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SAVAGE FIELD 
PARK EVALUATION AND FEASIBILITY STUDY 

CLINTON, MA 
 
 
SECTION 1 – BACKGROUND AND FEASIBILITY STUDY OBJECTIVES 
 
Gale Associates, Inc. (Gale) was engaged by the Town of Clinton Parks and Recreation 

Department (CPR) to assist with a feasibility study 
for the development and reconfiguration of the park 
facility, also known as Savage Field.  The Savage 
Field parcel is located at the intersection of Water 
Street and Vale Street.   Currently, the park facilities 
are in disrepair and there is a need for new athletic 
fields and park facilities.  The resultant feasibility 
study is intended to determine the viability of 
redeveloping and reconfiguring the existing athletic 
field areas to include a renovated little league field, a  
new softball field, new parking and new park 

facilities.  
 
The process used to complete the feasibility study focused on three specific tasks, 
summarized as follows. 
 

1. To perform a background investigation and site evaluation to determine the 
geotechnical, topographical and resource area constraints that may impact the 
development potential of the sites.  Development of a base map will help to 
identify the prevailing site constraints related to the fields and surrounding 
areas. 

 
2. To determine how the athletic fields and park facilities may be developed and 

reconfigured to best meet the athletic programming and recreational needs of the 
Town.   

 
3. To compile several conceptual layout schemes to demonstrate how the athletic 

fields and park facilities might be organized and prepare cost estimates for each 
layout, in a manner suitable for comparison of the alternatives.  While these pre-
design cost estimates are suitable to assess project feasibility, they are not 
adequate for establishing actual project budgets. 

 
This report documents the prevailing site conditions, conceptual development layouts, pre-
design cost estimates and the permitting requirements to allow CPR to determine the most 
advantageous strategy for redeveloping the athletic fields and park facilities at the Savage 
Field site.    
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SECTION 2 – BASE PLAN DEVELOPMENT AND ASSESSMENT OF EXISTING FACILITIES 
 
In order to facilitate the planning of the proposed athletic facility redevelopment, Gale 
prepared an Existing Conditions Base Plan (Enclosure 1).  This plan is a compilation of 
Geographic Information Systems (GIS) data obtained from MassGIS, as well as existing 
conditions topographic survey performed by Gale.   This Existing Conditions Plan provides 
sufficient detail for planning and design development purposes.  Additional existing 
conditions surveys may be required for future design phases and proposed layout plans are 
subject to change.     
 
In addition, Gale completed site visits to evaluate the topography, groundcover, geology, 
accessibility, proximity of abutters and potential environmental resource areas. 
 
Savage Field Site Description and Prevailing Site Conditions.  The park facility is 
bordered by residential communities to the north, south, east and west.  The Nashua River 
also borders the property to the east, running in a northeast to southwest direction.  A 
railroad easement is also located along the eastern edge of the property.  This easement is 
for a decommissioned railway that was part of the CSX Transportation railway system.  
There is also a gas line easement owned by Tennessee Gas Company that runs along the 
eastern edge of the property as well.       
 
This athletic fields and park facility was originally constructed well over 30-years ago.  The 
most recent improvement to the park was the reconstruction of the basketball court in 
2013.  There is a little league field to the north of the property adjacent to Water Street.  A 
65-ft diamond field used primarily for adult softball is located on the southwest side of the 
property adjacent to Vale Street. 
 
The individual field assessment results are provided within Enclosure 2 and are summarized as 
follows: 
 

 Little League Field  
 

• The turf is in fair condition, with some areas void of turf.  Aeration, top 
dressing and re-seeding are necessary to reduce compaction, improve 
drainage, eliminate the bare spots and establish re-growth.  

• The field was saturated and standing water was observed within the 
infield.  A new infield mix, consisting of clay and sand, is needed to 
improve drainage. 

• The backstop is in poor condition.  
• The outfield chain link fence is in poor condition.  
• Field has no formal under drainage system. 
• The field has no site amenities.   
• Spectator seating in poor condition with no ADA accessibility. 
• Pitcher’s mound and home plate in poor condition. 
• Dugouts in poor condition. 
• The field lighting is outdated. 
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• Scoreboard is in fair condition 
• The field is not ADA accessible and accessible routes should be 

constructed from the parking lot 
 

 Adult Softball Field  
 

• The turf is in fair condition, with some areas void of turf.  Aeration, top 
dressing and re-seeding are necessary to reduce compaction, improve 
drainage, eliminate the bare spots and establish re-growth.  

• The field was saturated and standing water was observed within the 
infield.  A new infield mix, consisting of clay and sand, is needed to 
improve drainage. 

• Several drainage wash-out areas were observed. 
• The backstop is in poor condition.  
• Foul poles faded and in poor condition 
• The outfield chain link fence is in poor condition.  
• Field has no formal under drainage system. 
• The field has no site amenities.   
• Spectator seating in poor condition with no ADA accessibility. 
• Dugouts in poor condition. 
• The field lighting is outdated. 
• No Scoreboard 
• The field is not ADA accessible and accessible routes should be 

constructed from the parking lot 
 
Overall, the fields are in poor to fair condition. Both fields within the park have deficiencies 
in similar areas.  These include localized areas of worn turf, poor drainage and limited 
spectator seating with no ADA accessibility. 
 
The athletic lighting system for the two ball fields consists of unshielded light fixtures 
mounted on wooden poles.  The lighting system is outdated and not energy efficient.  
According to CPR staff and community users, the current light levels are poor and 
insufficient to play “small ball” sports.    
 
Other site amenities include a scoreboard located adjacent to the little league field.  The 
scoreboard has an older “bulb” type of lighting system which can make it difficult to read 
the display during direct sunlight conditions.  Newer scoreboards with LED systems are 
easier to view.   
 
There is no organized parking for the park.  Parking patterns are currently a “free-for-all” 
and do not maximize available paved areas.  There is currently insufficient parking 
available, and this leads to the frequent utilization of adjacent grassed areas for overflow 
parking. 
 
Topography.  Topography data for project site was obtained through onsite observations, 
Mass GIS, available record plans and an onsite topographic survey by Gale.  In general, the 
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project site gently slopes (between 0 and 5 percent) towards the middle of the parcel and 
the perimeter areas along Vale Street, Water Street, residential properties and the 
abandoned railroad easement situated at higher elevations and slope towards the middle of 
the parcel.  This make the middle of the property essential a “bowl” for stormwater 
drainage flows to concentrate.  There are several drainage structures located outside the 
ball fields, but current drainage issues suggest that the park’s existing drainage system is 
inadequate to properly manage stormwater.   
 
Soils.  The United States Soil Conservation Services (USCS) mapping for Savage Field site 
identifies the soils as “Udorthents Smoothed - Ud.”  This classification of soils consists of fill 
material with unknown characteristics.  This leads to variable soils, which are difficult to 
classify without onsite investigation.  Test pits will need to be performed during future 
design phases to further evaluate the material classification, depth to ground water and 
amount of topsoil.  Further evaluations will be needed during future design phases to 
accurately estimate construction costs. 
 
Environmental Resource Areas.  According to the Unites States Geological Survey 
(USGS) mapping, the Nashua River flows just south and east of the park’s parcel.  This 
river introduces a 200-ft river front buffer area and any associated bordering vegetative 
wetlands (BVW) introduce a 100-ft wetlands buffer; any work within this area is subject to 
regulation under the Wetlands Protection Act.  Improvements as they relate to the athletic 
fields and park facility appear to be next to the 200-ft river front buffer associated with 
these environmentally sensitive areas.  Future design phases may need to be reviewed by 
the Town’s Conservation Commission. 
 
According to the latest Massachusetts Natural Heritage & Endangered Species Program 
(NHESP) Atlas, there is no Priority Habitat of Rare Species located within either of the 
project site.  
 
Additionally, the majority of the project site is located within the 100-year flood zone, 
according to the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the site.  Any improvements to the 
parks would be subject to Town and State review to make sure that the improvements 
would result in no net fill areas within the flood zone.   
 
SECTION 3.0 – SCHEMATIC PLANNING PROGRAM 
 
The main goal of schematic planning program is to provide CPR with redevelopment 
options that best meet the needs of the Town.  Based on programming discussions with 
CPR, the current park facility is not capable of supporting the athletic program demands 
and recreational needs of the community.  The schematic layout described below will 
provide the Town with development alternatives including the reconfiguration of the 
existing softball field facility.  Site amenities and supporting equipment have also been 
taken into consideration, specifically the location of parking, playground area, pavilion and 
athletic lighting.    
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SECTION 4 – SCHEMATIC DESIGN AND ESTIMATED PROJECT COSTS 
 
Within Enclosure #3, we have provided schematic drawings showing alternative layouts 
and each option is described in detail below.               
  
Conceptual Layout Option 1 – (See Enclosure #3) 
 
Master Plan Strategy.  Under this option, the little league field and the softball field will 
be renovated within same footprint that they are currently located.  The ball fields will 
continue to be irrigated and will be constructed with a subsurface underdrain system 
consisting of flat panel drains and collector pipes in stone used to capture runoff, maximize 
groundwater recharge opportunity, and discharge overflow outside of the field areas.    
 
A new parking area with approximately 70 spaces will be constructer along the outfield 
perimeter of the softball field.  A small one-way driveway will connect the small parking 
area next to the little league field with the new parking area. This option will utilize the 
same existing driveways for the park at Vale Street and Water Street. 
 
The skate park will be renovated within its current location.  However, the skate park’s 
footprint will be reduced to afford more parking opportunities.  A playground area will be 
constructed in the southern area of the property in between the skate park and the softball 
field.   
 
This option will include a new MUSCO athletic lighting system for both the little league 
and softball fields, a retaining wall at the track, new ADA accessible walkways to access 
the fields and chain link fence around the outside perimeter of the fields to provide security 
and manage how people enter and exit the facilities. 
 
Cost Estimates – Conceptual Layout Option 1.  The preliminary project cost estimates 
for the conceptual layout options discussed above are included.  These estimates provide a 
breakdown as to which items are included in the numbers below.  The estimated costs have 
been summarized as follows:   
 

• Renovate Little League Field   $    135,000 
• Renovate Softball Field    $    170,000 
• Athletic Lighting (Little League Field)  $    220,000 
• Athletic Lighting (Softball Field)   $    260,000 
• Parking Area      $    170,000 
• Playground       $      50,000 
• Reconstruct Skate Park    $      35,000 
• Walkways, retaining walls and appurtenances $      45,000 
• Design Contingency (10%)    $    108,500 
• Soft Costs (5%)     $      54,250 

$ 1,247,750 
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Costs include soft costs (design), taken as 5% of the constructed cost, as well as a 10% 
contingency.  This estimate is an approximation and more detailed construction cost 
estimates will be prepared with the detailed design of the facility. Again, the pre-design 
cost estimates are not suitable for budget development, but are intended to provide a basis 
of comparison with other alternatives. 
 
 
Conceptual Layout Option 2 – (See Enclosure #3) 
 
Master Plan Strategy.  Under this option, the softball field will be relocated to the 
southern corner of the property (where the existing skate park is currently located) and 
rotated so that the outfield is in a north to northeast orientation.  Similar to Layout Option 
1, the little league field will be renovated within the same footprint that it is currently 
located.  The ball fields will continue to be irrigated and will be constructed with a 
subsurface underdrain system consisting of flat panel drains and collector pipes in stone 
used to capture runoff, maximize groundwater recharge opportunity, and discharge 
overflow outside of the field areas.   
 
This option now opens up the park’s programmable space in between the two outfields.  The 
skate park will be relocated next to the existing basketball court and farther away from 
residential properties.  A deck hockey venue will be constructed adjacent to the little league 
field.  A larger playground area will be constructed under this option that will include 
playscape structures separated by age groups and a splash pad area for cooling off during 
the summer.  An open pavilion will also be constructed to serve a central community 
gathering area within the park.       
 
A new parking area with approximately 77 spaces will be constructer along Vale Street.  In 
addition to the parking under this option affording slightly more spaces than Option 1, the 
parking affords two driveway entrances off of Vale Street for a more ideal traffic flow.  
 
This option will also include a new MUSCO athletic lighting system for both the little 
league and softball fields, a retaining wall at the track, new ADA accessible walkways to 
access the fields and chain link fence around the outside perimeter of the fields to provide 
security and manage how people enter and exit the facilities. 
 
Cost Estimates – Conceptual Layout Option 2.  The preliminary project cost estimates 
for the conceptual layout options discussed above are included.  These estimates provide a 
breakdown as to which items are included in the numbers below.  The estimated costs have 
been summarized as follows:   
 

• Renovate Little League Field   $    135,000 
• Reconstruct Softball Field    $    291,000 
• Deck Hockey (Boards and netting)   $      97,000 
• Athletic Lighting (Little League Field)  $    220,000 
• Athletic Lighting (Softball Field)   $    270,000 
• Parking Area      $    150,000 
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• Playground (incl. splash pad)   $      80,000 
• Reconstruct Skate Park    $      65,000 
• Pavilion (incl. concrete pad)    $      50,000 
• Walkways, retaining walls and appurtenances $      80,000 
• Design Contingency (10%)    $    143,800 
• Soft Costs (5%)     $      71,900 

$ 1,653,700 
 
Costs include soft costs (design), taken as 5% of the constructed cost, as well as a 10% 
contingency.  This estimate is an approximation and more detailed construction cost 
estimates will be prepared with the detailed design of the facility. Again, the pre-design 
cost estimates are not suitable for budget development, but are intended to provide a basis 
of comparison with other alternatives. 
 
 
SECTION 5.0 – PERMITTING 
 
As a feasibility study, Gale did not complete a rigorous permitting review or meet with 
various permitting authorities.  However, based on the project locations and scope, both of 
the project alternatives, as proposed above, would likely be subject to the following 
permitting requirements: 
 

• Town of Clinton Conservation Commission – Notice of Intent (NOI) for work 
within floodplain and riverfront area.    

• Town of Clinton – Site Plan Review 
• Tennesse Gas Company – Work within gas line easement 
• NPDES General Permit – Construction activities that disturb one or more acres 
     

A formal wetland delineation would need to be performed for later design phases of this 
project.  Work that falls within 100’ of the bordering vegetated wetland and within 200’ of the 
river front area would be subject to the Wetland Protections Act and Massachusetts 
Stormwater Regulations.  This would entail producing a Notice of Intent (NOI) and 
attending public hearings with the Town of Clinton Conservation Commission.  If the 
permit applicant is the Town, it is possible that some or all of the local permitting fees may 
be waived. 
 
SECTION 6.0 - Comparison of Conceptual Layout Options  
 
Conceptual Layout Option 1 
 

Advantages: 
• This is the least costly option.  
• Least amount of impact to abandoned railroad easement 
• Maintains skate park in current location 
• Preserves existing basketball court 
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Disadvantages: 
• No central community gathering area 
• Does not take advantage of unprogrammed space within the park  
• Parking layout and traffic flow not ideal 
• Smaller playground 
• No deck hockey venue  

 
Conceptual Layout Option 2 
 

Advantages: 
• New softball field in a better orientation  
• Large playground area for various age groups and splash pad 
• Open pavilion for gatherings 
• Outdoor deck hockey venue 
• New skate park venue centrally located next to basketball court 
• New parking off of Vale Street 
• Preserves existing basketball court 

 
Disadvantages: 

• This is the most costly option 
• Most impact to abandoned railroad easement 

 
The above mentioned advantages and disadvantages were thoroughly vetted with CPR and 
Conceptual Layout Option 2 gained consensus as the preferred option.  The improvements 
would result in a new, state-of-the-art softball field, little league field and additional 
recreation facilities centrally located within the Town.   
 
 
SECTION 7 – CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
Gale’s preliminary findings are that the demands and needs of Clinton Parks and 
Recreation’s softball/baseball programs cannot be supported with the current condition of 
the park facility.  As a result of this study, the Town is presented with several alternative 
options that will not only improve the condition of the athletic field and park facilities, but 
are capable of supporting more demand with the use of a subsurface drainage system and 
athletic lighting.  Although permitting would most likely be involved, we feel this process 
could be overcome though proper planning and design.   
 
Gale recommends the implementation of Conceptual Layout Option 2.  This option is more 
costly than Option 1, however it is the “best fit” option for the site and the needs of the 
Town’s community.  Additionally the construction of a playground, open pavilion within the 
park may also serve as a focus point and a true recreation park that can be used by all in 
the community.      
 
G:\716280\Report\716280 Savage Field Feasibility Study_Draft.doc 





 

FIELD EVALUATION 
DATA SHEET 

 
Date:  January 17, 2014 

 
Facility Name: Savage Field  
 
Field:  60’ Diamond  
 
Field Type: Little League  
 
Site Address: 
 
Vale Street  
 
City:  Clinton   State: Massachusetts    Zip: 01510 
 
Record Information (copy and attach): 
 

 Yes No 

a. Design Plans and Specifications 
  x 

b. As-Built Drawings 
  x 

c. Site Plan Sketches 
  x 

d. Assessors Maps/Plot Plans 
 x  

e. Aerial Photography 
 x  

f. Flood Insurance Maps/USGS Maps 
 x  

g. Other (Mass DOT Road Project Plans) 
 x  

 
 
1. Are there any wetlands, surface waters, or other environmentally sensitive 

areas that impact field redevelopment or maintenance? 
 

• A perennial stream is present to the East of the field and the 200’ river front 
buffer extends onto the parcel.   

• Wetlands appear to be to the south, however the 100’ buffer may not extend 
onto the parcel.   

 
 
 



 

2. Abutters: 
 
 North – Residential / Business  

South – Woodlands / Residential  
West – Residential   
East – woodland / Residential   
 

  
 
3. Photo Documents: 
 
Picture 1: 
 

 
View of Backstop / home dugout  
 

Picture 2:  
 

 
View of visitors’ dugout 

Picture 3: 
 

 
View of spectator seating  

Picture 4: 
 

 
View of Backstop  



 

Picture 5: 
 

 
View of infield  
 

Picture 6  
 

 
View of Scoreboard  

Picture 7: 
 

 
View the outfield  
 

Picture 8: 
 

 
View of Outfield  

 
4. Geometry Evaluation: 
 

 
Field Type: 

 
Left Field: Right Field: Center Field: Backstop: 

 
60’ Baseball  

 
190+ 180+ 190+ 20’ + 

 



 

5. Field Subsystems: 
 

Irrigation: 
 
The field is currently irrigated.  Irrigation source assumed Town water.  
 

Drainage: 

 
The field does not appear to have a formal under drainage system.  The 
infield clay at the time of the site visit was very wet with standing water 
observed.   
 

Lighting: 

 
The field is lighting consists of 3-4 fixtures on 6 telephone poles spread 
throughout the field.  The lighting system is outdated.   
 

Fencing: 

Sideline / Baseline – 4’ galvanized chain link fence (CLF) in poor condition.  
6’ CLF is present in front of the dugouts / bleachers.     
Outfield – 4’ galvanized CLF with safety cap in poor condition 
Backstop – 12’-16’ galvanized CLF with overhang and safety netting.  
Overall in poor condition.      
 

 
 
6. Ancillary Equipment: 
 
 Condition Comments 
Pitcher’s 
Mound and 
Rubber 
 

poor condition New pitcher’s mound needed   

Bases and 
Home Plate 
 

Home plate in poor condition.   
Bases not present  
 

 

Scoreboards 
 

Scoreboard at center field in fair 
condition 
  

 

Dugout(s) 
 

 Wooden benches behind 6’ fencing in 
poor condition (see pictures 1 & 2)  
 

 

P.A. System 
 

No P.A. System Present 
 

 

Spectator 
Seating 
 

Wooden planks with aluminum 
railing. Poor Condition  

Not ADA accessible.  

Flag Pole 
 

Shared between both fields and is in 
good condition.   
 

 



 

Player 
Benches 
 

Wooden benches in Poor condition   Very low to the ground  

Foul Poles  
 

poor condition  
  

 

Site 
Accessibility  
 

The field, spectator seating and 
dugouts are not ADA accessible  

Paved walkways are needed to bring 
ADA access to field and seating.   

Field Storage  
 

Shed located behind backstop in fair 
condition.   
 

 

 
 
7. General Turf Condition / Planarity:  
 

• Growth density appears to be fair with minor repairs needed. 
• Current infield mix appears to be over compacted and drains poorly. 
• Right field grading slopes up at fence line  

 
9. Evaluation Summary: 
 
 
 
 

Failing/ 
Unacceptable 

Marginally 
meets 

intended 
purpose 

Good field 
Minor  

deficiencies 

Excellent Field 
Meets/exceeds all 

requirement 

Geometry 
Compliance 
 

  x  

Turf Condition 
   x  

Safety 
   x  

Support 
facilities/ 
equipment 
 

 x   

ADA 
Compliance 
  

x    

Overall: 
  x   

 
 
  



 

FIELD EVALUATION 
DATA SHEET 

 
Date:  January 17, 2014 

 
Facility Name: Savage Field  
 
Field:  65’ Diamond  
 
Field Type: Fully Skinned 65’ Diamond  
 
Site Address: 
 
Vale Street  
 
City:  Clinton   State: Massachusetts    Zip: 01510 
 
Record Information (copy and attach): 
 

 Yes No 

a. Design Plans and Specifications 
  x 

b. As-Built Drawings 
  x 

c. Site Plan Sketches 
  x 

d. Assessors Maps/Plot Plans 
 x  

e. Aerial Photography 
 x  

f. Flood Insurance Maps/USGS Maps 
 x  

g. Other (Mass DOT Road Project Plans) 
 x  

 
 
1. Are there any wetlands, surface waters, or other environmentally sensitive 

areas that impact field redevelopment or maintenance? 
 

• A perennial stream is present to the East of the field and the 200’ river front 
buffer extends onto the parcel.   

• Wetlands appear to be to the south, however the 100’ buffer may not extend 
onto the parcel.   

 
 
 



 

2. Abutters: 
 
 North – Residential / Business  

South – Woodlands / Residential  
West – Residential   
East – woodland / Residential   
 

  
 
3. Photo Documents: 
 
Picture 1: 
 

 
View of Infield  
 

Picture 2:  
 

 
View of Visitor Dugout / Wall   

Picture 3: 
 

 
View of Outfield  

Picture 4: 
 

 
View of Home Dugout  
 



 

  
Picture 5: 
 

 
View of Backstop / Shed  
  

Picture 6  
 

 
View of Bleachers  

Picture 7: 
 

 
View of Home Plate  
 

Picture 8: 
 

 
View of 2nd Base Area  

 
4. Geometry Evaluation: 
 

 
Field Type: 

 
Left Field: Right Field: Center Field: Backstop: 

 
65’ Baseball  

 
295+ 285+ 295+ 25’ + 



 

 
5. Field Subsystems: 
 

Irrigation: 
 
The field is currently irrigated.  Irrigation source assumed Town water.  
 

Drainage: 

 
The field does not appear to have a formal under drainage system.  The 
infield clay at the time of the site visit was very wet with standing water 
observed.  Two (2) catch basin were observed to collect runoff, however 
appeared to be full of sediment.    
 

Lighting: 

 
The field is lighting consists of 3-4 fixtures on 8 telephone poles spread 
throughout the field.  The lighting system is outdated.   
 

Fencing: 

Sideline / Baseline – 4’ galvanized chain link fence (CLF) in poor condition.  
6’ CLF is present in front of the dugouts / bleachers.    
Outfield – 8’ galvanized CLF in poor condition 
Backstop – 15’-20’ galvanized CLF with overhang.  Overall in poor condition.    
 

 
 
6. Ancillary Equipment: 
 
 Condition Comments 
Pitcher’s 
Mound and 
Rubber 
 

poor condition 
(see picture 4)  

New pitcher’s mound needed   

Bases and 
Home Plate 
 

Home plate in poor condition.   
Bases not present  
 

 

Scoreboards 
 

No Scoreboard  
  

 

Dugout(s) 
 

 Wooden benches behind 6’ fencing in 
poor condition (see pictures 2 & 4)  
 

 

P.A. System 
 

No P.A. System Present 
 

 

Spectator 
Seating 
 

Wooden planks with aluminum 
railing. Poor Condition  

Not ADA accessible.  

Flag Pole 
 

Shared between both fields and is in 
good condition.   
 

 



 

Player 
Benches 
 

Wooden benches in Poor condition   Very low to the ground  

Foul Poles  
 

Faded yellow in poor condition  
  

 

Site 
Accessibility  
 

The field, spectator seating and 
dugouts are not ADA accessible  

Paved walkways are needed to bring 
ADA access to field and seating.   

Field Storage  
 

Shed located behind backstop in good 
condition.   
 

 

 
 
7. General Turf Condition / Planarity:  
 

• Growth density appears to be fair with minor repairs needed. 
• Current infield mix appears to be over compacted and drains poorly. 

 
9. Evaluation Summary: 
 
 
 
 

Failing/ 
Unacceptable 

Marginally 
meets 

intended 
purpose 

Good field 
Minor  

deficiencies 

Excellent Field 
Meets/exceeds all 

requirement 

Geometry 
Compliance 
 

 x   

Turf Condition 
   x  

Safety 
   x  

Support 
facilities/ 
equipment 
 

 x   

ADA 
Compliance 
  

x    

Overall: 
  x   

 
 
10. Other Comments: 
 

• Field geometry at 65’ base layout appears to be in between standard field 
sizes.  






