62 Little Pond County Road
Cumberland, RI 02864
8 August 1999 . . 0
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City of Cambridge OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
Police Review and Advisory Board CAMBRIDGE. MASSACHUSETTS
831 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Dear Members of the Board:

Submitted herewith is a petition signed by the required number of residents of Cambridge

calling for a public hearing in accordance with the ordinance that established the Cambridge
Police Review and Advisory Board. ‘

I would like to emphasize my great respect for the good intentions of board members and that
I undertook to implement the Hearing by Petition provision as a step in the direction of
encouraging the board to become more effective in protecting the public from members of the
Cambridge Police Department who engage in misconduct.

When I filed my complaint in early August 1996, I did so out of concern for potential future
victims of the kind of abuses of civil rights, security of person and due process that led to my
son’s death. To date, the actions of the board have had no apparent result. Officers named in
my complaint were not questioned under oath and are still on the same assignments, as far as
I can determine. CPD complaint files were closed recently in violation of State and Federal laws
regarding freedom of information and open records. Numerous subsequent episodes of police
brutality have occurred without penalty or discipline or work reassignment for the perpetrators.

I believe that the board’s failure to hold hearings may have emboldened rogue policemen and

caused an escalation of stress among the majority of Cambridge police officers who strive to
carry out their duties in a lawful and conscientious manner.

I hope that you accept the petition in the spirit of concern for public safety in which it is
presented.

Very truly yours, .
Moo o St AP
Nan McCowan Sumner-Mack ‘

Copies:
Robert Healy, City Manager
City Clerk ¢~
City Council
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PETITION FOR A HEARING
BEFORE THE
CAMBRIDGE POLICE REVIEW AND ADVISORY BOARD

This is a request for a Hearing in Case No. 96-11, D. Sean Sumner, deceased,
in accordance with Chapter 2.74 Section 110 of the Cambridge, MA, City
Ordinance No. 1018.

Whereas a strong civilian police review board responsive to Cambridge residents, independent
of City Hall, and committed to assuring compliance with Freedom of Information and civil rights
laws at all levels of law enforcement is necessary for the safety of residents of Cambridge; and

Whereas the victim in this case died 7/18/96 under suspicious circumstances two hours after
being taken into custody by Cambridge police officers, beaten, pepper sprayed and denied
medical treatment; and

Whereas a complaint filed in 8/96 resulted in no hearing, as provided for in the Ordinance that
established the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board, no investigation of the arrest, no
interviews with officers or EMTs involved in the arrest, incarceration, or medical treatment, and
failure t to view key evidence such as police photographs and 911 tapes; and

Whereas the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board reported findings in the case only
after 2.5 years, some of said findings based on no investigation; and

Whereas the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board refused a request that they
withdraw findings not justified by investigation,

We the undersigned residents of the City of Cambridge, Mass., request that a formal
public hearing in the case of D. Sean Sumner be set up within three months of
delivery of this petition, that the hearing adhere to the rules governing such
hearings as described in the pertinent ordinance, and that all rules and policies of
the City of Cambridge that were in effect at the time of the original filing of the
Complaint in August 1996, including the rules governing release of complaint files
regarding police officers and medical personnel, be adhered to:

Resident’s Signature Printed Name Address Telephone
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Petition for a Hearing before the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory
~ Board in Case No. 96-11, D. Sean Sumner, deceased, in accordance with
Chapter 2.74 Section 110 of Cambridge City Ordinance No. 1018: '

Resldent ignature Printed Name Address Telephone
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Petition for a Hearing before the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory
Board in Case No. 96-11, D. Sean Sumner, deceased, in accordance with
Chapter 2.74 Section 110 of Cambridge City Ordinance No. 1018:

Resident’s Signature Printed Name Address Telephone

tional
% S Hee Tokowtz 209 Goreos $F. (optiona)
m&my&?ﬁ@\ My st 77 BstopMlade =
MM@»& wese JScpp fronwvrioe |97 Res AT

th Mlesed %/zﬂ 55 42 Lw@z/%

1 (/ /Z/Wf, o T B Mangnee 53 fanueny ST
(/f}ﬁ Joscrh Lo eller gt Loeserns fve ® /
Mo '\Cogg,\_, 515 Mass Aver
Al (e Drloe IR 20 naske St 49/-5/o
/ﬂ,@u L@EO% » Uelen B ol IBoosdion ?[ S47- 1064,
Z/Z}/% . LS 7L/t>f €o Bolep /4//( .5
/A // /WZ—/ %/4‘5 Jetie 2rae 7 [Zévﬁ/ig///& 77
L /i«/a;@/f (3% Pl #3




PETITION FOR A HEARING
BEFORE THE
CAMBRIDGE POLICE REVIEW AND ADVISORY BOARD

This is a request for a Hearing in Case No. 96-11, D. Sean Sumner, deceased,

in accordance with Chapter 2.74 Section 110 of the Cambridge, MA, City
Ordinance No. 1018,

Whereas a strong civilian police review board responsive to Cambridge residents, independent
of City Hall, and committed to assuring compliance with Freedom of Information and civil rights
laws at all levels of law enforcement is necessary for the safety of residents of Cambridge; and

Whereas the victim in this case died 7/18/96 under suspicious circumstances two hours after

being taken into Custody by Cambridge police officers, beaten, pepper sprayed and denied
medical treatment; and

Whereas a complaint filed in 8/96 resulted in no hearing, as provided for in the Ordinance that
established the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board, no investigation of the arrest, no
interviews with officers or EMTs involved in the arrest, incarceration, or medical treatment, and
failure t to view key evidence such as police photographs and 911 tapes; and

Whereas the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board reported findings in the case only
after 2.5 years, some of said findings based on no investigation; and

Whereas the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board refused a request that they
withdraw findings not justified by investigation,

We the undersigned residents of the City of Cambridge, Mass., request that a formal
Public hearing in the case of D. Sean Sumner be set up within three months of
delivery of this petition, that the hearing adhere to the rules governing such
hearings as described in the pertinent ordinance, and that all rules and policies of
the City of Cambridge that were in effect at the time of the original filing of the
Complaint in August 1996, including the rules governing release of complaint files
regarding police officers and medical personnel, be adhered to:

Resident's Signature Printed Name Address Telephone
) ] (optional)
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PETITION FOR A HEARING
BEFORE THE
CAMBRIDGE POLICE REVIEW AND ADVISORY BOARD

This is a request for a Hearing in Case No. 96-11, D. Sean Sumner, deceased,

in accordance with Chapter 2.74 Section 110 of the Cambridge, MA, City
" Ordinance No. 1018.

Whereas a strong civilian police review board responsive to Cambridge residents, independent
of City Hall, and committed to assuring compliance with Freedom of Information and civil rights
laws at all levels of law enforcement is necessary for the safety of residents of Cambridge; and

Whereas the victim in this case died 7/18/96 under suspicious circumstances two hours after

being taken into custody by Cambridge police officers, beaten, pepper sprayed and denied
medical treatment; and

Whereas a complaint filed in 8/96 resulted in no hearing, as provided for in the Ordinance that
established the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board, no investigation of the arrest, no
interviews with officers or EMTs involved in the arrest, incarceration, or medical treatment, and
failure t to view key evidence such as police photographs and 911 tapes; and

Whereas the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board reported findings in the case only
after 2.5 years, some of said findings based on no investigation; and

Whereas the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board refused a request that they
withdraw findings not justified by investigation,

We the undersigned residents of the City of Cambridge, Mass., request that a formal
public hearing in the case of D. Sean Sumner be set up within three months of
delivery of this petition, that the hearing adhere to the rules governing such
hearings as described in the pertinent ordinance, and that all rules and policies of
the City of Cambridge that were in effect at the time of the original filing of the
Complaint in August 1996, including the rules governing release of complaint files
regarding police officers and medical personnel, be adhered to:

Resident’s Signature Printed Name Address Telephone
/ ) , - (optional)
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Petition for a Hearing before the Cambridge Police Review and Advisory
Board in Case No. 96-11, D. Sean Sumner, deceased, in accordance with
Chapter 2.74 Section 110 of Cambridge City Ordinance No. 1018:

Resident'’s Signature Printed Name Address Telephone
(optional)
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Affidavit of Receipt for Petition for a Hearing
before the |

Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board

Delivered by hand 10 August 1999

U

Received by’@° Mm?«m&& m‘&g D [orqacet b( U((j H/U

Signature VZrinted Name

For the Cambridge City Clerk
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Consent Communication #15

A petitionw as received for a
hearing before the Cambridge
Police Review Board in the

Case No. 96-11, D Sean Sumner,
in accordance with Chapter 2.74
S3ection 110 of the Camridge, MA
City ORdinance No. 1018.

In City Council September 13, 1999
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0-14.
IN CITY COUNCIL

September 13, 1999

COUNCILLOR TRIANTAFILLOU
COUNCILLOR BORN
COUNCILLOR DAVIS

MAYOR DUEHAY

VICE MAYOR GALLUCCIO
COUNCILLOR REEVES

ORDERED: That the City Council go on record requesting the City Manager to convey to the
Police Review and Advisory Board their desire for the Police Review and Advisory
Board to take thorough and expeditious action on the petition for a special hearing on
the D. Dean Sumner case in accord with Sec. 2.74.110 of the Cambridge Municipal
Code.

In City Council September 13, 1999.
Adopted by the affirmative vote of nine members.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy;

).m ronat  QYITV
ATTEST:- ’G J

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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62 Little Pond County Road 0’// 3/ 49
Cumberland, RI 02864
13 September 1999

Alan Price, Chair, and Members of the Board
Cambridge Police Review and Advisory Board
631 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear Mr. Price:

Your statements to the press regarding CPRAB’s handling of my son Sean’s case trouble me,
especially statements that the board carried out a thorough investigation in accordance with
“the spirit” of the ordinance that outlines its duties and that a number of public hearings were
held on this case. What were the dates of those hearings?

I learned of the existence of CPRAB only through the telephone directory (not through publicity
or information from the CPD), not informed of its lack of power or influence, not told about the
IAD complaints process within CPD, and not given a copy of the rules and regulations and
grounds for complaint within the scope of CPRAB's investigative function by CPRAB.

If public hearings were held, why was I not notified? I was told repeatedly that I was not to
attend your monthly meetings--that other cases would be on the agenda and that I was not to
be there. I moved to Millville, Mass., from Hawaii in order to be close to and available to you
and any other investigative effort, but I never was told that Sean’s case would be discussed at
any of your meetings. Are other complainants informed of the agendae of meetings and of
their right to be present? How are members of the public informed of their right to attend? Do
you place announcements in local papers? May I have transcripts of hearings on my case?

The only time I was notified of a meeting was last October, and I was told at that time that the
purpose of the meeting was for the board to outline for me their findings in Sean’s case. I was
told NOT to bring anything or prepare, because the board had already made its decisions and I
was just to listen. Why did you bring me to Cambridge totally unprepared with evidence or an

outline of contradictions given me by CPD and declare the meeting to be an executive session?
I would have welcomed the chance to present evidence.

Why did the board decide not to interview the officers about whom I complained? My original
complaint focused on the arrest itself, the lack of grounds, the strange language in the police
reports, the absence of warrant as first reported to me by Detective Dwyer. I gave the board
all material that I gathered with difficulty from CPD and the State Police, but you never
contacted or questioned any of those complained against. Why?

You did not tell me in advance that you were going to interview the junior medical examiner,
Dr. Nields. Had I been present, I could have corrected some misinformation and facilitated
your evaluation of his report. Why did you not interview both medical examiners? Do you
have Dr. Nields’ credentials? Is he qualified and experienced in forensic pathology? I wrote to
Dr. Nields after I found out that he had met with you and after I asked for a transcript, but he
did not answer my questions. I do not understand why you and the board failed to correct Dr.



Nields’ information or to ask him how he might have acted differently had he been told about
pepper spraying. The CPD had a duty to inform the medical examiners of all relevant
circumstances prior to an in-custody death. They did not. Why do you not mention this failure
in your findings? Why did you not recommend any discipline for police officers?

Other questions disturb me:

Why did it take over six months for the board to decide to investigate my case?

Why did you not ask the DA to hold an inquest in this death?

Why did you not hire an investigator as is in your power to do?

Why did you not look for witnesses to the arrest mentioned in police reports?

Why did you ask the Law Department’s permission to request information from the DA?

Why did you not use subpoena power in Sean’s case?

Why did you give Commissioner Watson 9 months to reply to questions prepared by me?

Why did you not send me a copy of replies to those questions?

Why did you not look at and hear all evidence offered to you, such as 911 tapes and photos?

Why did you not interview prisoners in the lockup with Sean?

Why was I not permitted to visit the cell block with you and not given a report?

Why did you not interview the State Police who did the so-called “investigation"?

Why did you refuse my request that you withdraw findings on matters that you did nothing to
investigate?

Why did you not ask the CPD for correct information regarding the chain of custody of photos
and other evidence after I told you that this evidence was not where you were told?

Did you do anything to verify information given to you by the police department?

Why did you refuse to reopen the case in June 1999 to protect key evidence?

Why did the board tell me in June that it was not “prudent” to reopen the case?

Why did you depend on me to provide the reports and documents relevant to the case?

Why did you not bother to obtain the rules and regulations of the CPD in effect in 1996?

Did you ask the CPD what kind of pepper spray they used on Sean and how much was used?

Did you interview the EMTs who came to the cell an hour before Sean’s death to find out why
they did not treat him or keep him under observation when he complained of difficulty
breathing?

If you have held hearings without my knowledge and interviewed defendants or witnesses
without my knowledge, I protest. Is this not a violation of state statutes regarding open
meetings and similar legislation?

I was informed in April 1999 that all CPRAB and IAD complaint reports were in the CPRAB office
and could be examined after a simple written request to the city manager. Were these files
ever checked by CPRAB's staff in order to determine whether those about whom I complained
had records of previous civilian complaints? Ms. Monteiro says that all files prior to 1996, the
year of my son’s death, were destroyed early this year, and I fear that perhaps the ONLY copy
of complaints against Cambridge police and detectives is in the custody of CPD itself. Several
civil liberties legal advocates have advised me that Cambridge police cannot be trusted with
custody of documents and evidence--that such evidence often disappears before discovery can
take place. What is CPRAB's duty in the preservation of critical evidence of misconduct
allegations? In NYC and other cities, these records can be published in the newspaper. If the
files were checked, why was I not given a report of the results?



The law department of the City of Cambridge recently closed the complaint files, even to
Freedom of Information Act applicants. You can verify this with the Cambridge Chronicle. This
goes against the prevailing national trend toward more openness of public records, including
police misconduct complaint records, and it violates the trust YOU, CPRAB, have placed in the
CPD. Were you consulted on this change in policy? Did you “advise” the CPD and the law
department on this action? Was Sean the first to suffer at the hands of certain Cambridge
policemen? I have heard from outside sources that officers Townes and Brutley and Hussey
had had earlier complaints filed against them. Surely your board ought to have checked
whatever way you could to see if these individuals had prior records.

Your board was set up to guard public safety. The temptation to be guided by an authority
figure who appoints you is immense, I realize. My husband serves on a state board in RI and
has confronted the problem of the reluctance of fellow board members to advise against
policies set by the appointing official. The influence is subtle. Are you being influenced by the
city manager and others to protect the city from lawsuits rather than protect citizens from
violent and dishonest police? How much has the City paid in settlements and legal expenses to
protect rogue policemen in recent years? Do you or does anyone else know the cost to
taxpayers of continued negligence regarding police brutality? Does the gag rule imposed in
settlements prevent the City Council from knowing the actual financial figures?

Have you, Mr, Price and other members of the board, studied the recent complaint(s) filed with
you by Jefferson Park defendants? Have you noted the reports that Cambridge police officers
in that incident BRAGGED ABOUT HAVING KILLED A MAN AND GOTTEN AWAY WITH IT”? One
of the Jefferson Park mothers said that when her child reported that to her, she thought at
once, “Was that victim Sean Sumner?”

If that dead man was Sean, and if that police officer is bragging about his immunity from
punishment or prosecution, I hold CPRAB directly responsible. Your handling of this case
seems to have served to strengthen the code of silence that protects rogue officers from being
identified, disciplined, reassigned or dismissed. Isn't this dangerous not only for citizens but
also for honest police officers who constitute the majority on the force?

Does no one care about the safety of young people, teens, gays, music lovers, tourists, and
children of residents, who currently are treated as prey by a few members of the CPD? How
can one of the world's foremost centers of learning and rationality tolerate the kind of barbarity
that many Cantabrigians worry about as a threat to civil liberties and personal safety?

I hope that you will consider it to be in the best interests of the citizens of Cambridge for you to
hold a full-scale hearing on our case before 10 November, the date requested in our petition. I
plan to ask the Cambridge City Council to request that you comply with this request and that
you cooperate with me fully in making certain that the defendants in this complaint and all
relevant witnesses will be present for questioning at that hearing.

Sincerely,
/Zfr\yff/séwzu« ; LIl // ’/'/{

Nan McCowan Sumner-Mack401-333-4964 (h) 508-699-0122 (w) <rsm@loa.com> FAX
508-699-8075
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IN CITY COUNCIL

September 13, 1999

COUNCILLOR TRIANTAFILLOU

ORDERED:

That the City Council go on record requesting the City Manager to convey to the
Police Review and Advisory Board their desire for the Police Review and Advisory -
Board to take thorough and expeditious action on the petition for a special hearing on
the .

D. Dean Summer case in accord with Sec. 2.74.110 of the Cambridge Municipal Code.



Order #14 W 33\5—’

Councillor Triantafillou re: take
thorough and expeditious action on

the petition for a special hearing on
the D. Dean Summer case in accord with
Section 2.74.110 of the Cambridge
Municipal Code.

-

In City Council September 13, 1999
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