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 ART COMMISSION 
 
Minutes of the meeting on Wednesday, September 25, 2019 
Beginning at 2:00 p.m. 
 
PRESENT OF THE COMMISSION: Indovina, Arimoto-Mercer, Baskinger 

Goulatia, Gable 
 
PRESENT OF THE STAFF:    Cavalline 
             
   
 
                                   AGENDA ITEMS COVERED IN THESE MINUTES 

ITEM PAGE 
1. Highland Park Pump Station & Rising Main  1-2 
2. University of Pittsburgh Banners 2-3 
3. Forbes Avenue Furniture Pilot 3-7 
4. Broadway Avenue Public Realm Artistic Curb Extensions 8 

 
 
 
A.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
Roll call. Indovina asks for Commissioners to review and comment on the minutes from August 
2019. Goulatia motions to approve the minutes, seconded by Arimoto-Mercer. All ayes. Motion 
carried. 
 
 
 
B.  Correspondence 
 
A letter was sent to the Commission by Prem Rajgopal, discussing the Christopher Columbus 
statue in Schenley Park and requesting that it be removed or relocated. 
 
 
 
C. Items for Review  
 

1. Highland Park Pump Station & Rising Main – Pittsburgh Water & Sewer 
Authority 
(Conceptual) 
Barry King, PWSA 

Chris Guignon, evolveEA 

 
King discusses the project, which is the replacement of a major water main along the backside 
of Reservoir 2 in Highland Park, the replacement of an existing pump station, and a new water 
main along Mellon Terrace, Mellon Street, and through Highland Park. 
 
Guignon goes over the architectural and design elements of the project. 
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Arimoto-Mercer asks about the newly built orthophosphate facility in the renderings, and notes 
that although the Art Commission approved it, they never saw the final design. She says that 
the form seems different than the plans they saw previously. Guignon says that they returned to 
the Art Commission to update them on the plans.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks what the purpose would be for having one dormer on the roof versus two 
or three. Guignon says that there isn’t much difference. The design came from wanting to avoid 
the maintenance of a flat roof and skylights and to bring in natural light.  
 
Gable notes that PWSA has been working with the Department of Public Works on this project, 
and the City will benefit from many aspects of it, including new trails and walkways. He says that 
the orthophosphate facility was built to mirror the existing structures of the park and will function 
as a shelter after the treatment equipment is removed. He says that any new structures should 
also be built within the architectural style of the park, as is stated in the park’s Master Plan. 
Indovina, Goulatia, and Arimoto-Mercer agree. 
 
Indovina asks about their timeline. Guignon says that they will be 60% complete with plans by 
the end of November, so they will likely return to the Commission in January. Arimoto-Mercer 
notes that their application mentions the urgency of the project, and asks when it will go to bid. 
Guignon says that will be in spring, and they will break ground in summer. Arimoto-Mercer 
urges them to return for Final Review as soon as possible. Indovina agrees.  
 
The Commissioners discuss the possible motion, agreeing that the concept of the project is 
good, but that the aesthetics should not be given approval. 
 
Guignon says that they have two versions of the design due to their not being sure if an existing 
pump station will remain or be torn down. The station in question is an existing context for the 
design option with the flat roof. Indovina says that two wrongs don’t make a right. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval of the functional aspects of the project, with conceptual 
approval of the design and materials withheld.  
 
MOVED BY:  Arimoto-Mercer                    
SECONDED BY:  Goulatia 
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None    
 
Baskinger asks if there are resources for them to find the standards for the park, and Gable 
says that information is available in the park’s Master Plan. 
 
  
 

2. University of Pittsburgh Banners – University of Pittsburgh 
(Conceptual/Final) 
James N. Williams III, University of Pittsburgh 

Georgia Petropoulos, OBID 

 
Williams describes the project, which is for over-the-sidewalk banners in several designs on 
existing poles on Forbes and Fifth Avenues. The proposed banners will replace existing 
designs. Also included in the application are banners which will be on University property, 
presented for courtesy review. Williams shows printed examples. 
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Arimoto-Mercer asks if the samples are actual size, and Williams says yes. Arimoto-Mercer 
asks for clarification on which banners will be on which poles. Petropoulos helps to explain the 
proposed layout. Petropoulos says that Forbes Avenue has new 30 ft poles and the banners are 
five ft tall.  
 
Indovina confirms that these new banners will be replacing existing banners. Williams says yes, 
that their banner program has been in place since 1998 and the design is updated every few 
years. Indovina asks how long this design will be up. Williams says at least 12 – 24 months.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer points out one banner design and says that she finds it hard to make out the 
details due to the reflection on the banner and asks what is depicted on it. Williams says that it 
is the Cathedral of Learning. Gable notes that the blue and yellow they are using are the colors 
they are using for their brand this year.  
 
Williams explains that the smaller banners are on University property.  
 
Baskinger says that the Commission typically likes to see contextual images showing the 
banners in situ. He says that it would not necessarily have a bearing on today’s decision but 
should be noted for the future.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer confirms that these banners would be considered permanent by Art 
Commission standards, as they are up at least 12 months.  
 
MOTION:  Conceptual and Final Approval  
 
MOVED BY:  Goulatia                   
SECONDED BY:  Baskinger 
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

3. Forbes Avenue Furniture Pilot – Oakland Business Improvement District 
(Final) 
Georgia Petropoulos, OBID 

Mike Madden, Pittsburgh Innovation District 

 
Petropoulos gives her presentation on this project, which previously received Conceptual 
Approval. The project is a series of improvements to the pedestrian experience on Forbes 
Avenue, including benches, trash cans, pole wraps, and planters.  
 
Madden talks about the color palette that was developed with Merrit Chase.  
 
Petropoulos says that she knows the current trash cans in the area have sensors, and she 
would like to try and work with the vendor to see if sensors can be installed in the proposed 
trash can designs.  
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Arimoto-Mercer asks if the light poles are smooth, and Petropoulos says they are fluted, and the 
fluting was taken into consideration. Madden says that the wrap will go on smooth even with the 
fluting. Arimoto-Mercer asks if anyone has seen the wrap on a fluted pole, and Petropoulos says 
they have not, but Nina Chase (of Merritt Chase) has.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks about the colors, and Petropoulos says the orange in the renderings is a 
precedent, but they have developed their own color palette. Madden says they do not have an 
example photo of the pole wrap in their intended color.  
 
Goulatia asks what color their pole wrap would be, and what color the trash cans would be. 
Petropoulos says the pole wrap is yellow gold, and the trash cans are silver. She says that the 
images presented are examples of the products they would be using, but not representative of 
the colors. Madden says that they developed the golden yellow to be noticeable in the 
environment of the street but to not be too obtrusive. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if they have thought of doing a test of the pole wrap. Petropoulos says no, 
but that there would only be four poles wrapped. Indovina asks if it will adhere to the fluting, and 
Petropoulos says that Merritt Chase says it will, and they chose not to use a pattern on the wrap 
so as not to interfere with the visual fluting lines. Indovina asks if the poles are black City poles. 
Petropoulos says that PennDOT installed the poles but she knows the City does some 
maintenance on them. Indovina asks if they are powder-coated steel, and Petropoulos says yes. 
 
Indovina asks where the bistro tables and chairs would be. Petropoulos shows where they will 
be, near the curb but far enough away from the parked cars so that doors would not hit them. 
Madden says that they have planned their placement to adhere to ADA requirements. 
Petropoulos says that they are looking for tables that wheelchairs can easily get under. 
 
Goulatia asks how they will ensure that no one can pick up the tables and chairs, as the area is 
frequented by a lot of rowdy college students. Petropoulos says there are restaurants nearby 
that put chairs out, and that they wouldn’t want to chain them. Goulatia says that the restaurants 
take ownership of those tables. Petropoulos says OBID would take ownership of these tables 
and chairs. Goualtia asks if there is a way to bolt them to the sidewalk. Arimoto-Mercer says the 
project would lose its fluidity that way. 
 
Petropoulos says that nearby areas have tables and chairs and do not have that issue. Goulatia 
says that people treat things differently at restaurants than on public property. 
 
Goulatia asks how long this would be up for. Petropoulos says that it is for 18-24 months. 
Indovina asks how many café tables there would be. Petropoulos says six tables and twenty 
chairs. 
 
Indovina says he has concerns with the tables and chairs getting tossed in the street or stolen. 
Petropoulos suggests a comparison to Butler Street, where they have a lot of tables on the 
street. Goulatia says that those function as extensions of the adjacent bars or restaurants, so 
it’s a different situation. Indovina says he shares Goulatia’s concern, and suggests trying fewer 
tables. Goulatia says maybe the tables can be bolted down and the chairs be free.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says she likes the concept, but the applicant just needs to be aware that the 
mobility of the tables is a concern. Madden says that they are aware of this, but for this pilot 
they do want to give it a shot, with the hope that the area is heavily populated enough to deter 
people from moving the furniture.  
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Arimoto-Mercer says that she appreciates the attempt to create unity on the street. Petropoulos 
says that it is a challenge, but they are trying to introduce concepts to make people feel more at 
home in this public realm. Madden says that one of their motivations is trying to create a 
community that exists beyond the working day population.  
 
Indovina says that the problem might be that the tables and chairs have a look of visual 
portability, and suggests something heavier may give a different impression. Goulatia says that 
she agrees.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if there are any bus stops nearby. Petropoulos says that no, the bus stops 
are on the southern side of the street. Arimoto-Mercer says that it would be great to have 
benches near the bus, and maybe if this project is successful they might introduce some of the 
elements to the other side of the street. 
 
Baskinger notes that the project is a placemaking effort and designed to soften the distinction 
between the streets and the businesses. He says that as a pilot program, it could teach a lot. He 
asks how they will gauge what they learn from the pilot. Petropoulos says that they will get 
feedback from the business owners and the people that use the street. 
 
Baskinger says it’s a sophisticated color palette. He says that the Commission tries to put some 
constraints and guidelines on visual noise and clutter in the public realm, and says that how 
OBID shares what they learn from this project will be valuable to the Commission going forward.  
  
Petropoulos says that they will update the Commission. She also notes that Oakland is 
undertaking a planned development process, and the Forbes Avenue corridor is an area that is 
being targeted in order to make it a more pedestrian-friendly place. That is a twelve-month 
process and will guide some future decisions about the neighborhood.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says that they would like to see a more formal follow-up, and it will help future 
projects succeed if they can provide data instead of just anecdotal evidence. Petropoulos 
agrees and says that they will do so. 
 
Baskinger says that in regard to the pole wraps, they see a lot of vinyl material used in projects, 
and it decays very quickly. He says that it would be good in future projects to think about 
sustainability in the choice of materials. He suggests that painting could even be a better 
temporary solution than the vinyl wrap, which will create waste. Petropoulos says that they can 
look into that, and that painting could be an easier approach if they can get approval for it.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says that vinyl has the perception of being a very disposable material. Goulatia 
says that it is also non-biodegradable.  
 
Gable points out that DPW oversees the litter receptacles on this street, and he asks who will 
maintain the new cans. Petropoulos says they will. Gable asks if they will be emptying them, 
and Petropoulos says no, they would still be partnering with the City on that. Gable says that he 
doesn’t know if these new cans can be sensored. Petropoulos says that DPW empties the trash 
cans in Oakland at least once per day. Gable says the reason for the sensors is to alert them 
which cans need to be emptied, and this is a City standard. He says this is only four cans, but if 
the pilot worked then it would expand to more cans. Petropoulos agrees with this. Gable says 
he is not in favor of these litter receptacles. Petropoulos asks if Oakland relies on the sensors, 
because they are being emptied every day. Gable says there could be days they do not need to 
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be emptied, and the sensors would tell them that. Installing receptacles without sensors defeats 
the purpose of having the sensors as a City standard. Gable states his preference that the litter 
receptacles be the City standard Victor Stanley units, and says that they offer colored units. 
Petropoulos says that they did not have silver in the contemporary style. 
 
Indovina asks when this would be implemented. Petropoulos says they would begin purchasing 
as soon as it was approved and they would install in the spring.  
 
Baskinger asks if the designer has made a composite street rendering showing the intended 
furniture. Petropoulos says no, but they could get one. Baskinger says that this would be good 
for them to see, as they would be better able to tell what parts of the project could be sacrificed 
if necessary while still producing a net gain. 
 
 Indovina says that there are multiple concerns to the Commission. Arimoto-Mercer asks if all 
the furniture needs DOMI approval. Gable says yes, it is DOMI’s jurisdiction, except for the trash 
receptacles. Arimoto-Mercer asks if the Commission should give approval before DOMI has 
approved of the project. Cavalline says if the Commission gave its approval, it would be 
contingent upon DOMI support. He says that they have not received a support letter from DOMI. 
Petropoulos says she reached out and tried to get a letter, and was hoping to receive support 
from the Director of DOMI at the hearing today.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer says they have been very thoughtful about their process and the project would 
improve the corridor, but it just needs some improvement in the details. Indovina agrees. 
Goulatia says that as a pilot program there are just some questions that need to be resolved.  
 
Petropoulos asks if when City standards exist, there is any precedent for trying out an 
alternative and seeing if it works. Gable says he will be as flexible as possible, and if someone 
else was servicing the cans they could replace them. He says that the receptacle shouldn’t 
deter them from the rest of the project, and the units that are in use now are quality products.  
 
Petropoulos asks what the options for the receptacles are, and if they should pick a Victor 
Stanley product in a different color. Gable says he would need to see if it could be sensored 
before he can agree to anything. 
 
Petropoulos asks if DOMI will work with what the Commission has approved. Indovina says that 
they should seek feedback from DOMI. Petropoulos says she doesn’t want it to hold them back 
from returning to Art Commission. Cavalline says that they can return to Art Commission, but 
that DOMI approval is a separate step. 
 
Goulatia reiterates that they would like to see a rendering of the street with the project elements. 
Arimoto-Mercer asks that they be sure to include elevations, not just the layout. 
 
MOTION:  Table, with the request that any revised proposal take into account the 
comments given by the Commissioners regarding 1) alternatives to the vinyl pole wrap; 
2) the portability and/or permanence of the tables and chairs; and 3) the trash 
receptacles and their ability to be sensored. The Commission also asks that these items 
be depicted in renderings. 
 
MOVED BY:  Baskinger                    
SECONDED BY:  Arimoto-Mercer 
IN FAVOR:  All  
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OPPOSED:  None  
         
CARRIED 
 
 
 

4. Broadway Avenue Public Realm Artistic Curb Extensions – Public Art & Civic 
Design Division 
(Conceptual) 
Tony Cavalline, PA+CD 

Mike Panzitta, DOMI 

Sophie Robison, DCP 

 
Cavalline describes the proposal, which is a public art project consisting of three areas of artistic 
hardscape interventions on Broadway Avenue. The curb extensions will enhance the 
pedestrian-level experience through the creation of vibrant spaces, while also functioning as 
traffic-calming mechanisms. 
 
Goulatia asks if the installations will be painted, and Cavalline says yes.  
 
Arimoto-Mercer confirms that they received nine applications. Cavalline says yes. Arimoto-
Mercer asks why the number is so low. Cavalline says that the City applications are unusual for 
artists and may seem prohibitive. He says that he is working with the Office of Management and 
Budget to see what they can do to make the application process easier for artists, as well as 
working on the processes used for artist selection. 
 
Goulatia says the questions on the RFPs from the City are often daunting and complicated, and 
this deters artists. Arimoto-Mercer agrees. Cavalline says they are understanding more and 
more the issues that their processes have and are having conversations to improve them. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks if most applicants were local. Cavalline says most were local, and five had 
previously been awarded for City of Pittsburgh art projects. Arimoto-Mercer notes that at least 
those five have gotten the process down. Cavalline says that many of the applicants often have 
a lot of public art experience and so are used to spending a lot of time on various applications. 
 
Arimoto-Mercer asks why DOMI provides funding for some projects and not others. Panzitta 
says that this is from the streetscaping budget. Robison says that the 1% for art for this project 
was going to be put toward planters in these areas, but the community group did not want to 
maintain them. The hardscape mural component was decided on instead as something that 
would not require upkeep and would be beautiful year round, and it has a lot of community 
support. 
 
MOTION:  Conceptual Approval 
 
MOVED BY:   Arimoto-Mercer                   
SECONDED BY:  Baskinger 
IN FAVOR:  All  
OPPOSED:  None  
         
CARRIED 
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C. Public Comment 
 
Prem Rajgopal, a University of Pittsburgh student and member of the Oakland community, 
speaks from the audience regarding the correspondence he sent to the Art Commission. He 
reiterates that the Commisison should look into removing or relocating the statue of Christopher 
Columbus in Schenley Park. He says that Columbus was a genocidal slaver and is not a figure 
that should be revered. He says that removing the statue would not be erasing history, but that it 
should not be in a place where it can be seen as a symbol of reverence. He notes that while the 
removal could be seen as an affront to the Italian-American community, it should not be 
considered so because this should not be a man that is representing that community.  
 
The full text of the letter is appended as official correspondence.   
 
 
 
Meeting Adjourned 



9/20/2019 

On Addressing the Statute of Christopher Columbus 

 

Dear Members of the Art Commission of Pittsburgh, 

 

I hope this message finds you well. My name is Prem Rajgopal and I am a masters student at 

the University of Pittsburgh. I am writing this correspondence to express my concerns over the 

continued existence of the statue of Christopher Columbus in my Oakland community. 

To better contextualize Columbus, I turned to Professor of Anthropology and Communications 

at the University of Southern California, Dr. Tok Thompson. Below is his statement on 

Columbus: 

While Columbus is certainly a noteworthy historical figure for the modern “discovery” of 

the Americas (note: he was not the first European, nor did he ever set foot on North 

America, nor did he ever believe he had indeed discovered a new continent). 

 

He was, in essence, a slaver, and a trader who worked primarily with the slave trade.  

 

Here are some relevant parts from Wikipedia: 

Columbus and the crew of his ship were the first Europeans to encounter the Taíno 

people, as they landed in The Bahamas on October 12, 1492. After their first interaction, 

Columbus described the Taínos as a physically tall, well-proportioned people, with a 

noble and kind personality. 

In his diary, Columbus wrote: 

They traded with us and gave us everything they had, with good will ... they took great 

delight in pleasing us ... They are very gentle and without knowledge of what is evil; nor 

do they murder or steal...Your highness may believe that in all the world there can be no 

better people ... They love their neighbours as themselves, and they have the sweetest talk 

in the world, and are gentle and always laughing.[56] 

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/European_ethnic_groups
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ta%C3%ADno#cite_note-56


Michele da Cuneo, Columbus's childhood friend from Savona, sailed with Columbus 

during the second voyage…. 

The same childhood friend reported in a letter that Columbus had provided one of the 

captured indigenous women to him. He wrote, "While I was in the boat, I captured a very 

beautiful Carib woman, whom the said Lord Admiral gave to me. When I had taken her to 

my cabin she was naked—as was their custom. I was filled with a desire to take my 

pleasure with her and attempted to satisfy my desire. She was unwilling, and so treated 

me with her nails that I wished I had never begun. But—to cut a long story short—I then 

took a piece of rope and whipped her soundly, and she let forth such incredible screams 

that you would not have believed your ears. Eventually we came to such terms, I assure 

you, that you would have thought that she had been brought up in a school for 

whores."[68] 

 

Also from Wikipedia: 

In poor health, Columbus returned to Hispaniola on 19 August, only to find that many of 

the Spanish settlers of the new colony were in rebellion against his rule, claiming that 

Columbus had misled them about the supposedly bountiful riches of the New World. A 

number of returning settlers and sailors lobbied against Columbus at the Spanish court, 

accusing him and his brothers of gross mismanagement. Columbus had some of his crew 

hanged for disobedience. He had an economic interest in the enslavement of the 

Hispaniola natives and for that reason was not eager to baptize them, which attracted 

criticism from some churchmen.[82] An entry in his journal from September 1498 reads: 

"From here one might send, in the name of the Holy Trinity, as many slaves as could be 

sold ..."[83] 

Columbus was eventually forced to make peace with the rebellious colonists on 

humiliating terms.[84] In 1500, the Crown had him removed as governor, arrested, and 

transported in chains to Spain 

 

However, he became disillusioned withe enslaving the local Taino, and so instead turned 

to genociding them out of existence, and importing African slaves in their place. This led 

to one of the largest mass-murders of the world. Although estimates vary, a 

contemporary estimate stated that he commanded the genocide of some 3 million Taino. 

Estimates range from 1 million to 8 million, but it was certainly a very brutal genocide, 

carried out by barbaric means. Men, women, and infants were slaughtered. 

 

 

Also from Wikipedia, regarding his time as governor 

By this time, accusations of tyranny and incompetence on the part of Columbus had also 

reached the Court. Queen Isabella and King Ferdinand responded by removing 

Columbus from power and replacing him with Francisco de Bobadilla, a member of 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Savona
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-72
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hispaniola
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cortes_Generales
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-varela-86
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-Rolwing2002-87
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-Pickering-3rd-88
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Francisco_de_Bobadilla


the Order of Calatrava. Bobadilla, who ruled as governor from 1500 until his death in a 

storm in 1502, had also been tasked by the Court with investigating the accusations of 

brutality made against Columbus. Arriving in Santo Domingo while Columbus was away 

in the explorations of his third voyage, Bobadilla was immediately met with complaints 

about all three Columbus brothers: Christopher, Bartolomeo, and Diego. Bobadilla 

reported to Spain that Columbus regularly used torture and mutilation to govern 

Hispaniola. The 48-page report, found in 2006 in the national archive in the Spanish city 

of Simancas, contains testimonies from 23 people, including both enemies and supporters 

of Columbus, about the treatment of colonial subjects by Columbus and his brothers 

during his seven-year rule.[92] 

According to the report, Columbus once punished a man found guilty of stealing corn by 

having his ears and nose cut off and then selling him into slavery. Testimony recorded in 

the report stated that Columbus congratulated his brother Bartolomeo on "defending the 

family" when the latter ordered a woman paraded naked through the streets and then had 

her tongue cut out for suggesting that Columbus was of lowly birth.[92] The document 

also describes how Columbus put down native unrest and revolt; he first ordered a brutal 

crackdown in which many natives were killed and then paraded 

their dismembered bodies through the streets in an attempt to discourage further 

rebellion.[93] "Columbus's government was characterised by a form of tyranny," 

Consuelo Varela, a Spanish historian who has seen the document, told 

journalists.[92] "Even those who loved him had to admit the atrocities that had taken 

place."[92]  

Historian James W. Loewen asserts that "Columbus not only sent the first slaves across 

the Atlantic, he probably sent more slaves—about five thousand—than any other 

individual 

 

Samuel Eliot Morison, a Harvard historian and author of a multivolume biography on 

Columbus writes, "The cruel policy initiated by Columbus and pursued by his successors 

resulted in complete genocide."[155] Loewen laments that while "Haiti under the Spanish 

is one of the primary instances of genocide in all human history", only one major history 

text he reviewed mentions Columbus's role in it. 

 

 

Given these factors, and in light of the ongoing use of the “Doctrine of Discovery” to 

seize land from  Native Americans, Columbus emerges as less a symbol of exploration 

and more of a symbol—particularly to Native Americans— of slavery, racism, and 

genocide. 

 

 

This is the reason so many areas (cities, and even states) are replacing Columbus Day 

with Indigenous People’s Day. 

 

Columbus was not American; he was not a believer in freedom; he never set foot in North 

America. He was a European slaver who is responsible for horrific atrocities that have 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Order_of_Calatrava
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#Third_voyage
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Torture
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mutilation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Simancas
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-newspaper1-96
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-newspaper1-96
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dismemberment
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-A&E-97
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-newspaper1-96
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-newspaper1-96
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_W._Loewen
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Samuel_Eliot_Morison
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christopher_Columbus#cite_note-Morison-159


continuing consequences to this day. We can do better to honor Native Americans than 

having holidays (“holy days”) dedicated to a mass murderer. 
 

As Dr. Thompson presented, Columbus was clearly a figure we should not revere. And a statute 

honoring him does nothing more than reopen wounds in the community while ignoring historical 

context. In my opinion, there are 5 ways to potentially proceed: 

1. Do Nothing 

2. Add signage or a plaque to the site 

3. Relocate the statue 

4. Relocate the statue while also adding signage 

5. Remove the statue altogether 

I believe that the 4th or 5th option should be taken. This statue maybe has a place in a museum, 

with proper context, but absolutely should not continue to exist in our community. Thank you for 

your consideration, and I am looking forward to seeing some direct action by members of the 

committee regarding the statute. 

 

Prem Rajgopal 
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