
Williamsburg Field Evaluation Work Group Meeting Summary  

Wednesday, November 16, 2016 

There were 13 members present at the meeting: Erik Gutshall (Chair); Larry Suiters, Tony Trabandt, 

Joe Delogu, Liz Kirby and Roy Gamse (neighbors); Susan Wallace (AWSL), John Seymour (E2C2), 

David Friedman (YCA), Gail Harrison (sub for Greg Kurasz, RSCA), Justin Wilt (ASA), Bill Ross (PRC) 

and Steve Severn (SC) 

 

Representatives not present: AC Kicks Soccer Representative, Williamsburg Civic Association 

Representative and Greg Kurasz who provided an alternate in his absence,  

 

Staff present: Matthew Pfeiffer (CPHD); Robin Leonard (DPR); Peter Lusk (DPR) and Patrick Todd 

(DPR)  

 

Meeting Open:  

 Chairman Gutshall went through the WFWG Sign-in Sheet to double-check attendance for 

the evening and discussion took place about some of the members not present.  

 David Friedman should be contacted to see if he is still interested in the WFWG. Mr. Friedman 

arrived at the meeting a few minutes later. 

 

1.) Open House Debrief 

 

o Chair Gutshall - Thoughtful feedback from comment cards. 

o Tony Trabandt- Thought it was interesting that DPR Leadership was there, impression 

from Tony and the neighbors was the DPR was there to argue in favor of having lights 

on site. DPR message is that the neighborhood is going to get lights, and all that is left is 

mitigation. Referenced Mark Schwartz at Rock Springs Civic Association Meeting.  

o Justin Wilt - Thoughtful and interesting conversations. Heard a lot of incorrect or bad 

information from different visitors of the public meeting. Lots of curiosity about what is 

actually happening with the working group. Public has shown great interest on the 

topics presented and some want to dive in further to learn more about the information.  

o Chair Gutshall - Many people mentioned that 11:00 p.m. is too late to have lights on the 

at the Williamsburg site. Wonders where the 11:00 p.m. time frame came from. 

 Roy Gamse - Comments that 11:00 p.m. is the outside limit of the analysis that 

DPR provided. 

 Gail Harrison - Transportation study assumed 10:15 p.m. 

 Bill Ross- remembers many comments about a 9 p.m. lighting curfew 

 Robin Leonard - commented that fields are lit until 10, 10:15, 10:30, 11:00 p.m. 

throughout the County. 

 Tony Trabandt - Tennis courts, and basketball courts were available before 

trailers until 11:00 p.m. Parking lot lights are on until 11:00 p.m., and APS has 



refused to do anything about it. Mentions family that moved because of how 

frustrated they were due to the parking lot lights. 

o Chair Gutshall - Thinks it is in within the scope of this working group to recommend 

lighting policy and enforcement to address parking lot lights. 

o Chair Gutshall to Matt Pfeiffer- Can the county have a use condition with APS on lights 

in the parking lot? 

o Matt Pfeiffer - we may not want to set precedent that we don't want later. 

o Chair Gutshall - Use permit is the mechanism to control the lights 

o Bill - People commented on lights, shouldn't be on after 9:00 p.m. 

 

2.) Remaining Schedule for WFWG 

o Roy Gamse - What is the process after presentation to the LRPC? 

o Larry Suiters - Will only Erik or staff be allowed to speak at LRPC? WFWG has worked for 

over one year on this process, and deserves the right to speak. Has this whole 

committee only been for show? 

o Chair Gutshall- The point of the LRPC is to update the Planning Commission. Planning 

Commissioners can ask questions to fully understand issues. 

o Robin Leonard - DPR staff is not speaking at LRPC 

o Tony Trabandt - Did Fire Station 8 or TJES have to go to the LRPC? Tony believes no. 

o Gail Harrison - Is there a reason that the LRPC meeting is so close to the PC meeting? 

How does the LRPC use the information learned with the Planning Commissions? 

 Chair Gutshall - LRPC has interest in anything the PC has interest in. LRPC is the 

first chance for Planning Commissioners to be introduced to the WFWG findings 

thus far.  

o Roy Gamse "Erik-What are you going to say tomorrow?" 

 Chair Gutshall - Will report on the charge, some findings, Open House, LED 

lighting, traffic concerns… Very broad overview. 

o Bill Ross - Has the Planning Commission been directed to the website yet? 

o Larry Suiters - Question on the PC meeting 12/1, what will be before the Planning 

Commission at that time? 

 Public Testimony will be permitted at the Planning Commission Meetings. 

o Chair Gutshall - Presentation to commissions, 15-20 min. total to allow time for Q&A. 

Commissions may choose to write letters after the presentations. 

o Tony Trabandt- What power does the PC have over the WFWG? 

 Chair Gutshall- The PC has no power over the WFWG. 

 

o Larry Suiters - Will there be a staff report at the LRPC meeting or the PC meeting? 

 Chair Gutshall - no 

o Larry Suiters - Will the Planning Commission be asked to take a position on WFWG 

before the use permit is reviewed by the board? 

o Matt Pfeiffer - There will be a staff position for the use permit. 

 Larry Suiters - DPR staff are supposed to not have an opinion, shouldn't be 

allowed to weigh in on staff report. The process is unfair. 



o Tony Trabandt - Isn't it the County Manager's recommendation? 

 Matt Pfeiffer- Planning Division staff with DPR will generate the report for the 

County Manager. It is always the County Manager's report to the board. PC will 

hear the WFWG report, no staff will be involved in the report to the 

commission.  

o Tony Trabandt- Can the County Board make a decision and move for public hearings 

before May 2017? 

 Chair Gutshall - No, the deferral specified May, it cannot be heard before May. 

3.) WFWG Presentation to Commissions 

o Chair Gutshall- Presentations to commissions on both sides (for/against) should be of 

similar framework. 

o Gail Harrison- Concerned that presentations are happening before Commissions before 

the WFWG has even written a report sharing their stance. 

o Tony Trabandt – Pro-lighting arguments should go first, opposed should go 2nd when 

presenting to Commissions. 

o Liz Kirby - Neighborhood and wildlife should be considered and mitigation should be 

considered. 

o Tony Trabandt - Layout should be similar to the Open House, does not want mitigation 

to be the centerpiece of the discussions to the commissions. There is no effective 

mitigation, mitigation is not enforceable.  

 Justin Wilt - If the sentiment is that mitigation is not enforceable, why are we 

going through this process? If the idea from the WFWG is that mitigation is 

impossible, why go through the process? 

o Joe Delogu - Arguments are asymmetrical, arguments should be different, each group is 

focused on different things.  

o Chair Gutshall - Clarity on suggestion is that he is not trying to weaken anyone's 

argument 

o Joe Delogu - Uses Demand Analysis as an example, pro-lights have a use argument, anti-

lights do not have a demand analysis argument. 

o Chair Gutshall - Reads from the charge. States that it is up to the anti-lights group to 

discuss mitigation. Chair Gutshall - Interprets the charge, intent of the charge is not 

simply whether or not to light the fields, the goal of the WFWG is to decide is it possible 

to mitigate the impacts in order to allow the fields to be lit.  

 Larry Suiters/Joe Delogu - Mitigation hasn't been on the agenda, how could it 

have been discussed? 

 Larry Suiters- Believes that the Charge states to recommend a response as to 

whether one or both fields be lit?  If answer is yes, then mitigation efforts 

should be discussed. 

o Steve Severn - Wants a different presentation idea, start with idea, flow down on either 

side of the argument pro/anti, and maybe mitigation is not a part of the charge. 

o Liz Kirby - Christian Dorsey mentioned to her at the Open House that he can't rest 

unless there is a mitigation effort in the final report. 



o Joe Delogu- "Discussing mitigation is like asking the neighbors to decorate their own jail 

cell". 

o David Friedman - The issue at Yorktown was not an issue of lights/no lights. The field 

was already lit, lighting was expanded. Mitigation came in to help with the 

neighborhood. 

 

 

o Joe Delogu- Erik should give overview, one WFWG member give the pro argument, one 

WFWG member give the anti- argument  

o Outline for anti-lights presentation will follow the Larry Suiters report.  

o Chair Gutshall- Questions whether WFWG will have two reports with one cover? 

o Larry Suiters- Mitigation has never been discussed  

o John Seymour - Feels as though his contributions to the WFWG have been all working 

towards mitigation. Contributions include light spill, temperature readings, etc. Isn't sure 

that there is anything further that can be discussed pertaining to mitigation. States that 

Christian Dorsey would like to get past the charge and wants everyone to work together on 

if lights can work at WFWG. What is the delta above the threshold of lights? 

 

o Justin - We have been spoken to about mitigation, it has never been truly discussed. 

If the MOA is not enforceable, it speaks to the distrust of the group towards DPR. If 

an MOA can't be worked out because it isn't enforceable by law, then there isn't a 

point for the working group to continue.  

o Tony Trabandt- Recognizes that ASA sent a letter to its participants recognizing 

there are issues with lighting the fields. States that in the event of a disagreement 

Jane Rudolph and Mark Schwartz are the decision makers if there is any 

disagreement. The civic association can object, but does not have a voice.  

o Chair Gutshall - Is it the recommendation of this group that an MOA be created with 

more teeth? 

 Tony Trabandt -It is too much to ask to simply trust DPR.  

 Robin Leonard - Explains the Yorktown CA operations committee is going 

great based on conversation with the Yorktown CA.  

o Joe Delogu- December 7th meeting needs to discuss mitigation.  

o Bill Ross - What have the proposed mitigation efforts been? His understanding is 

that an hour’s limitation is the biggest mitigation factor. 

o Joe Delogu - Curfew is a black and white issue. 

o David Friedman - Demand should be driving the mitigation efforts. Not cost-benefit 

analysis of the cost of the field. Demand for soccer usage should be presented to 

justify having the lights turned on. Example of not installing lower lights at 

Greenbrier to allow public to walk on the track without stadium lights on. 

o Chair Gutshall- asks Robin Leonard about the POPS (Plan for Our Places and Spaces) 

process and wonders if Staff can provide an update at the December 7 meeting 

 Robin - Process will end at the end next Spring, can provide an update 



 

o Justin Wilt - Can we get the members of the Greenbrier Operations committee to a 

WFWG meeting?  They could present successes/concerns with the MOA and any 

“lessons learned”  

 Robin Leonard - Will ask to see if she can get a few members to the next 

meeting. 

 Tony T - Should we recognize that David Friedman is the board 

recommended member of the Yorktown CA? 

 David Friedman - Hasn't been as involved with the MOA operations 

committee as he would like to be, can't really speak for the operations 

committee. 

 David Friedman- commits to getting bullet points from the Greenbrier 

Operations Committee to present them at the next WFWG meeting. 

 

o Gail Harrison - Does the quote from Musco that was received last fall include the 

operations and maintenance of the lights? 

 It does not. 

 

Conversation about visual PowerPoint presentation or presentation methods at the various 

Commission Meetings. 

o They (PowerPoints) are too distracting 

o 6 minutes is too short of a timeframe 

o Not enough tech-savvy people in the group 

o Issues are too complex for 6 minutes 

o Have to dumb the issues down 

o WFWG decided on handouts - no PPT 

o Final Allotment of time to present breakdown: 

 Background and process- 6 minutes  

 Open to Lighting – 7 minutes 

 Opposed to Lighting – 7 minutes 

 Next Steps – 2 minutes 

 

No subcommittee meetings will be held due to the lack of securing space, time for notification, etc. 

However, 2 people at a time in-person meetings and communications through e-mails will be 

permitted.  Gail Harrison officially substituting for Greg Kurasz (and others), she needs to abide 

by the Sunshine Rules for meetings as well. 

 

Tony Trabandt – has requested that DPR or APS get construction plans and maintenance plans from 

the western area, based on the tree canopy in the tree report. Installation of the lights video, 

what is the effect of having the heavy equipment on the turf field for installation. Get 

information from Musco (see T. Trabandt e-mail sent at 5:55 p.m. on 11/16/2016)  

 


