Park and Recreation Commission
Corey Hill Playground
Design Review Committee

Tuesday, May 17, 2016
7:00 pm – 9:00 pm
Town Hall
Room 103- 1st Floor
333 Washington Street




[bookmark: _GoBack]Committee Members Present:  John Bain, Daniel Lyons, Antonia Bellalta and Jean Stameris, Lisa Wilkins, Gail Wolfsdor and Mike Lindstrom
Committee Members Absent: 
Staff Present: Erin Gallentine, Parks and Open Space Director, Jessie Waisnor, Landscape Architect, Jessica Zarni, Administrative Assistant
Guests Present:  see attached



J. Bain welcomed everyone to the meeting. The Committee members introduced themselves. 

E. Gallentine stated that this is our third design review meeting. She stated that there are 3 conceptual plans that will be looked at for park organization tonight and we are looking to get feedback on all of them. She stated that we will then talk then about different playground equipment, playground philosophes and playground approaches. We have heard a lot about nature play which means different things to different people.  E. Gallentine stated that tonight we will provide themes and different types of playgrounds, that have been designed with complex integrated components or individual components and we want your response. We will take your ideas on play equipment and put them together with a conceptual plans for the next meeting. 

J. Waisnor introduced herself. She discussed where we are in the design review process. 

An overview of the current park condition was given. J. Waisnor went through the park elements that consist of the entries, the park perimeter, the park walls, the sundial, the play equipment, the plantings, the furniture, the rock outcrops, park edges and the park views.  The goals for the park renovation are safety, accessibility, multi-generational, maintainability, character, context, clarity and connectivity. 

Alternative One -pathway (least invasive pathway of the three schemes) was shown. The play for 2-5 year olds would be 5,900 square feet and the 5-12 year old play would be 4,700 square feet.  This bottom portion would not be structured play but a great opportunity for natural play.

Alternative 2 includes a whole loop around the entire playground for bike riding. The other side has a full pathway around the area. The play for 2-5 and 5-12 was shown; the overlook stays but gets a little bigger. There would be two rows of granite seating that would be set into the slope. The picnic area will be under a large red oak and the sundial will be in that area. The natural play will be the same as in alternative one.

Alternative three has the largest loops of the path. The pathway in this scheme would offer some nice opportunities to place towers and then start using the slope to involve play.  This scheme takes out the sundial and connects the overlook and the picnic area. The whole path would be accessible. The 2-5 and 5-12 play and overlook was shown. J. Waisnor heard that there is a lot of exercising, so she presented  a slide that included different options of exercise equipment.  

Tree removal for the overlook was discussed. 

J. Waisnor wanted to a break at this point in the presentation and see what the audience has for comments on the three schemes.

L. Wilkins and J. Waisnor discussed grading. 

Gail Wolfsdorf addressed the Committee. She asked if you can actually remove that sundial, she isn’t sure if that is something to think about.  She thought maybe you could relocate the plaque for recognition. E. Gallentine stated that any recognition is time limited. J. Bain stated that it was a gift and once something like that is placed it doesn’t mean that it needs to be there forever. J. Waisnor stated that it doesn’t function as a sundial. J. Bain stated that it can be removed and relocating the plaque could be fitting, but it can be something we discuss. 

D. Lyons asked that if on that plan number 2 the seating on the overlook is the on the side facing Boston and J. Waisnor responded with a yes. D. Lyons stated that there is talk about removing trees, will there be enough shade. J. Waisnor stated that there is shading options, it’s the playground side that is very sunny. E. Gallentine discussed the conditions assessment that has been done on the trees.

A. Bellata thinks the schemes are great, but the third one is her favorite. She thinks the third scheme really utilizes the space there. She feels that you are trying to take advantage of the slope and push the paths into the park a little more. She stated that the playground feels more protected and doesn’t feel like kids are right on the road. She loves the picnic area under the tree. She is not opposed to removing the sundial and replacing the recognition.  

J. Bain and J. Waisnor discussed the steepness of the slopes and how they will be ADA accessible.  

L. Wilkins and J. Waisnor discussed industry standard age groups of the play equipment. 

Mike Lindstrom stated that the overall approach seems great and makes sense. He likes the idea of concentrating the development close to the top of hill and keeping it flat. The passive side he stated consists of 5 areas, the overlook, the picnic area, the sundial, the second grouping of trees and then this space near neighborhoods’ fence. The overlook your suggesting is paving right up to the wall (J. Waisnor responded with a yes) and that is a place people can gather like a little plaza. He thinks it would be nice to find creative ideas with the two groves of trees, a deck or garden amongst trees in the space could be magical. He likes the space the where the sundial is. He feels that the last space on left would be a nice spot, its grassy and protected and screened from the street.  He likes the little garden with the perennials, since there isn’t any garden spot up there.  He isn’t crazy about doing more pathways. He would not add more asphalt, only as a last resort piece. He thinks it should be kept simple and accessible. He discussed the site entry; he would like a raised crosswalk so people slow down and yield.  He discussed plantings.  He stated that on the more active side on play area, he likes that it’s pulled back. He isn’t sure you need to separate out nature play; he thinks it would be great to have it integrated. He thinks the two slopes are really nice just as meadows; he doesn’t think you need to spend a lot of time or money on them. He does think it would be nice for one of them to be a little more accessible. He likes the idea of people in a wheel chair getting farther down the slope. 

A. Bellalta stated that if the budget allows she would like to see a subtle planting, along path something that could be integrated into the park. It won’t feel like path in the middle of nowhere. 

J. Stameris likes the idea of path at least on one side so the kids have a place to ride the bikes around.  J. Stameris and J. Waisnor discussed the intention of having picnic tables on both sides. 


David Lowe addressed the committee.  He likes the comments that have been made by the committee. He stated that when the sundial came up he hadn’t thought about it, but he likes that concept of integrating nature into it and the sundial does help tie the park to nature. It helps people think about where the energy flows into the park. His biggest concern is that he likes the idea of accessibility but the idea of having a loop in the middle of the sledding hill would ruin it. His wife would like to see some enclosure for dogs. He stated that the place with the best view he thinks is on the north side. He thinks maybe it would make sense to develop even further left, so you would get a better view of Boston and Cambridge.

A resident addressed the committee. She likes the idea of granite benches along that wall and thinks it would be great and the paving at the outlook is a great idea. She wants to see how big the bike path is. She asked if the 5-12 area is all grass flat or paved over.  J. Waisnor stated that we do is have play surfacing for accessible routes and fibar for the other areas. She thinks out of all three schemes the one that would work out the best and come in budget would be the first scheme with the addition of benches. She is strongly opposed to the path going across the hill on the passive side.  She thinks it would ruin it and the kids do sled down there. She thinks that the least paving there the better.

Matthew Weiss addressed the committee. He would like to see benches. He would like to see an access for wheel chairs and benches where people can sit. 

Nancy Corrin addressed the committee. She loved all three different designs; she thinks a lot of positive is in all three. She thinks that having a path on the north side would kill the sledding and kill the feel on that side. She would like to see benches up there. She doesn’t want to see a lot of paving either. She thinks if you do a lot less and have a lot more. She would like to keep that sundial, there is just something about a sundial in the park and feels that it’s a beautiful piece. She stated that we could have a path be bigger on the playground side and it can be multi-purpose. She thinks some benches there to would be nice. She asked that if in any of design is there a water place for kids, and J. Waisnor responded with a yes. She stated that below the play area where you talking about natural play, she is interested in that. She sees a lot of people play sports there and read there as well and if there are structures there it could take away from it.

Antonia Osborne addressed the committee. She likes the idea of keeping that natural play and making it a natural place/space. She wished he two sides were more united. She likes the idea of creating the lower walkway but wonders if that could be two levels of overlook and maybe widening the walkway.  She wished we could put hammocks that recline. E. Gallentine brought up the idea of a hammock grove. 

Molly Yancovitz addressed the committee. She asked if in the playground are there going to be benches, shade and she would love to hear more about the loop. She doesn’t want the little kids to get to and from the parents and running in the middle of the loop. She has concerns about how the path integrates with the kids plying.  J. Waisnor stated that the loop is open and she showed the two place that there will be gates. 

Schick Park was discussed. 

Mike Lindstrom stated discussed possible spots for a lower terrace.  

Erin Gallentine feels that at this point we should move on to look at the play structures. She feels that she is hearing that on the passive side the idea of less pavement the better. She stated that J. Waisnor and herself will work on what that means. She hears that everyone likes the idea of social and fun seating and using the trees that are there.  She also hears that people want to look at the idea of having a patio/experience on the lower portion. She stated that we have heard some sentiment about the sundial and also we need to do some research on how this came about. She stated that on the playground side she thinks she generally heard, were going to have water, we are going to have seating and she will advocate for the circuit path for kids. She stated that the site lines for the circuit path will be good and it creates vibrancy and other play opportunities within the park. 

A resident stated she feels that on north side option 1 sounds good, but for the south side it’s more of option 3. 

A resident stated that he takes his grandchildren there and one thing they spend a lot of time doing is playing in the nature area. He encourages any opportunity to enhance the nature play.  

Antonia Osborne wondered if the sundial can be honored or relocated. 

Ralph Spears would like any equipment and activity to be as far away from his house as possible.

J. Waisnor went through the access points of the park. She went through the various play equipment options that are grouped together by themes by various manufacturers. 
 

Lisa Wilkins loves the logs. She feels that the metal structures are not a good fit for this park. The logs and log cabins would be so great for this setting.  She pointed out a log cabin she loves.  She isn’t crazy about a tall log cabin. She loves the rocks and rock caves; she would like to see something like that there.  She likes the idea of the embankment slide using the hill. She doesn’t want it to be some hot metal slide sitting in the sun all day. She loves the idea of fairy door. She thinks that in terms of water play, the pebble stream with the dam is a great idea; she thinks it fits the theme very well. 

Gail Wolfsdorf addressed the committee. She thinks you have to have swings in a park especially for little kids.  She loves the natural look, but we are adults and what we find aesthetically pleasing may not be the same as what the kids want to play on.

Mike Lindstrom doesn’t like the idea of separating the two types of play; he doesn’t want to talk about them as two separate areas. He likes the idea of getting up high. He thinks swinging is great but he doesn’t want to have our hands tied because of amount of space they take up.  He thinks the idea of an Embankment slide is great. He thinks there is enough of the rock climbing sort of things, that you could have structures that do that stuff. 

Jay Corrin addressed the committee. He stated that with respect to the water equipment, he thinks whatever type you decide the water keeps needs to keep moving. It cannot be stagnant. 

A resident stated that one of the biggest drawbacks of this park is that there is no water. She stated that having  a little stream is not going to cut it on hot summer days She would like something where the water isn’t standing, it drains but provides an opportunity for kids to get wet. It gets very hot up there. 

The drinking fountain replacement was discussed. 

Antonia Bellalta discussed the swing and swinging pieces. She discussed having a social swing rather than an individual swings. It will provide the children with the rocking movement and social aspect. 

The currents swings in the park were discussed. 

A resident stated that a playground has to have swings.  She thinks we would be doing a diservice to the park.  She stated swings are great. 

A resident stated that if there is room swings are great, her personal preference is to have separate swings in the little kids area like we have now.  She thinks the social swings would be great for the older kids area. She thinks this is all so exciting. She likes the nature look to it, but she likes keeping some of the traditional components so there is something to do. She gave examples of say monkey bars. The slide her vote is not for the tube slide, kids cannot see if someone is in there. She would like the benches to allow visibility to supervise the kids.  She loves the idea of some kind of sprinkler system.  

A resident stated that he loves the nature oriented play stuff and the idea of integrating it into the hill. He gave an example of a slide at Robins Park in Arlington.  A slide that is integrated delivers people into the nature of the park. He likes the idea of having a child focus group to get their opinion.   E. Gallentine stated that sometimes we have onsite meetings that are every well received. J. Bain stated that if you have time to go look at some of our most recent renovations and get some ideas. 

D. Lyons stated that looking at the equipment J. Waisnor presented it has evolved so nicely over the years, he can’t believe it.  He would like to see some type of water play. 

Antonia Osborne stated that she believes for kids her perception is less is more. The old school monkey bars are awesome; you can do a lot with little structures. She likes the structures with the walls with different holes and different counters.  She stated that if you give a kid a window to look through, their imagination takes over. She thinks that maybe we do not want to look at a big fake long cabin; she thinks simplicity will be enough for a child. She discussed the lookout on Fisher Hill. 

A resident stated that some of the structures shown look like a theme park, and she feels that people may find that to be overwhelming. She likes the idea of a more natural theme. She doesn’t see putting a lot of money into a big structure. 

D. Lyons mentioned that benches are a great donation opportunity.  

Mike Lindstrom stated that you showed some wood blocks as an option and he was wondering if the Parks Department is ok with managing it?  Will they get locked up?  E. Gallentine stated that the idea would be to leave them open and accessible.  This would be an experiment we have not done before but it has been done in Cambridge

Antonia Bellalta likes the idea of the fairy door. 

Swings were discussed. 

J. Waisnor stated that there will be more shading over the playground as the layout is developed.

Paving and plantings were discussed. 

A natural enclosure for smaller children was discussed. 

E. Gallentine was looking to get some feedback on sand/ sand play. Everyone loves it, but she will be honest we cannot keep it clean. We go to some neighborhoods and they say please take the sand out and other places stated that we want to keep it and understand you can’t keep it clean. She stated that Brookline has the most aggressive management program on sand. We replace all the sand in every sand box every 3 years and we clean them out and top dress every year. However it takes no time for these sand boxes to be filthy. In terms what and how we are designing it would be important for us to know if we were incorporating sand or not. 
 
A resident stated that sand is nasty, instead she would rather see sand leave and have water feature come instead. 

Lisa Wilkins stated that we will not miss the sand and would love to see water play. 

E. Gallentine discussed the plant pallet. 

E. Gallentine stated that the last slide about the views, we don’t need to make a decision  right now but we have heard from some people some of these trees have grown  and we want to expand our view and while we won’t be accomplish that fully, there are some areas were we could get a longer view.  That wouldn’t mean tree pruning it would be removal. She would like to get a general consensus of whether or not we would like to see along view, or if they like that side being a ledge and what is clearly becoming a tees edge that block that will block any type of long view towards Boston and Cambridge

A resident stated that view is so good and valuable, if a few trees have to come out it she sees that as being ok. 

Ralph spears would like to see the view restored what to use it use to be. 

A resident stated that he loves the view but he loves trees even more.  He stated that he believes the trees are helping with the erosion.

There was discussion around this area being a treacherous place to sled. There are people come down the hill go off onto the road and come in front of the plow drivers. 

Antonia Osborne asked if there was a way to do a walkway doesn’t change the grade of the hill but is build out of the hill (like a boardwalk type of thing to create a full circle).  

E. Gallentine thanked everyone for coming, she stated that she has a lot to work out and discussed maybe working with a focus group or doing an onsite meeting on a Saturday.

J. Bain thanked everyone and stated that the next meeting is June 28th. 



 

