ParkScore® Index 2021
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Data | Points Points | Acreage Points Points Points. Points. Points | _Equit Points Points Points Points Points Points Points | Amenities Total Points /

Rank (Acres) | 1100 100_|pointsitoo| | °* | 100 %2 | oo %2 | oo Pata | po osta | 100" | pointertoo| | 22 | oo ata | 100 Pata | oo Data | oo Pata | oo Data | 100 Pata | 100 Points/100 100 cty
1 .DC ) 100 55 98% | 98 %% | o8 8% 97 X 81 74 88 $286 | 100 5 [ 100 3 %2 20 2| 100 81 100 82 84.4 .DC
2 [StPaul, MN 26 79 53 99% | 99 99% | 99 99% 99 X 47 41 72 $234 | 100 8 [ 100 = 48 66 7 | 100 100 49 77 80.0___|St Paul, MN
3 [Minneapolis, MN 49 77 63 98% | o8 %8% | o8 8% 98 25 18 6 $334 | 100 5 46 7 64 65 100 91 100 78 79.7 __[Minneapolis, MN
4 |Adlington, VA 19 55 37 99% | 99 99% | 99 99% 100 44 42 7 $348 | 100 6.1 | 100 100 98 72 76 % 91 796 |Arlington, VA
5 [Chicago, IL 16 48 32 %8% | o8 %8% | o8 9% 98 78 86 9 sig2 | o4 7 68 36 55 100 73 100 72 772 |Chicago, IL
6 an Francisco, CA 7 100 54 100% | 100 100% | 100 100% | 100 44 27 26 6 $357 | 100 4 62 100 46 53 86 41 65 76.3 an Francisco, CA
7 [inine, CA 54 100 77 89% | 83 89% | 83 85% 75 17 79 64 s177 | o1 7.2 | 100 4 68 100 o7 25 66 76.0 ivine, CA
8 [Cincinnati, OH 35 71 53 87% | 80 86% | 79 87% 78 64 ; 50 68 $172 | 89 87 | 100 62 83 o7 9 100 % 75.9 Cincinnati, OH
9 eattie, WA 47 63 55 97% | 9 97% | 9% 8% 97 73 .64 41 77 $319 | 100 3 39 75 23 43 71 45 49 75.4 eattie, WA
0__[Portiand, OR 42 95 69 90% | 86 91% | 86 92% 86 23 .40 2 54 $250 | 100 3. 45 100 25 27 100 100 66 75.0 ortland, OR

1 jow York, NY 4 100 52 99% | 99 99% | 99 99% | 100 44 7 52 74 219 | 100 4 57 66 28 20 24 100 49 74.8 jew York, NY
2 [Boston, MA 8 86 47 100% | 100 100% | 100 100% | 100 60 52 7 154 | 78 3 47 73 62 68 37 100 65 735 oston, MA
s [Magson, w1 § 40 74 57 %% | o3 %% | 92 95% %2 65 16 6 [sts5 [ 70 102 | 100 100 100 1 87 41 72 754 [Madson, W1
4|t Petorsburg, FL 5 29 93 61 75% 3 80% | 69 78% 62 100 80 7 [sis3 [ 78 56 92 52 78 100 56 72 704 1t Petersburg, FL
5 [Plano, X 13. 100 46 73 78% 7 78% | 66 74% 55 71 40 5 5223 | 100 75 32 78 18 ! 45 2 45 68.6 Plano, TX
6__[St Louis, MO 17 46 32 98% 7 98% 7 98% 7 58 Y 40 73| [[s186 | 80 34 76 40 39 4 75 100 61 68.4 t_Louis, MO
7 [Sookane, WA 51 30 41 87% 1 88% 90% 16 4 23 1| [Cs19a | 100 35 27 57 54 100 100 62 6.0 pokane, WA
8 [Denver, CO 59 40 50 90% 5 91% 90% 55 48 8 138 | 69 67 75 56 51 36 61 58 657 |Denver, CO
9 [Philadeiphia, PA 25 67 46 %% | o3 96% 95% 48 36 8 2 | o4 69 10 38 100 66 100 64 64,9 [Philacelphia, PA
0 [Kansas Ciy. MO 117 100 46 73 70% | 54 77% 78% 100 100 1 1| 65 33 23 72 22 23 100 46 638 [Kansas G, MO
21 |Pittsburgh, PA 16 51 34 %% | 89 92% 2% 32 38 1 4| 56 %2 %2 63 100 14 100 77 63.3 __|Pitsburgh, PA
22| Henderson, NV 49 67 58 67% | 50 68% | 49 68% 3 50 80 56 7 | 74 100 100 40 30 100 100 78 63.2___|Henderson, NV
23 |Lincoln, NE 65 32 4 o1% | 8/ 91% | 8/ 3% B 43 45 6 48 100 50 74 37 100 23 64 627 |Lincoln, NE
24__|Cleveland, OH 33 30 3 8% | 75 85% | 77 85% 74 71 69 7 [s187 [ 60 % 24 58 75 29 1 100 63 623 |Cloveland, OH
25 [Aurora, CO . 67 55 6 87% | 80 89% | 83 88% 7 7 27 5 [st66 | e5 17 36 26 17 51 49 33 620 |Aurora, CO
26 jow Orleans, LA 1. 12 100 5 80% | 7 7% | 6 82% 6 33 43 5 154 | 79 44 23 79 45 80 6 46 60.7 jew Orleans, LA
27 __[San Diego, CA 61 100 8 81% | 7. 8% | 7. 84% 7 14 3 4 [stas | 74 35 44 30 62 44 2 36 60.6 an Diego, CA
25| Fremont, CA 63 100 8 70% | 5 70% | . 72% 94 22 55 | [ 8125 [ e 29 87 27 31 100 13 48 60.0 remont, CA
2 oise, D 65 42 54 66% | 4 6% | 4 71% 4 1 21 192 | 100 24 100 53 64 100 46 65 59.4 oise, D
3 altimore, MD 3 46 25 8% | 8 8% | 8 89% 100 69 34 67 31 10 49 % 16 35 40 59.1 altimore, MD
3 CA 47 a7 47 8% | 7 8% | 7 81% 21 44 57 16 100 70 46 54 100 64 5.0 CA
3 ong Beach, CA 20 49 35 8% | 7 8% | 7 89% 1 1 4 %0 @ 46 85 10 85 100 1 55 50.0 ong Beach, CA
3 Raleigh, NC 55 65 60 58% | 3 60% | 36 63% 100 59 5 83 75 55 26 100 62 38 59 5.0 Raleigh, NC
3 iiwaukee, W1 35 44 40 %% | 8 %% | 88 93% 17 23 a | [Cst02 [ 490 85 11 79 58 68 71 62 585 iiwaukee, W1
35 es Moines, IA 81 7 76 71% | 57 74% | 59 72% 22 21 B 105 | 50 39 68 45 85 74 100 69 58.1 es Moines, IA
36 [San Jose, CA 36 83 60 80% | 70 81% | 70 80% 74 52 5 04 45 18 46 47 63 33 79 48 575 an Jose, CA
37 . NM 24 100 62 %0% | 86 %0% | 85 0% 50 31 sS4 16 28 100 71 86 42 38 61 57.4 M
38__|Buffalo, NY 5 45 25 89% | 85 91% | 86 90% 29 57 4 598 47 9 23 30 43 73 100 61 563 |Buffalo, NY
39 [Omaha, NE ¥ 60 66 63 82% | 73 8% | 74 0% 66 53 31 574 33 72 24 63 37 33 85 52 555 |Omaha, NE
40__|Virginia Beach, VA 0 44 85 65 63% 4 6% | 4 54% 37 44 31 $169 | 87 43 28 68 16 66 1 a7 542 |Virginia Beach, VA
41 [Norfolk, VA 4 18 22 20 76% 3 75% | 61 | [ 8a% 72 100 80 $70 31 100 100 100 100 17 44 77 538 |Norfolk, VA
42 |Newark.NJ 9 3 25 14 94% 1 93% | o0 | [ 96% 94 o7 92 $73 33 32 3 1 53 34 100 37 53.7 __|Newark. NJ
43 [Anchorage, AK 7 40 100 70 76% 4 81% | 7 3% 71 28 31 59 46 16 100 42 18 48 1 38 536 |Anchorage, AK
44__|Oakiand, CA 15 58 37 89% 90% 93% 88 ) 17 8 $109 | 53 32 100 19 74 40 1 44 533 |Oakiand, CA
45 [Austin X 60 49 55 62% 63% 66% 41 .66 a4 28 $156 | 80 26 48 18 34 29 %8 a2 516 [Austin TX
26 |Jersey City, NI 1 59 30 94% 94% 97% 95 7 50 70 532 9 33 86 5 58 16 100 50 512 |Jersey City. NI
47| Richmond, VA 40 8 24 79% 79% 82% 9 100 100 84 s61 26 100 a7 21 100 1 31 50 505 |Richmond, VA
48 [Tampa, FL 36 34 35 65% 65% 4 69% 45 % 100 70 548 18 87 100 29 100 I 85 % 83 504 |Tampa, FL
49 [Allanta, GA 23 42 33 72% | o 71% | 53 72% 1 32 43 45 $136 | 68 43 42 37 % 4 10 67 48 503 [Allanta, GA
50 [Dallas, TX 70 45 58 73% | 6! 73% | 57 72% 2 88 69 67 S04 45 28 1 19 38 1 45 22 502 |Dallas TX
50 [Toledo, OH 50 26 38 81% | 7. 8% | 7 83% 1 100 100 88 $53 21 42 21 62 25 19 25 32 502 [Toledo, OH
52 [Tulsa, OK 89 30 60 60% 6% | 4 67% 42 100 100 71 586 40 28 21 34 22 38 100 41 500 |Tulsa, OK
53 [Columbus, OH 67 37 52 68% 6% | o 72% 1 81 ; 46 57 59 6 100 18 40 42 29 23 42 49.9 [Columbus, OH
54 fiami, FL X 20 19 20 87% 8% | 7 88% 0 44 54 33 59 $69 31 40 67 7 % 100 31 57 495 fami, FL
55 orth Las Vegas, NV il 64 100 82 63% 4 66% | 4 68% 44 80 78 62 $57 23 35 60 9 12 27 59 35 49.2 orth Las Vegas, NV
56| Colorado Springs, CO 7 50 45 48 77% 6 78% | 66 79% 3 6 98 58 578 35 34 63 2 15 38 29 37 48.7 Colorado Springs, CO
57 [Honolulu, HI i 54 45 50 70% | 55 | [ 73% | 57 79% 3 40 69 57 583 38 8 51 20 3 100 75 1 43 486 Honolulu, HI
58| Anaheim, CA 6 78 75 77 67% | 5! 7 B 65% 9 1 . 4 $140 | 70 4 11 26 5 14 51 18 23 484 |Anaheim, CA
50 [Chesapeake, VA B 65 100 83 45% | 1 2 53% 17 63 .77 50 s97 46 12 100 80 57 61 32 12 57 47.7___|Chesapeake, VA
60___[San Antonio, TX 102 9 57 76 4% | 2 1 53% 1 66 40 98 593 44 3 5 32 43 64 53 15 43 46.9___|San Antonio, TX
61 [Detroit, MI 4 18 24 21 80% | 7 69 82% 6! 39 64 100 s77 35 3 36 39 31 12 63 35 463 |Detroit, MI
62 |ElPaso, TX 9 23 % 61 60% 37 66% 4 63 22 84 56 61 26 & 27 65 50 17 53 46 455 [FPaso TX
62 [Orlando, FL 4 28 27 28 64% 60" 6 63% 41 .7 46 4 $126 | 62 7 33 2 91 100 1 53 455 [Orlando, FL
64__[Wichita, kS 113 100 20 60 54% 61% 8 63% 100 99 75 34 4 45 26 23 62 56 36 454 |Wichita, kS
65 |Lexington/Fayetle, KY 111 100 5 53 54% 58% 2 64% 72 76 4 s77 35 57 73 48 29 76 46 55 45.1 oxington/Fayette, KY
66| Scotisdale, AZ 135 100 100 100 40% 48% 7 49% 0 44 28 $102 | 49 11 42 11 44 92 59 43 45.0 cottsdale, AZ
67 |Laredo, TX a 35 16 26 54% 55% 7 64% 7 100 100 56 23 100 %0 43 51 a7 100 72 433 aredo, TX
68| Corpus Christi TX. 3 27 40 34 75% 77% 4 79% 29 X 38 $50 25 33 15 72 45 42 57 44 428 Corpus Christi TX.
69 [Chandier, AZ 4 76 12 44 63% 66% 5 62% 4 75 .04 63 4 s72 32 41 53 51 29 26 39 40 426 Chandier, AZ
69 |Riverside, CA 1 100 30 65 51% 52% 4 54% . 29 22 84 36 38 16 11 76 67 71 47 426 |Riverside, CA
71 |Los Angeles, CA 38 64 51 64% 67% 7 69% 4 34 | 20 15 2 s121 | 60 35 3 4 50 42 12 24 425 |Los Angeles, CA
72 |Reno. NV 43 24 34 76% 78% 82% 6 5 16 9 52 21 48 57 43 16 64 100 55 423 |Reno. NV
73 |Glendale, AZ 41 23 32 75% 75% 74% 55 . 37 ; a7 50 s44. 17 70 43 62 39 19 61 49 420 [Glendale, AZ
74 [Tucson, AZ 58 8 33 64% 66% 68% a4 96 100 64 40 57 $56 23 70 53 49 49 54 32 51 419 [Tucson,AZ
75 |Gibert, AZ 65 4 35 44% 44% 45% 4 o7 87 0 $185 | o6 1 1 1 15 36 26 13 4.7 [Gibert, AZ
76 NC 43 47 45 63% 66% 69% 4 41 32 a1 571 32 13 34 55 51 82 37 45 415 NC
77 [Houston, TX X 42 55 49 61% 60% 60% 3 63 45 4 s86 40 39 25 31 39 20 51 34 412 |Houston, TX
78 |Arlington, TX 126 100 35 68 58% 59% 58% 2 17 20 4 Si12 | 54 16 11 13 20 36 47 2 40.9__|Adlington, TX
79 [Baton Rouge, LA 2 36 8 2 55% 1 59% 50% 2 100 28 4 s81 37 100 46 42 100 36 47 62 40.0__[Baton Rouge, LA
79 'Wnslonrsalem‘ NC 104 9 20 58 38% 5 44% 47% 3 100 100 4 $69 30 8 42 19 88 63 100 53 40.0 'Wnslonrsalem‘ NC
81 [Chula Vista, CA X 62 35 49 68% 69% | 50 65% 9 32 34 18 543 16 21 100 54 40 45 25 48 398 [Chula Vista, CA
82 [Phoenix, AZ 14 100 74 87 49% 52% | 23 53% 7 33 23 4 581 37 18 21 16 4 22 73 18 28 396 [Phoenix, AZ
82 lRurham, NC 8: 76 13 45 51% 55% 27 59% 8 15 76 $82 38 57 53 23 44 93 53 54 396 lRurham, NC
84 [Stockion. CA 6. 53 8 31 74% 74% | 58 7% 1 43 77 516 1 46 31 28 17 85 60 45 392 tockion, CA
85 CA X 82 25 54 47% 46% | 14 47% 7 18 38 1 59 5 25 94 45 13 69 100 58 38.9 CA
86 hyille/Davidson, TN 1 100 37 69 45% 47% 14 50% 12 43 22 84 3 $70 31 53 54 29 48 27 19 38 382 hville/Davidson, TN
87 ksonville, FL 6 49 78 64 35% 1 38% 1 44% 1 51 94 | 63 2 S64 28 i 100 12 24 100 85 64 64 37.1 ksonville, FL
88 [Santa Ana, CA 0 53 15 34 75% | 62 75% | 61 76% 58 14 29 14 3 $65 28 i 24 1 7 60 48 1 2 36.9 anta Ana, CA
89 [Fort Worth X 7 79 24 52 60% | 40 62% | 39 62% 33 . 61 01 61 49 74 33 2 8 2 28 16 3 1 1 10 365 ort Worth, TX
90| Lousville, KY 5 68 38 53 38% 6 48% 17 52% 16 31 17 87 | 58 27 75 34 8 35 E 46 51 35 100 2 100 61 362 |Louisvile, KY
91 |c NC 223 100 26 63 30% 7 40% 4 43% 1 67 23 | 85 3 70 31 59 6 16 53 26 19 28 34 348 ___[C NC
92 |Hialean, FL 44 38 1 20 69% | 52 69% | 50 68% 4 24 56 | 34 3 541 15 73 0 1 2 99 67 47 48 346 |Hialean, FL
93 [Garland, TX 96 88 40 64 63% | 43 63% | 4 61% 3 12 .17 5 2 $53 22 2 6 0 39 34 1 19 340 [Garland, TX
93 __[Lubbock, TX 97 89 7 48 56% | 32 59% | 3 62% 3 69 ) 55 4 538 13 68 22 6 21 38 1 29 340 |Lubbock,TX
95 [Memphis. TN 1 % 19 56 46% 7 a7% | 1 50% 1 54 .96 65 3 S66 29 16 23 ; 6 60 3 27 24 325 [Memphis, TN
9 [Mesa.AZ 22 12 17 66% | 48 71% | 5 64% 3 49 44 46 $69 30 34 14 4 0 11 19 19 18 317 [Mesa.AZ
97 |Fresno, CA 16 15 16 67% 1 68% | & 65% 3 36 32 39 s42 15 4. 66 39 6 4 36 28 34 36 313 |Fresno, CA
97 [iving, TX 26 22 24 63% | 43 63% | 4 60% 3 22 25 29 570 31 1 6 43 0 3 50 } 4 28 29 313 [iving, TX
99 __[Oklahoma City. OK 43 19 31 38% 7% | 1 50% 11 100 100 57 65 28 1 18 1 7 5 40 A 31 o1 33 306 ___|Oklahoma City. OK
na.__[FortWayne = ] 1 = 1 I 1 I 1 ] [ ] 1 [ I [ ] [ ] [ [ ] [ ] [ [ - | [ na_ TFotwapme
n.a.__|[Indianapoli - | - ] | ] | 1 | [ | =1 | =1 | = | = | | = | - | [_na_ Jindianapols
na__|Las Vegas = =1 = I [ I [ 11 I | [ | | = | = | | 1 = | =1 J[_na  [tesVegas




[National Median 54 47| 9% 45 72% 74% 1 [7a% | 55 ][ o7 | 47 ][ o7 | 46 96 | |[33 [ 43 [ 12 | 43 |[ 28 | 40 48 | [ 16 | 48 | [ 13 | a7 48 11 50.3 [National Median ]
|National Maximum 223 | [ea% 100% 100% 100% 59 6.8 S 357 17.2 6.3 71 6.1 113 | 84.4 |National Maximum |
[National Minimum 06 ] [ 2% 35% [ o1 | [ o1 | 16 [ o8 | [ oo | [ oo | [__313 _[National Minimum 1




