
Earlier Letters of Support (2004-2007) for feasibility studies for the preservation 
and restoration of Farlow and Chaffin Parks.  These letters may be found at 
following websites: 
http://www.newtonma.gov/civicax/filebank/documents/53908 
http://www.newtonma.gov/civicax/filebank/documents/40120 
 
 
Here is a list of names of individuals who have provided letters of support: 
 
David Cohen, 1000 Commonwealth Avenue, Newton 
Brooke Lipsitt, 36, Billings Park, Newton 
Marcia Johnson, Alderman at Large, 1000 Commonwealth Avenue 
Rev. Miriam C. Gelfer, Grace Episcopal Church, 76 Eldredge Street, Newton 
John C. Clark Jr. Moderator of the Eliot Church of Newton 
Rev. Robert K. Perkins, Newton Presbyterian Church, 75 Vernon Street. Newton 
Nathan Gibson, 101 Vernon Street. Newton, MA 
Ann MacKay, Presbyterian Church Nursery School, Newton 
Gretchen Hunt and Sharon Cronin, Directors, Parkside Pre-School, 474 Centre Street 
Newton 
Kathy Glick-Weil, Newton Free Library director, 330 Homer Street, Newton 
Christen Bergeron, Executive Director of Evans Park, A community of Senior 
Citizens, 430 Centre Street, Newton 
Janet Sterman, 120 Church Street, Newton 
Richard Belkin, Thomas Coan, co-chairs, Newton Corner Neighborhood Association 
474 Centre Street, Newton 
Daniel and Laura Schaw, 16 Church Street, Newton 
Katherin Nimkin and Khether Raby, 93 Eldredge Street, Newton, MA 
Clarissa Allen and Roger Allen, Park Street, Newton 
Peter Dimond, President, Newton Historical Society at The Jackson Homestead, 527 
Washington, Street, Newton 
 
 
In addition, at the sites mentioned above, may be found 38 names of individuals 
(addresses, telephone numbers and email addresses) who have signed a petition 
supporting the preservation and restoration of Farlow and Chaffin Parks.  At the top 
of the list, the statement reads:  “I support the Friends of Farlow Park proposal to 
the Community Preservation Committee for the restoration of Farlow and Chaffin 
Park. “ 

















Russel Feldman 
85 Langley Road 

Newton, MA 02459 
 
 
September 8, 2013 
 
 
Alice Ingerson 
Community Preservation Program Manager 
City of Newton Planning & Development Department 
1000 Commonwealth Ave.  
Newton, MA 02459 
 
RE: Restoration of Farlow Park Pond and Bridge, Newton Corner 
 
 
Dear Alice, 
 
I’m writing this letter in support of the application to the Community Preservation Program by 
the Friends of Farlow Park for funding of the restoration of the Park’s historic pond and bridge. 
 
As you may recall, I was the city-appointed architect for the exterior of the Newton Corner 
Branch Library, which received Community Preservation Program funds.  This work then drew 
my volunteer effort in the relocation of the gazebo from the grounds of The Jackson Homestead 
and restoration by city staff and the preservation carpentry program of the North Bennet Street 
School.  The success of that project received the recognition of a Newton Preservation Award. 
 
Farlow Park is an integral element in Newton Corner’s public open space, enjoyed by those 
coming to the Newton Corner Branch Library and the Underwood School as well as 
neighborhood residents and visitors to the city.  Restoring the Park to an updated version of 
George Frederic Meacham’s original design would build on the Community Preservation 
Program’s previous success and would strengthen Newton’s reputation as The Garden City. 
 
I have a high regard for the members of the Friends of Farlow Park and am confident that, with 
your and other city staff support, they will be able to implement the project as proposed.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 





From: "Greer Swiston" <greerhomes@gmail.com>
To: aingerson@newtonma.gov
Cc: cschein@newtonma.gov, "DeRubeis Bob" <bderubeis@newtonma.gov>
Sent: Monday, September 9, 2013 8:53:48 AM
Subject: Restoration of Farlow Park Pond and Bridge

Dear Alice,

I understand that the CPC will be reviewing the proposal from the Friends of Farlow Park for the restoration
of the Farlow Park Pond and Bridge. I am writing to strong support this project.

This neighborhood and community has shown incredible patience, diligence and commitment to the love
and care of this park, one of the very few Open Spaces that remains truly accessible by the community at
large in this area of Newton.

Besides looking for projects that meet the objectives of the CPA, I know the CPC wants to see proof and
evidence of enduring community support and commitment to preserve and maintain the continued effects
of the project after the initial seed of CPA money ... and I can only hope the CPC can see it here in this
community as demonstrated by the strong and dedicated attention to this project over the years since it’s
initial conception (which has been nearly 10 years in my having heard about it). This is a dedicated and
committed group. With so much history and it’s central location in this neighborhood, this park would be
an amazing community resource. It seems precisely why we have the CPA funds. I hope the CPC would
agree and approve this request.

Thank you and the CPC for your careful consideration.

Sincerely,

Greer Tan Swiston
West Newton

When responding, please be aware that the Massachusetts Secretary of State has determined that most
email is public record and therefore cannot be kept confidential.







September 12, 2013 

 
Alice E. Ingerson, Community Preservation Program Manager 
City of Newton, Planning Department 
1000 Commonwealth Avenue 
Newton, MA 02459 
Dear Ms. Ingerson: 

I am writing to reaffirm my support for the Farlow Park Pond and Bridge Restoration project.  I understand 
that the project is back before the Newton's Community Preservation Committee and a meeting on the 
matter is scheduled for tonight, September 12, 2013.  Unfortunately, I will be unable to attend so would 
appreciate including my endorsement for the project into the record. 

I joined other fellow Friends of Farlow Park several years ago in support of this endeavor when my children 
were starting school at Underwood Elementary School.  They are now attending Newton North.  I believed 
then and do so now more than ever, the importance of pond and bridge restoration for the enjoyment and 
betterment of the neighborhood and the City as a whole.  I ride past both Farlow and the Boston Public 
Garden (another G. Meachum design) every day and appreciate the importance of such historic open 
space in the fast changing world.   

Please reconsider the merits of this proposal and thank you for your consideration.  
 

Sincerely, 

 

Jerome Grafe 
21 Oakland Street, Newton 

 

cc:Keith Jones 
Friends of Farlow Park 

 







IN SUPPORT OF THE "FRIENDS OF FARLOW PARK'' EFFORTS 
TO RESTORE, BEAUTIFY AND MAKE USABLE THE 

RESOURCES OF HISTORIC FARLOW PARK 

I submit this writing in support of the restoration project of the pond in Farlow Park 
advanced and supported by the Friends of Farlow Park ("Friends") since 2004. I also 
feel a rebuttal is necessary to any objections to the project I am informed may be 
advanced once again by some individuals, not because they are without merit but 
primarily because they have all been repeatedly offered and considered in the past nine 
years this project has been in existence. 

First, I offer some personal background and, second, my rebuttal to the some expected 
objections that may again be presented. 

I am an immediate abutter of Farlow Park and have been now for over 60 years, first as 
a young visitor to my house since 194 7 when it was owned by my grandparents, later as 
a tenant just after returning from military service in Korea in 1954, and then as its 
owner since 1960. My wife, Carol, and I settled in our home in 1960. We raised four 
great children, now all adults and married and with their own children. I had an early 
interest in the history of Farlow Park while my own children were growing up and 
always felt the "empty pond area" was such a waste of the park's resource. I always 
wanted my children to be able to enjoy a renewed pond, not only for its aesthetic 
appearance but, in particular, for the winter ice skating opportunity I saw it used in my 
earlier years in the neighborhood. I thought skating would be a beneficial and safe asset 
that could be enjoyed not only by my own children but their friends and neighborhood 
children as well. At some point in time the ice skating ceased to take place. In later 
years there was a time when I felt if a modest voluntary donation of money would at 
least get the vacant pond area flooded once again for ice skating use, I was prepared to 
commit personal funds for such an effort. Early inquiries with city departments 
concerning my gesture were fruitless since I leatned there were too many procedural 
obstacles to overcome apart from just my offer of some dollars. 

Even when it became too late for use by own children, I cared enough for the park's 
future use by other of our city's children, that when I learned a voluntary group of 
interested citizens named the Friends of Farlow Park was being formed for the purposes 
I had long envisioned, I quickly associated myself with them. Under the tireless 
leadership of my neighbor Keith Jones over the past nine years or so, the unwavering 
mission of the group has persevered throughout that time until now. 
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The above background may help to understand my comments below not merely as a 
proponent for the project but as an opponent to many old objections to the project that 
may be resurrected anew, which has caused my sufficient disappointment as to evoke 
the need for their further response. In this latter context, consideration must be given to 
the fact that the restoration project has already received numerous approvals from of our 
city's committees and departments at different phases of the administrative process and, 
of even of greater importance, that some of those approvals have resulted in large sums 
of money being approved and granted by some of those committees and have already 
been expended for early phases of the project. 

It has now been over an unbelievable nine years the Friends of Farlow Park have 
selflessly devoted countless hours and days during that time to achieve a most 
commendable goal, the restoration of one of Newton's historic parks. The Friends, 
each with varying skills and professional backgrounds, have contributed not only their 
individual expertise but have contacted and consulted with numerous experts 
concerning all areas of the proposed plan, from the topographic feasibility of the pond 
construction itself, access to available natural water source, accessibility issues for 
handicapped to use the bridge over the pond, to various related issues such as, related 
annual maintenance costs, determinations of each city department's responsibility for its 
upkeep, its potential attraction to pesky Canadian geese littering the area, and 
particularly, safety concerns for small children. The latter was always of special 
concern because of the proposed pond's immediate proximity to an elementary school. 
Each of these concerns, and many others, were fully and exhaustively considered and 
were satisfactorily answered on repeated occasions, not just by the Friends of Farlow 
Park but by the interested local school's PTA, nearby church groups, and local 
businesses. 

Over the past nine years of my involvement with the Friends it seems that with each 
succeeding year new voices were heard, not raising new objections or legal issues for 
consideration but repeating the many old objections. One may rightfully ask if these 
new objectors were present in our neighborhood before, why they failed to raise their 
objections years or many months earlier. Further, even if any objectors are new to the 
area, it is also proper to question why they should have the right to undo what has 
previously taken place in an orderly and lawful manner with the obtaining of city 
approvals during the previous nine years. Finally, if any objectors have previously 
raised the same objections in the past, why they persist in re-raising them again at each 
new opportunity after being aware that all of them have been considered in the past. 
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Even after various objections to the restoration project were raised before, each was 
carefully considered by appropriate committees and relevant city departments, phase 
approvals granted for the project, and large sums of monies, exceeding $50,000, were 
approved and have already been expended for this project. If old objections are allowed 
to be given serious renewed consideration it would clearly undermine, if not invalidate, 
all previous lawful actions of involved committees and city departments. That cannot 
be a justifiable result. 

Any new objection that might still be raised, practical or legal, would of course be a 
legitimate matter for consideration. But to allow the same old objections to be raised 
once again after all the years of the project's existence, even if offered by well meaning 
objectors who may not be familiar with the nine-year history of the project, I suggest is 
not only unfair but possibly legally improper. It also not only disrespects all the work 
and energy of the Friends for so many years, but also seeks to refute the work and 
approvals of the many city committees and departments involved in the project. For 
these reasons and comments below, I submit any relevant city group or authority that is 
asked to consider old objections, has the right, if not the duty, to disregard them outright 
especially those more familiar ones I specifically address in rebuttal below. 

Repetitive objections, although likely advanced by well meaning individuals, either fail 
to realize they have all been proffered and addressed in years past, or simply choose to 
ignore that fact and persist in their reintroduction at every opportunity, and sadly in my 
view, only to see if they can stubbornly stymie the restoration project to satisfy their 
own personal agendas. These same individuals seem to ignore the fact that the project 
is being sponsored by an equally concerned group of diverse and responsible citizens, 
with families and children, some who may have had the same concerns of the objectors. 
But they long ago resolved and answered all the old objections, not only for themselves, 
but for the various committees and departments that also had to consider them. The 
Friends of Farlow Park feel it inappropriate and unnecessary to have old objections 
repeated once more. They have sincerely believed throughout the past nine years of 
dedicated commitment to the project they have acted responsibly for a worthy cause and 
their efforts were for the greater common benefit of our community. 

REBUTTAL COMMENTS TO RENEWAL OF OLD OBJECTIONS 

In addition to the foregoing comments courtesy suggests that an attempt at least be 
made to provide a more detailed response to some expected renewals of old objections, 
which I address below in seriatim fashion. 
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Harmful Bacteria: That issue is an non-issue. Why deprive the entire community of 
citizens and children because of a few dogs, whose masters fail to follow the "pick-up­
the- poop" rule. Why should dogs have a priority of the park's use over that of its 
citizens and children. Better yet, why not just ban dogs from the park altogether, at 
least for the non poop-picker-up group. The carelessness of some pet owners should 
not deter the parks use by the larger community. 

Danger to Toddlers: As one objector has noted, the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission has stated that a child could drown in one inch of water, but that was water 
in the child's home, and was referencing a bathtub or a bucket of water relating mostly 
to infants, and then most likely because the parent was inattentive. To intelligently 
argue the "one inch" criteria as an objection outside the home would also suggest we 
would have to keep children away even from all rain puddles that form in our streets on 
a frequent basis. This objection would appear to suggest that we drain every public 
pond in our city, including the one adjacent to our City Hall. There is obvious potential 
danger to toddlers whenever they leave the confines of their homes, including in their 
own backyards, parking lots, private pools, street traffic, etc. At some point, however, 
each parent or custodian must assume his/her child's safety when in an outdoor 
environment. 

Supervision of Pond and Park: A public park outdoors is not a child care center 
requiring anyone else's supervision, or that of the city fathers, but only that of the child's 
parents or custodians. As to the cost factor, that issue been addressed many times 
before and quite successfully so that large sums of monies have already been granted 
and expended for the park restoration project, making it appear that the authors of this 
complaint have no awareness of that fact, or of the fact that special monies are 
specifically designated and granted for just this type of a project as to not cause any 
increase tax burden to the community. 

Proposed Additional Fencing: This objection only assumes a fence was to be 
required as part of the restoration project and essentially hints again at the toddle safety 
issue. To my knowledge the plan never required a fencing to begin with so no added 
unsightliness will occur, assuming even that a fence would necessarily be unsightly. 
As to the potential safety issue, once again can anyone validly argue against the fact 
that parents or custodians always have as their primary responsibility to watch and care 
for their small children when in public places. Such potential dangers are always 
present in every traffic area, shopping parking lot, buildings with escalators, beaches, 
etc., each demanding a grown up to care for their child's safety. 
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Traffic and Parking: The only existing parking problem I have noticed in the past 60 
odd years or so in my neighborhood, is when non-area residents park their cars around 
Farlow Park and then take public transpmtation into Boston or elsewhere allowing them 
to remain there all day. That will not change with or without the park's restoration 
project. The traffic and parking issue certainly require attention for many reasons but 
not at the expense of denying efforts for the park's restoration. And should the time 
come that cars are parked there to enjoy the park, with or without the pond, they should 
be welcomed. 

Many of the cited complaints above appear to clearly focus as its central theme child 
safety concerns. Any reasonable objection, especially those regarding safety issues, are 
properly made. However, after all the board meetings that have taken place with a 
multitude of approvals at each step of the process, I feel it is abundantly fair to ask if all 
of these same objections, including child safety, that have already been raised and 
repeatedly addressed over so many months and years in the past, why they should now 
be given any greater efficacy today than before. 

For all the foregoing reasons, renewal of old objections should not be considered. To 
allow their consideration at this late stage would have the effect of nullifying all 
previous lawful decisions and actions of all city committees and departments that 
approved each phase of the restoration project to date. 

Lastly, in a legal forum, once facts are presented, issues argued and considered, 
decisions made, and approvals granted in support of a pmticular project, by authorized 
governmental bodies, with funds already having been duly appropriated and expended, 
objectors to that activity are not entitled to get a second, third, ore more, bites of the 
proverbial apple unless they can cite some violation of a law, rule or regulation, that 
occurred during that process, or that some fundamental individual rights may have been 
violated. I submit that none exist in the case of the restoration project sponsored by the 
Friends of Farlow Park. 

Kamig Boyajian 
34 Eldredge Street 
Newton, MA 02458 
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February 13, 2014 
 
Alice Ingerson 
Community Preservation Program Manager 
Newton City Hall 
1000 Commonwealth Ave 
Newton, MA 02459 
 
Dear Alice: 
 
I am writing on behalf of Historic Newton in support of a proposal before the CPC for 
the restoration and rehabilitation of Farlow Park and adjacent Claflin Park in Newton 
Corner, submitted by the Friends of Farlow Park. At its last meeting on January 16, 2014 
the Executive Committee of Historic Newton voted on behalf of our organization to 
support to this worthy project.   
 
As past recipients of Community Preservation funds we are acutely aware of the 
importance of such funding not just in its own right, but also as a validation of the 
project, which is central to attracting donations from the community.   
 
The Farlow Park project will enhance, beautify and restore one of the gems of the City’s 
park system.  Being less than a mile from the CPC funded Durant-Kenrick House and 
Grounds, the project adds to the historic character and beauty of one the oldest parts of 
Newton.  
 
As stewards of the historic fabric of our city we hope that the CPC will look favorably on 
this worthy project. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Carl M. Cohen 
President 
Historic Newton 
 
cc. Keith Jones, Friends of Farlow Park 
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