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Paul Foley

From: Anthony Esposito [anthony@espositopro.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 07, 2016 8:40 AM
To: Paul Foley
Subject: Statement to MVC regarding MV@Play proposal

Dear Paul, 

Please see below the letter that was sent to all Island Fin Coms this past June. As the Commission considers 
whether to except this proposal as a DRI, the issues raised here speak to the financial burden it will place on all 
six towns and their taxpayers forever. 

Thank you, 

Anthony Esposito, MVRHS graduate and Edgartown resident 

    

On May 16, 2016, the MVRHS committee voted 5-2 to approve phase one of MV@Play’s proposal, including a 
new track, artificial turf playing field, bleacher seating for 500 people, and stadium lighting. At that time, there 
was no user agreement between the school and MV@Play, no estimate regarding the increase in liability 
insurance, and no realistic numbers for the ongoing costs for artificial field maintenance and carpet 
replacement. The one thing that was made very clear, however, was that MV@Play will pay for the initial 
installation costs, but effective day two, MVRHS will assume financial responsibility for all costs associated 
with the project.  

  

It is important to note that this is only phase one of a three-phase project, intended to be a huge athletic complex 
described by Gale Associates as the most ambitious project they have designed. It will serve high school 
athletics, as well as all youth and adult soccer, football and lacrosse, summer camps and other sporting events. 
In short, the MVRHS committee voted to assume financial responsibility for the upkeep of new facilities 
designed to host athletic events – more than 50% of which are not related to the high school – with no sense of 
the long-term cost implications.  

  

While it was fiscally irresponsible for the MVRHS committee to accept this gift and saddle the taxpayers with 
higher upkeep costs going forward, we hope the Fin Coms will take this decision more seriously. Our taxpayers 
deserve no less. Unless we have concrete answers to questions like those below, it is impossible to make a 
responsible judgment. Here are some basic questions (and answers if known), which should serve as a starting 
point for this decision: 

 
 

 ·     Will the school’s current insurance policy cover this project and what will the incremental costs be? 
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·      How long is the warranty for a new artificial plastic carpet? (8 years)  
 
·      What are the reasons the plastic carpet must be replaced? (Fibers get worn away exposing the infill and the 
surface becomes very hard) 
 
·      What types of problems are covered by the warranty? (Proven defects in manufacturing) 
 
·      What types of problems are not covered by the warranty? (Normal wear, damage caused by non-sport 
events, improper maintenance, loose seams, fading color) 
 
·      What conditions or maintenance practices void the plastic carpet’s warranty? 
 
·      Does a single warranty cover all aspects of the artificial field’s soil-base preparation, base materials, 
artificial turf materials, top-dressing, irrigation system, etc., or will there be separate warranties and warranty 
voiding conditions for each elements (some of which could contravene each other)? 
 
·      What is the estimated cost of the new carpet and infill? (Conservative estimates quote carpet replacement at 
well over $500k, assuming prices don’t continue to rise as they have been. Infill costs are unknown as plant 
derived products are new and largely untested) 
 
·      What are the added costs of shipping tens of tons of new and used material on and off island?  
 
·      How much time, equipment and manpower must be budgeted to ensure a reasonably sanitary playing 
surface? And what level of technical training is supplied, recommended or required for the ground crew in order 
to properly maintain the area and the warranty conditions? 
 
·      Given the tremendous financial demands MVRHS has right now, how does the school plan to pay for 
annual maintenance, carpet replacement for each field every eight years and infill replenishment as it migrates 
into the environment?  
 
·      What maintenance practices and documentation are necessary to keep the carpet safe? (Sweeping up debris 
like trash and leaves, brushing to straighten fibers, deep raking to loosen infill, spraying disinfectant and anti-
static chemicals, manual removal of gum with a solvent then hand-pried out of the fibers, cleaning of spilled 
drinks, vomit, spit, sweat, blood, and animal droppings, GMAX testing, and repairing loose seams to avoid 
liability issues) 
 
·      Do the sanitizing cleansers or the scrubbing process damage the artificial fibers and lessen the projected life 
expectancy of the product? Will the use of these sanitizing cleaners invalidate the surface’s product warranty? 
 
·      Will MVRHS be responsible for cleaning up after the adult and recreational teams that use the fields?  
 
·      Will the school use water cannons to keep the plant-based infill damp enough so as not to blow away and to 
briefly bring the temperature down from the 30+ degree increase over grass?  
 
·      Will the school try to remain carbon neutral on this project? (This would mean planting over 1,000 
additional trees per field plus replacing the 5,000 sq ft of trees that phase one requires be clear-cut) If so, what 
are the projected costs for the new trees, installation and maintenance? 
 
·      When additional costs arise involving repair, maintenance, replacement, will those costs get passed on to 
the parents of rec players in the form of higher sign up fees? Taxpayers? 
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·      Would an extra, part-time position need to be created to handle scheduling for the new athletic fields as 
suggested by the Athletic Director in the second public forum?  
 
·      If phase one is completed as planned this fall, where will maintenance fees come from given that the 2016-
17 budget is already allocated? 
 
·      If there were a class action suit, would it be covered by regular liability insurance or would the towns be 
responsible for damages? 
 
 

  

Forbes columnist Mike Ozanian has been covering these issues for years and has written very critical articles on 
the artificial turf industry including the two below. http://www.forbes.com/sites/mikeozanian/2014/09/28/how-
taxpayers-get-fooled-on-the-cost-of-an-artificial-turf-
field/#715980cc1bcaand http://www.forbes.com/sites/mikeozanian/2014/11/02/failure-rate-of-artificial-turf-
fields-unknown-by-public/#3facd69337d8. 

  

In light of all the financial uncertainty surrounding this ambitious project, we sincerely hope the towns will do 
their due diligence.  

 
 

Thank you for your careful consideration,  

 Anthony Esposito 


