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There is a paper on the Manifesto for Public Art under item 9 but we have been unable to locate 
the officer report on this particular project, including the results of the latest consultation. Please 
could you let me know where to find this?

Re Item 9 Public Art Strategy

I am speaking on behalf of both the Federation of Cambridge Residents (FeCRA) and Friends of 
the River Cam regarding recommendation 2.3 to allocate between £80,000 and £150,000 to 
the ‘To the River’ project

This is supposed to be a public work of art based on interaction with local people and groups, 
with a brief 'To explore the river’s relationship to the foundation of Cambridge as a city, its 
ecology and social history through research and community engagement and activity’’ yet there 
has been no communication or involvement with any of the City Residents' Associations or 
Friends groups, including the Friends of the Cam. The response to the recent consultation has 
been overwhelmingly negative, with people from across the city asking ‘How was the local 
community ’creatively engaged’ and who were the stakeholders that were involved in the 
development of this project?

The Declaration of the Rights of the River Cam, made on the 21st June 2021 states that, 'In 
sharing rights with rivers we show our determination to end the human exploitation of nature and,
instead, to live in harmony with it’
The river speaks for itself - it does not need gold decoration for people to appreciate its beauty 
and Sheeps Green is a city nature reserve that is part of the river corridor that stretches from 
Grantchester into the heart of the city.
The metal piling that supports the river bank here is not beautiful, but it is functional and 
unobtrusive, allowing people to enjoy the natural landscape - the river and view here are loved by
many residents, and they do not need ‘enhancing’  

The work itself shows a very superficial understanding of the importance of the river to 
Cambridge as a city. It does not illustrate its ecology and the social history in a way that is 
accessible to the general public - who, looking at this from the opposite bank, will even be able to
see the lace patterns, let alone make any connection with the University and the laundresses 
who washed their dirty linen here? 

There is clear symbolism in fake 'gold’ being used to decorate a river that is polluted and dying 
due to over- abstraction from the the chalk streams which support it because of the major over-
development taking place in this region. Putting growth ahead of well-being is harmful in social 
as well as environmental terms and is contributing to an inequality like that shown by the 
exploitation of the laundresses who toiled here for the University.

This proposal shows a complete lack of understanding of both the natural environment and 
what it is that people value about the river and this very special landscape, and there seems a 
misguided focus on what would be a 'visitor attraction’. The project has failed to engage the 
community as required in the brief, and the public response to the resultant 'Work of Art' shows 
clearly that it is felt to be harmful to the river and nature reserve rather than preserving and 
enhancing them.



Section106 funding is supposed to compensate residents for the impact of development -  so my 
question is:
'Please will you ensure that no more of our money is wasted on this project, and that there is now
a  genuine consultation on what would really be of benefit to Cambridge people?

Jean Glasberg
Steering Group Friends of the River Cam
Secretary Federation of Cambridge Residents Association (FeCRA)


