

1 Name of instrument 

This instrument is the Heritage (Decision about Provisional Registration of 

Tuggeranong Skatepark, Greenway) Notice 2026. 

2 Commencement 

This instrument commences on the day after its notification day. 

3 Decision about provisional registration 

On 10 June 2026, the ACT Heritage Council (the council) decided not to 

provisionally register Tuggeranong Skatepark, Block 11, Section 55, Greenway 

(the place). 

4 Description of the place 

The registration details of the place are in the schedule. 

5 Reasons for the decision 

The council decided not to provisionally register the place as it is not satisfied on 

reasonable grounds that the place is likely to have heritage significance as defined 

by section 10 of the Heritage Act 2004 (the Act). A detailed statement of reasons, 

including an assessment against the heritage significance criteria, is provided in 

the schedule. 

6 Date decision takes effect 

The decision not to provisionally register the place takes effect on 12 June 2026 

(being the day after the council made its decision in writing as set out in the 

schedule). 
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Dr Mary Clare Swete Kelly 

Secretary (as delegate for) 

ACT Heritage Council 

10 June 2026 
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Statement of Reasons 
Decision not to provisionally register 

Tuggeranong Skatepark Block 11, Section 55, Greenway 
on the ACT Heritage Register 

In accordance with s 32 of the Heritage Act 2004 (the Act), the ACT Heritage Council has 
decided not to provisionally register the Tuggeranong Skatepark. This Statement of Reasons 
provides an assessment of the Tuggeranong Skatepark and finds that the place does not meet 
any of the criteria under s 10 of the Act. 

Reasons for decision 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place is likely to have heritage 
significance as defined by s 10 of the Act. 

This statement refers to the Council’s reasons for its decision as required by s 34(5)(b)(iv) of 
the Act. 

Location of the place 

This statement refers to the location of the place as required in s 34(5)(b)(ii) of the Act. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark, Greenway, Block 11, Section 55, 25 Bartlett Place, Greenway. 

Description of the place 

This statement refers to the description of the place as required by s 34(5)(b)(iii) of the Act. The 
boundary of the place and extent of features listed below is illustrated at Figure 1. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark is situated within the suburb of Greenway, within the Tuggeranong 
Town Centre. The skatepark at 25 Bartlet Place, is positioned immediately east of Tuggeranong 
Town Park and close to the foreshore of Lake Tuggeranong. 
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Assessment against the heritage significance criteria 

This statement refers to the Council’s assessment of the place against the heritage significance 
criteria as a part of its reasons for its decision as required by s 34(5)(b)(iv) of the Act. 

In assessing the heritage significance of Tuggeranong Skatepark, the Council considered: 

• the original nomination and documentary evidence supplied by the nominator 

• the Council’s Heritage Assessment Policy (March 2018) 

• information provided by a site inspection on 12 February 2026 by ACT Heritage  

• the report by ACT Heritage titled, Background Information Tuggeranong Skatepark, 
containing photographs and information on history, description, condition and integrity 

According to s 10 of the Act, a place or object has heritage significance if it satisfies one or more 
of the following criteria. Future research may alter the findings of this assessment. 

(a) importance to the course or pattern of the ACT’s cultural or natural history 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

There is no concrete evidence that the Tuggeranong Skatepark has influenced the pattern of 
the ACT’s cultural history. The skatepark is part of a wider investment in the public recreational 
infrastructure of Canberra that began in the 1980s and continues to this day. The association of 
Tuggeranong Skatepark with the BMX community is relatively common and shared by other 
places used by the BMX community, such as the Belconnen and Weston Skateparks, as well as 
Kambah and Stromlo BMX tracks.  

Tuggeranong Skatepark has not been substantially altered in its design and fabric since its 
opening and has been the subject of requests for upgrades and improvement from community 
groups and individuals.  

The Tuggeranong Skatepark does not meet the threshold indicators of representativeness, 
exceptionality, integrity or wider community interest. 

(b) has uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of the ACT’s cultural or natural history 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

Skateparks and BMX tracks as a class of cultural places are not uncommon or endangered 
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within the ACT. Since the 1990s, skateparks have become an established and widely distributed 
form of public recreational infrastructure. The ACT has multiple comparable facilities 
constructed at different periods, including Belconnen Skatepark, Stromlo Forest Park BMX 
facilities, and recent large-scale upgrades and redevelopments at the BMX park at Sulwood 
Drive in Kambah. These examples demonstrate that skateparks and BMX tracks are neither rare 
nor at risk as a class of place. 

While individual skateparks may incorporate distinctive combinations of elements, the physical 
features present at Tuggeranong Skatepark are not uncommon within the broader context of 
Australian skatepark design. Elements such as large concrete transitions, flow‑based layouts 
and shared skateboarding and BMX use were well‑established by the early to mid‑1990s and 
remain achievable through contemporary design and construction methods. There is no 
evidence that the Tuggeranong Skatepark contains physical attributes that are rare, 
endangered or unable of being replicated or improved upon in newer facilities. 

There is also no reliable evidence to demonstrate that the skatepark employed rare or 
experimental construction techniques at the time of its development. Rather, Tuggeranong 
Skatepark represents a typical 1990s skatepark constructed using standard concrete methods 
appropriate to public recreational infrastructure.  

Its design process is notable for extensive consultation with stakeholders and user groups, 
resulting in a facility that responded effectively to the needs of skateboarders and BMX riders, 
however, this consultation‑driven approach reflects good practice rather than an uncommon or 
exceptional technical achievement. 

Accordingly, Tuggeranong Skatepark is best understood as one of many examples of its type, 
rather than a place demonstrating rare or endangered aspects of the ACT’s cultural history. Any 
heritage value associated with the skatepark lies more appropriately in its ongoing social and 
cultural use, rather than in rarity or technical exceptionality.  

Tuggeranong Skatepark does not satisfy the threshold indicators of rarity, endangerment and 
exceptionality. 

(c) potential to yield important information that will contribute to an understanding of the 
ACT’s cultural or natural history 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark does not retain the capacity to yield new information about earlier 
cultural or natural histories. Although the skatepark itself has remained largely unaltered for 
over 30 years since construction, the land on which it sits was substantially altered prior to its 
development as part of the planning and construction of Tuggeranong Town Centre, including 
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large‑scale excavation associated with the creation of Lake Tuggeranong. These works 
fundamentally altered the original landscape and are likely to have removed or disturbed any 
earlier archaeological deposits. As a result, there is little likelihood that intact subsurface 
material remains could provide new evidence of pre‑existing land use or natural features. 

The skatepark itself is a relatively recent structure and is well documented through planning 
records, design documentation and oral history. It does not contain buried fabric, construction 
techniques or physical evidence that would reasonably be expected to yield information 
beyond what is already known about skatepark development in the ACT during the 1990s. 

Accordingly, while the place is valued locally for its ongoing use and social associations, it does 
not possess archaeological potential nor the ability to contribute new information relevant to 
an understanding of the ACT’s cultural or natural history. 

(d) importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a class of cultural or natural 
places or objects 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

While Tuggeranong Skatepark demonstrates the principal characteristics of a skatepark, 
including purpose‑built concrete riding surfaces, a layout designed to support flow and skill 
progression, and integration within public open space, these features are typical of skateparks 
constructed in the ACT during the early to mid‑1990s and reflect established design approaches 
rather than distinctive or defining attributes. 

The characteristics exhibited by Tuggeranong Skatepark are neither uncommon nor rare within 
the ACT or more broadly in Australia. Comparable facilities within the ACT, including Belconnen 
Skatepark, Kambah BMX track and more recent developments at Stromlo Forest Park, also 
display the same core attributes of the class, often with a greater degree of refinement or 
contemporary adaptation. 

Further, informal evidence, such as social media activity, does not indicate that Tuggeranong 
Skatepark is sought after or recognised specifically for features that define or exemplify its 
class. Instead, references to the skatepark tend to relate to personal associations, use patterns 
or local familiarity rather than to distinctive design characteristics that set it apart from other 
skateparks of the same era. 

Accordingly, Tuggeranong Skatepark is best understood as a typical example within a broader 
and well‑established class of cultural places, rather than an important or demonstrative 
example of that class. While it clearly possesses the characteristics of a skatepark, it does not 
do so in a way that elevates it to significance under this criterion. 
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Tuggeranong Skatepark does not meet the threshold criteria of rarity, distinctiveness and 
exceptionality. 

(e) importance in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics valued by the ACT community 
or a cultural group in the ACT 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark does not demonstrate aesthetic characteristics of a quality, condition 
or distinctiveness that can be shown to be valued by the community. While the skatepark may 
have possessed visual coherence at the time of its construction, its aesthetic qualities have 
been progressively reduced through degradation of the physical fabric, including surface wear, 
patching and material fatigue. 

The materials and finishes used at the skatepark are now visibly outdated, particularly in 
comparison with contemporary skateparks in the ACT that employ more refined construction 
techniques, consistent surface treatments and higher‑quality finishes. This loss of material 
clarity and visual cohesion has diminished the legibility of any original aesthetic intent. 

Although the skatepark continues to function as a recreational facility, its ongoing use does not 
in itself demonstrate aesthetic value. There is insufficient evidence to indicate that the 
community values Tuggeranong Skatepark for its visual or aesthetic characteristics, as distinct 
from its practical use for skateboarding and BMX activities. The place is not recognised, 
promoted or sought after for its appearance, design expression or sensory qualities. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark does not meet the threshold criteria for distinctiveness, exceptionality 
or integrity. 

(f) importance in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical achievement for a 
particular period 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

While Tuggeranong Skatepark attracted interest at the time of its development, this level of 
regard has not been sustained over the intervening 30 years. During its planning and early 
years, the skatepark’s consultation process and user‑informed design drew attention from 
other local governments and practitioners. However, this interest related primarily to the 
process of consultation and delivery, rather than any degree of creative or technical 
achievement. 
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The technical and design qualities of the skatepark, while competent and an example of their 
time, are unlikely to be regarded as ’beyond the ordinary’. The place is a good example of a 
1990s skatepark but is not considered an exceptionally fine or influential application of 
techniques that would underpin enduring cultural esteem. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark does not meet the threshold of distinctiveness, exceptionality or 
pivotal influence regarding this criterion. 

(g) has a strong or special association with the ACT community, or a cultural group in the ACT 
for social, cultural or spiritual reasons 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark is valued primarily for reasons of amenity, rather than for a strong or 
special association with a clearly defined group, individual or movement. While the skatepark is 
used and appreciated by skateboarders and BMX riders, this association reflects normal and 
expected use of a recreational facility, rather than an association of exceptional or distinctive 
heritage value. 

Support for the skatepark is frequently expressed in the context of a preference for its 
retention or upgrade over a proposed alternative, rather than due to a unique historical, 
cultural or associative significance. This form of preference‑based value is common in 
discussions around public recreational infrastructure and does not establish heritage‑level 
significance at the Territory level under this criterion. 

In the decades since construction, the appreciation for Tuggeranong Skatepark has waned and 
it is no longer regarded as a focal or leading example among the ACT’s skatepark or BMX 
cultural groups. Other facilities, most notably Belconnen Skatepark, are now held in 
demonstrably higher esteem and function as the primary cultural and social hubs for 
skateboarding and BMX activity in Canberra. This shift in cultural regard indicates that 
Tuggeranong Skatepark does not occupy a central or exceptional position within the Territory’s 
contemporary skate culture. 

While the skatepark forms part of the everyday recreational landscape for local users, this 
association is generic and widely shared across many skateparks in the ACT. Comparable or 
stronger associations with skateboarding and BMX culture are evident at other sites, such as 
Stromlo Forest Park and Belconnen Skatepark, which have become recognised focal points due 
to hosting major events. 

Accordingly, Tuggeranong Skatepark’s association with users is best understood as functional 
and amenity‑based, rather than strong or special in heritage terms. The place does not reach 
the threshold indicators of exceptionality, distinctiveness and community association. 
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(h) has a special association with the life or work of a person, or people, important to the 
history of the ACT 

Does not meet criterion. 

The Council is not satisfied on reasonable grounds that the place meets this criterion. 

Tuggeranong Skatepark does not have a strong or special association with any individual of 
recognised importance in the history of the ACT. There is no evidence that the skatepark is 
closely linked with a particular person whose actions, achievements or influence are critical to 
understanding the Territory’s cultural history. 

While individual skaters, riders, designers or community members may have used or been 
involved with the skatepark, these associations are not demonstrably different from those that 
occur at many other skateparks or recreational facilities across the ACT. Any such associations 
are tenuous and generic, reflecting ordinary patterns of use rather than meaningful, 
place‑defining relationships. 

The skatepark is not recognised as the primary site associated with the life or work of a notable 
individual, a formative or defining contribution by a person of historical significance, or an 
association that elevates the place above others of the same type. 

Accordingly, Tuggeranong Skatepark’s associations with people are no stronger or more specific 
than those shared by other comparable skateparks, and do not reach the level of distinction 
required to satisfy this criterion. It does not meet the threshold criteria of influence or degree 
of association. 
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Place boundary 

 
Figure 1 - Place boundary 


