Sprague Field Task Force Meeting -  February 27, 2008
Wellesley High School Library

SFTF Members Present: Chris Guiffre, Carl Fleischer, Bill Charlton, Tom Brown, Richard Morse, Lenny Izzo, Mike Urban, Tom Harrington, Barbara McMahon, Suzi Littlefield, Jane Neilson, Curt Smith, Greg Mills, Todd Himstead

Guests: Mike Pakstis, Steve Fader, Jack Morgan

The meeting was called to order at 7:08.

The meeting minutes from the January 23 and February 6 meetings were approved with minor changes.

Mr. Mills then gave an update on discussions with the CPC regarding allowable use of CPA funds. Town Counsel, Al Robinson, had initiated an informal conversation at the State Department of Revenue as to whether the Sprague Field project is an allowable use of CP funds. The response from DOR was that they interpret the project as a field rehabilitation rather than preservation and because the fields had not been acquired or created with CPA funds, the project is not CPA eligible. But DOR will defer the official interpretation to Town Counsel. Mr. Robinson believes the project is CPA eligible as the project represents the preservation of recreational land. Mr. Mills reported that the response from the State has not changed the views of Mr. Dinwoody or Mr. Robinson. However, Town Meeting will be apprised of the State’s opinion. There is also the risk that the CPC can change its mind on funding or the possibility of ten taxpayers bringing a suit. Mr. Mills conveyed Mr. Robinson’s belief that he could successfully defend the CPA eligibility of the project. Mr. Harrington pointed out that CPA funds were used for the Morses Pond project and therefore a precedent exists.
Mr. Fader, Town Engineer, then reported on the schedule for the bidding of the Sprague Field Project. He expects the bid documents will be ready for contractors on March 28and hopes to have a handle on ZBA conditions so the project can proceed as planned. The Town engineering department along with the Public Works department have been providing some of the survey work for Gale Associates.
The discussion then moved to the suggestion from the CPC that the SFTF consider offering a “1 + 1” option: one grass field (Field 1) and one synthetic turf field (Field 2), a partial implementation of the Master plan. However, CPC would not fund this option at the same $1.5 million level but would share the costs equally with the Town and private fundraising. Private fundraising for one synthetic turf field is problematic. It was agreed to postpone further discussion of this option.

Mike Pakstis then addressed the issue of painted vs. tufted lines for the synthetic turf fields. Mike pointed out that painting the lines for the various sports will significantly raise the maintenance costs for the fields. There was some discussion about what expectations had been set publicly in terms of the numbers and colors of lines on the fields. The group was reminded that other towns have tufted in some of the lines and then painted lines for specific sport seasons. The SFTF voted to have the basic soccer lines tufted in for both Field 2 and Field 3, with markers for boys lacrosse tufted into Field 2 and markers for girls lacrosse and field hockey tufted into Field 3. If there objections from the neighbors on this issue the SFTF will have additional discussions.
The question of the make-up of the synthetic turf carpet was raised and what the bid specification should include. The SFTF voted to have the bid documents specify a carpet product made from polyethelene or a combination of polyethelene and nylon with not more than 10 % nylon.
The conversation then moved on to the request by David Himmelberger that the ZBA approval specifically include exclusionary aspects of the master plan. There was some discussion as to whether this is really appropriate or necessary as the master plan states clearly that there are no lights, spectator stands, etc.  With one dissenting vote, the SFTF voted to ask the ZBA to state in their approval that no improvements (including but not limited to lights, permanent fixtures and spectator stands) not shown on the Sprague Field master plan may be made without obtaining ZBA’s further approval.
The SFTF then looked at revisions made to the master plan. The new map reflects the 12 foot wide path required for emergency vehicle access. It was pointed out that the remediation area has been more clearly demarcated and that this needs to be very clear on handouts and slides for presentations. It was requested that the word “proposed” be removed from the new playground area next to Field 1. There was also a question about retaining walls and where would they be located and what would they look like.  Some of that information is available in the materials provided to the ZBA>
There was a great deal of conversation about the RSC building. The feeling is that the building needs to remain on the master plan even if it will not be acted upon in the initial phase of the project. The proposed location of the building is acceptable. The PBC will need a detailed articulation of what the program of the building will be. A sub-group of Suzy Littlefield, Bill Charlton, Barbara McMahon, Lenny Izzo and Tom Harrington will develop the program for the RSC.
A sub-group of Carl Fleischer, Todd Himstead and Barbara McMahon agreed to look at the revised master plan document to be sure all SFTF recommendations have been included.
The outline for the SFTF presentation to Town Meeting was reviewed and there was a discussion as to the appropriate length of the presentation and number of presenters. Mr. Guiffre agreed to contact the Town Moderator as to the allowed length of the presentation. It was also agreed that there would likely be three presenters at the Annual Town Meeting: Mr. Guiffre to give the overview, Mr. Mills to address the financial side and Mr. Morse to address the synthetic turf and infill questions.
The next meeting will take place on Wednesday, March 5th at which time the SFTF will continue the discussion of the TM presentation.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:55???

