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September 1, 1997 -

Ms. Margaret Drury ,
City Clerk o anRINGE MA

. . CAMBRIDGE MA.
Cambridge City Hall CAl |
795 Mass Avenue : L
Cambridge, MA 02139 } s s R

Dear Ms. Drury,

We ask that the question addressed by this petition be
placed on the agenda for the City Council meeting of Sept. 8,
1997. We make this request on the behalf of the 200 people who
have signed the petition and the 50 citizens who have previously
written on this matter to the Arts Council, the Water Department,
and the City Manager’s Office.

Thank you for your attention.

Yours truly,

“ee U ”’Q

Rebecca Folkman Amy Nadel
100 Larch Road 123 Fresh Pgnd Pkwy
Cambrdige 02138 Cambridge @2138

497-4977 354-8273
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to express my dismay at the public
art project proposed for the weir house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would
render inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two meadows that exist for the
use of Cambridge citizens. Art that eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off
FROM the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of security. It sends our public drinking
water into the reservoir through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One -
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In addition, the protective
fence surrounding the project would be six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually
offensive to anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a deterrent for
those contemplating mischief--or just out for kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it is NOT developed and is a
unique NATURAL setting. We do not want the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal
structure which necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot retaining wall .
running along the path to the woods. Keep the water underground. Laudably, part of the new _
= water company building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public art that
= celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to express my dismay at the public
art project proposed for the weir house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would
render inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two meadows that exist for the
use of Cambridge citizens. Art that eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off
FROM the pubhc is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of secunty It sends our public drinking -

water into the reservoir through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In addition, the protective
fence surrounding the project would be six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually
offensive to anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a deterrent for
those contemplating mischief--or just out for kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it is NOT developed and is a
junique NATURAL setting. We do not want the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal
structure which necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot retaining wall

running along the path to the woods. Keep the water underground. Laudably, part of the new _ )

water company building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public art that
celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to express my dismay at the public
art project proposed for the weir house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would
render inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two meadows that exist for the
use of Cambridge citizens. Art that eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off

FROM the public is not art FOR the public.
More serious still, the art project poses problems of security. It sends our public drinking

water into the reservoir through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In addition, the protective
fence surrounding the project would be six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually
offensive to anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a deterrent for

those contemplating mischief--or just out for kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it is NOT developed and is a
unique NATURAL setting. We do not want the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal
structure which necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot retaining wall .
running along the path to the woods. Keep the water underground. Laudably, part of the new _
water company building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public art that

celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

Asa dally user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to express my dismay at the public
art project proposed for the weir house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would
render inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two meadows that exist for the
use of Cambridge citizens. Art that eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off
FROM the publlc is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of secunty It sends our public drinking
water into the reservoir through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In addition, the protective
- fence surrounding the project would be six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually
offensive to anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a deterrent for
those contemplating mischief--or just out for kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it is NOT developed and is a
unique NATURAL setting. We do not want the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal
structure which necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot retaining wall .
running along the path to the woods. Keep the water underground. Laudably, part of the new __

it

: water company building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public art that
celebrates water be located there. _
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to express my dismay at the public
art project proposed for the weir house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would
render inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two meadows that exist for the
use of Cambridge citizens. Art that eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off
FROM the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of security. It sends our public drinking
water into the reservoir through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In addition, the protective
fence surrounding the project would be six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually
offensive to anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a deterrent for
those contemplating mischief--or just out for kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it is NOT developed and is a
unique NATURAL setting. We do not want the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal
structure which necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot retaining wall .
running along the path to the woods. Keep the water underground. Laudably, part of the new _ .
water company building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public art that
celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our publlc drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want --
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC MEADOW AT THE
WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to express my dismay at the public art project proposed
for the weir house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render inaccessible to the public a large
portion of one of the two meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that eliminates public
recreational areas and fences itself off FROM the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of security. It sends our public drinking water into the
reservoir through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One could throw anything into the water
from the viewing platform. In addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be six feet high--easy
to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL
setting. We do not want the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which necessitates a protective
chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the water
underground. Laudably, part of the new water company building is earmarked for education of the public. Let
the public art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it -
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want --—
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along along the path to the woods. Keep
the water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it -
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want ...
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC ;7
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it -
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want _
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which

v necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it -
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground! Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the welir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it

is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want --

the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it .
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates publlc recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it -
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want ..
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protectlve chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there. '
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC 7
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION
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PETITION PROTESTING THE PUBLIC ART PROJECT PLANNED FOR THE PUBLIC
MEADOW AT THE WEIR HOUSE SITE IN THE FRESH POND RESERVATION

As a daily user of the Fresh Pond reservation, I want to
express my dismay at the public art project proposed - for the weir
house site. The structure and its obligatory fence would render
inaccessible to the public a large portion of one of the two
meadows that exist for the use of Cambridge citizens. Art that
eliminates public recreational areas and fences itself off FROM
the public is not art FOR the public.

More serious still, the art project poses problems of
security. It sends our public drinking water into the reservoir
through an open channel vulnerable to all forms of pollution. One
could throw anything into the water from the viewing platform. In
addition, the protective fence surrounding the project would be
six feet high--easy to scale. Such a fence, visually offensive to
anyone looking across the meadow, would not constitute much of a
deterrent for those contemplating mischief--or just out for
kicks.

Cambridge residents frequent Fresh Pond precisely because it -
is NOT developed and is a unique NATURAL setting. We do not want .
the meadow encumbered with a stone and metal structure which
necessitates a protective chain-link fence and a 2 1/2 foot
retaining wall running along the path to the woods. Keep the
water underground. Laudably, part of the new water company
building is earmarked for education of the public. Let the public
art that celebrates water be located there.
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Consent Communication #27 .E;Z\:;;Z°2~

3
Petition was received from Rebecca Folkman
and Amy Nadel et al., protesting the public
art project planned for the public meadow
at the Weir House site in the Fresh Pond
Reservation.

In City Council September 8, 1997






