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Cary Park District 
Board of Commissioners 
Parks & Recreation Operations Committee 
November 14, 2013 
7:00 PM 
Cary Community Center 
255 Briargate Road 
Cary, IL 
 
Minutes 
Committee Members Present:  Harvey, Emma, Krueger 
Commissioners Present: Stanko, Renner (7:04 PM) 
 
Staff Present:  Jones, Glenn, Raica, Hughes, Kelly, Rea, Propati, Cannon 
 
Guests Present: Kristen Dahm and Keeley Gallaugher from McHenry County Department 
of Health; Matt Clark, Caulbert Smith, and Hughie O’Malley, Cary Soccer Association 
 
Chair Harvey called the meeting to order at 7:01 PM. 
 
The Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag was recited. 
 
The minutes from the October 10, 2013 Park and Recreation Operations Committee were 
presented for approval. 
 
 Krueger moved to approve the minutes dated October 10, 2013 Parks and Recreation 
Operations Committee meeting.  Second by Emma . 
 
Voice vote:  3-0. All voting aye. Motion carried. 
 
There were no matters from the Public, Commissioners, or Staff. 
 
Under Direction Items, Discussion/Direction to the Board for Consideration, the We 
Choose Health McHenry County – Smoke Free Public Places program was presented to 
the Committee by Kristen Dahm and Keeley Gallaugher from the McHenry County 
Department of Health. They explained that a grant exists to provide signage, fliers, and 
other informational materials to advocate non-smoking within public places and offered 
to provide these materials to the Cary Park District.  To receive the grant the District 
would need to pass a formal measure that would make all of its parks smoke free. 
 
The Committee desired to be provided more information on the grant opportunity and 
directed Jones to gather the information and provide it for review.  The Committee 
directed Jones to place the item on the December Committee agenda.   
 
Policy Development – Colleague Youth Sports Organization Relationships and Field 
Space Allocations, was presented by Jones.  Two policies were presented;  one, the 
recognition of “colleague”, “recognized” and other sports organizations and the second 
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policy dealing with the method of field space distribution amongst these recognition 
categories. 
 
Committee discussion focused on the distinction and qualifications of a “colleague” 
organization versus a “recognized” organization. Jones stated that the purpose of these 
policies are not to oversee these groups but to provide a more established method with 
which to assign fields. 
 
Emma inquired as to whether the Park District attorney had reviewed these suggested 
policies? Jones responded that there was nothing legally troubling in them and much of 
the information had been acquired from other agencies that had faced the same decisions 
and past experience of staff that had developed similar policy in the past. 
 
Krueger commented that the policies seemed to be on the right track but the differences 
between Colleague and Recognized were hard to enforce. Also, any reference to ADA 
should be understood as a requirement of the group and should not be specified within 
the policy. 
 
Stanko liked the concept and criteria but felt there should be a third group to fully cover 
all those who could be involved, suggesting a category named “charter”. He asked if the 
letters of agreement were “boilerplate” and should we use a template, approved by the 
Board, so that every new agreement would not need Board approval. 
 
Renner felt “something was missing” in that the time frame (ten years) in the Colleague 
category doesn’t seem to belong in the groups’ consideration and may be unfair to other 
groups wishing to attain this category.  Renner stated that he did not believe an individual 
resident who had a child in one of the organizations that would be subject to this policy 
would be interested in what category the organization has with the District. 
 
Harvey felt it was a good start; he liked the idea of defining longevity, and differentiating 
non-profit and incorporated over those that are not. 
 
The Committee discussed quantifying the groups in the Colleague and Recognized 
categories with minimum member numbers and a lower number for a swim team. Jones 
explained why this particular detail is necessary due to the swim team’s limitation of 
space to expand their program. 
 
Other issues arose such as the enforcement of residency requirements, notification of 
board changes within the groups, coaches’ certification, how to apply waiver of fees 
policy equitably, requirement of criminal background checks, and the opinion of 
Attorney Puma regarding the inclusion of ADA and Civil Rights requirements within the 
policies. 
 
The Committee inquired as why the Sheppard-Schleismann Tournament is noted as a 
standing weekend date each year, necessitating the mention that no fields are assigned for 
those weekend dates. Jones responded that the tournament has grown so large and is of 
such standing within the community that it deserves its own mention and priority on field 
spaces. 
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It was agreed to have these policies revised taking into consideration all the suggestions 
and comments put forth during the Committee discussion and to bring this item again to 
the December 12 OPS Committee meeting. 
 
The next item for discussion was GolfVisions’ request to continue managing Chalet Hills 
Golf Club. 
 
The Committee inquired to the status of Chalet Hills sale and Jones responded that he 
was not aware of any pending change in the current status. 
 
Staff recommended that GolfVisions be given permission to continue to manage Chalet 
Hills until such time as it is sold, and then GolfVisions would no longer be allowed to do 
so. 
 
Emma asked why staff would recommend GolfVisions no longer be allowed to manage 
Chalet Hills if it is sold.  Jones responded that he would not be comfortable with this and 
did not see how they could effectively “serve two masters”.  
 
Krueger moved to allow GolfVisions to continue managing Chalet Hills Golf Course 
until such time as it is sold. Second by Emma. 
 
Voice vote:  3-0. All voting yes. Motion carried 
 
Krueger moved to adjourn the meeting. Second by Emma. 
  
Voice vote: 3-0. All voting yes. Motion carried. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:19 PM. 


