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Boxford — 
To the Editor:
At Town Meeting May 11 and 12, Boxford residents will once again be asked to approve various conservation, recreation and housing restrictions on portions of the Haynes Property across from Cole School. The objective being to allow further development of ball fields and possibly community housing at the site. Being a former soccer coach myself, I recognize Boxford’s need to build more ball fields to provide for the Town's ever increasing participation in field based sports.
Over the past several years, various groups have looked for parcels which Boxford owns or might acquire for ball field construction and other uses. The only land Boxford owns other than the Haynes Property, where the Town could legally build ball fields, is on Baynes Hill off Main Street. This site has been considered for a library but was rejected due to difficult access and increased traffic on Main Street. It is not practical for ball fields for the same reasons. Boxford owns other parcels which all carry conservation restrictions prohibiting their use for ball fields.
The Haynes Property is the only land Boxford owns where we can realistically build more ball fields.
There has been much discussion that we should not build ball fields at Haynes due to wetlands or tree cutting, or that it will require higher taxes. We need to plan this effort based on facts not emotion. There is still a lot of engineering design and permitting to be done before anything can be built at Haynes. Approval of the various restrictions at May’s Town Meeting does not guarantee anything will be built at Haynes, it’s just one step in a long process that will require voter approval over a period of several years. If the project is constructed in phases, we will be able to tap more Community Preservation Act funds as current bonds for open space purchases are paid off. Boxford gets a large state match on CPA funds. Ball field users should contribute significant private funds to the construction of these fields to offset the Town’s CPA contributions. Boxford’s distaste for prop 2½ overrides ensures that CPA and private funds are the sources that will pay for these ball fields, not tax increases.
Why the urgency to build more ball fields? By any measure, youth and adult team sports have far and away the most participation and offer the most opportunity for community interaction of any activity in rural Boxford. They are a significant contributor to the quality-of-life we enjoy here.
Over the past few years, Boxford's participation in tri-town football and lacrosse programs has increased significantly while adult soccer and softball programs have expanded. Yet Boxford does not supply ball fields for football and only limited access for lacrosse. It’s only a matter of time before other towns demand that Boxford provide field space, or not participate in these programs. What happens then? We tell Boxford’s football and lacrosse players that they cannot participate in the tri-town programs? We only allow higher skilled soccer and baseball players to play so that we can reduce the number of teams that need field space to leave room for other sports? We will not have to make these choices if we build more fields. 
Current and past families involved in team sports need to participate much more in the effort to build Boxford’s ball fields. Projects succeed in Boxford only when supporters contribute time and effort over a sustained period of time. There is a growing group of vocal opponents of development at the Haynes property which has not been offset by the far larger community of ball field users.
 Those who have enjoyed the benefits of Boxford’s field sports need to support their future growth by voting at Town Meetings and supporting fundraising efforts.
Steve Merriam
Washington Street, Boxford
Member Boxford Planning Board, Community Preservation Committee and Haynes Land Advisory Committee
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