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Westfield Ice Hockey Rink Renew Proposal Lacks Documentation
Dear Mayor Brindle and Mem-
bers of the Municipal Council, I
am a resident of The Pointe in
Garwood. My wife and I have
lived here for nearly two years;
our neighbors at The Pointe in-
clude many other people who
raised their families in Westfield
and, like us, wanted to stay in
this immediate area when they
became empty nesters and
downsized.
I am writing to you about the ice
rink that occupied part of
Gumbert Field last winter and
has asked that its contract with
Westfield be renewed. I spoke at
two recent meetings of the Rec-
reation Commission and at a
meeting of the Garwood Bor-
ough Council. The Recreation
Commission’s role, as I under-
stand it, is to recommend to the
Mayor and Council whether or
not to renew the rink’s contract.
As reported in the local press, at
its June 3 meeting the Commis-
sion recommended that the
Mayor and Council renew that
agreement for a period of time to
be set by the Mayor and Council.
I am aware that Christine Spear,
President of the Pointe’s Board of
Trustees, has also written to you
sharing her distress with the way
the Recreation Commission pro-
cess was handled. I agree with
her comments.
Essentially, Mr. Anderson, the
rink operator, spoke at the be-
ginning of the first meeting; he
described in a summary way the
elements of his “Proposal for the
2019-2020 Season.” I know this
because I have read his Pro-
posal, obtained from the Town
Clerk as part of her response to
an OPRA request.
After Mr. Anderson spoke, com-
ments were made for probably
90 minutes by people speaking
for and against the rink. At the
second meeting, there was an-
other 90 minutes of comments.
Neither Mr. Anderson nor any
member of the Commission re-
sponded in any way to any of the

impacts on them raised by nearby
residents. No follow-up questions
were asked of any speaker.
I focused on several points in my
comments— Mr. Anderson de-
scribed some noise readings that
were taken during the season,
but no written report was filed
and his noise consultant did not
appear. It is not conceivable to
me, especially as I am a retired
land use attorney who has worked
with sound consultants, that
nothing in writing was prepared
by the rink’s noise consultant.
What is certain is that Mr. Ander-
son has not given Westfield any-
thing but a Proposal— this was
confirmed by the OPRA response
which says that Westfield has
“no noise studies, traffic control
analyses, or (reports on) drain-
age or other neighborhood im-
pacts.”
This is critical, because the Town’s
professionals could and should
review such reports. For example,
where were the noise readings
taken which Mr. Anderson briefly
mentioned? All he said (at the
May meeting) was that they were
taken “at the Lofts”. The Lofts
apartment building runs at an
angle to the rink with some apart-
ments closer than others — the
location of the noise test is very
significant and would affect the
readings.
Further, no mention was made of
noise being tested anywhere at
The Pointe, and the Proposal it-
self is totally silent on test loca-
tion. In this regard, I note that
NJDEP’s Guidelines for Investi-
gation of Noise Complaints un-
der the State’s Noise Code states
that noise measurements for resi-
dential property like The Lofts
and The Pointe should be done
where people are reasonably
likely to be; this could include a
doorway area or a balcony for
noise which goes above an acous-
tical barrier.
Residents of both The Lofts next
to the rink and The Pointe di-
rectly across Chestnut Street

have balconies which face the
rink. I have personally heard the
loud noises which the Chestnut
Street residents described, at the
front of these homes.
The 2018-2019 Report on Rink
Operations prepared by the
Westfield Rink Advisory Commit-
tee (dated April 29, 2019) lists
120 logged complaints and 36
police calls. These concern,
among other things, noise, lights
and traffic.
Mr. Anderson’s 2018/2019 con-
tract with Westfield requires the
rink to comply with applicable
law which certainly includes noise
regulations. Even if the law were
not violated, the many comments
on how noise impacted people’s
lives (including people in single
family homes on Fourth Avenue)
should be enough to require Mr.
Anderson’s rink to be relocated.
If the rink is to stay in Westfield,
Mr. Anderson’s own Proposal
states that Gumbert Park is only
a “short term” location. It is
Tamaques Park, he says, which
meets his criteria for the long
term.
In conclusion, Mr. Anderson’s Pro-
posal for the rink to be renewed
at Gumbert Field for next season
should not even be considered
by the Mayor and Council until he
can provide the Town with re-
ports prepared by professionals
analyzing the neighborhood im-
pacts which have been described
by the rink’s neighbors, such as
noise and traffic, and any other
topic which the Town’s profes-
sionals identify. The Mayor and
Council should not be relying only
on Mr. Anderson’s Proposal,
which is all he has provided.
Beyond that, I echo Mrs. Spear’s
firm statement that if the rink is
renewed at Gumbert, it not be
allowed to expand its offerings
and hours as the Proposal states
and the term be only one year.
Stephen Barcan
Garwood

Letters to
the Editor

Re The Ice Rink; Sadly, The “Me Generation”
Has Lost Its Sense Of Social Responsibility

I attended Westfield’s recreation
committee meeting on June 3
and listened as those present
voiced their opinions on the effi-
cacy of the ice rink that operated
near Gumpert Field this past win-
ter.
Families bordering Gumpert want
an alternate location for the rink
based on the significant negative
impact it had on their quality of
life during set up, operation and
breakdown at seasons end. They
asked the town to “be a good
neighbor” and move the facility
to a park setting with reasonable
distance between the rink and
surrounding homes.
Supporters of the rink, most of
whom do not live near it, in es-
sence said, “Sorry”. The quality
of life of those who do live near it,
and the negative impact to adja-
cent local businesses, are not as
important as the convenience of
this location to us.
Sadly, the prevailing sentiment

of the evening was, in my opin-
ion, a reflection of what we see in
the country at large. The “me
generation” has lost its sense of
social responsibility and can look
no further than its own wants.
These are not disadvantaged
young people with limited op-
portunities to participate in
sports. Ice time is available within
the county and adjacent coun-
ties but not at times that are as
convenient or plentiful.
It is a sad day for neighbors
whose quality of life is not impor-
tant enough to inconvenience a
town that made a mistake in
location.
I love the town of Westfield,
where I lived for 40+years and
raised my family. I believe it can
better reflect its sense of com-
munity than this gathering evi-
denced.

Susan Dodge
Garwood


