15 Cooney Street
Somerville, Massachusetts 02143
January 22, 1995

Ms. Margaret Drury
Cambridge City Clerk
City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear Ms. Drury:
I hereby request that you forward the ericlosed letter and attachments to the Cambridge City
Council as an official communication, and incorporate them into the permanent records of the
said Council. That attachments are open letters addressed to Councillors Duehay and Bomn,
as published in the Boston Globe and the Cambridge Tab.
As always, I appreciate your assistance and cooperation.

Sincerely yours,

-

Joseph Manley

Attachments

JPM/hd



15 Cooney Street
Somerville, Massachusetts 02143
March 12, 1995

The Cambridge City Council
City Hall, 795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

To the Honorable, the City Council:

I forward to you a copy of my Letters to the Editor in the Boston Globe and Cambridge TAB
in response to Councillors Duehay and Born's letters in those same newspapers, which
accused me of making a false statement. My response and theirs, in conjunction with archive
tap of the June 27, 1995 meeting, conclusively prove both that they reversed position on the
Cambridge Hospital area zoning issue, they displayed a singular ignorance of the issue, and
their accusation against me is totally groundless.

I direct the Council's attention to the fact that the Boston Globe departed from an
editorial policy of not allowing repeated exchanges on its editorial page, only because its
legal staff found that Councillors Born and Duehay's accusation broached defamation
and therefore entitled me to a response. After all the idle ranting about courtesy we as
neighbors have been subjected to at the Council, this is what we get?

S ———— C— S S— —

patently baseless charge was a cynical attempt to hide their own hypocrisy and incompetence
on the issue of zoning in the Cambridge Hospital area?

What could Councillors Born and Duehay hope to accomplish for their city with a baseless
charge against a neighbor of the Cambridge Hospital?

Similar behavior on the part of the Cambridge Hospital and various of its supporters,
undertaken against a variety of people throughout the affair of the Cambridge Hospital
expansion, has already cost the Hospital dearly. Such behavior is entirely needless to pursue
stated public goals. And the highest costs are yet to come.

Unfortunately, it is not Hospital expansion proponents like Councillors Born and Duehay who
in the main bear the cost. It is the taxpayers of Cambridge. I count myself lucky not to be
one of them.

Sincerely,

"U/}“ ‘\n
Joseph P. Manley

cc: Honorable Michael E. Capuano, Mayor of Somerville
Somerville Board of Aldermen
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Open letter to. Cambndge Clty

Counc1lors Francis Duehay and "

“Kathleen Born;

- In-a letter in the Jan. 22 Boston- :
- Globe, you denied proposing a down-

zoning, one effect of which would be
to limit the Cambridge Hospital’s
planned expansxon You also accused
‘me“of “making a false statement.

“:That accusation just doesn’t wash: - - -

* (1) The tape of "the June 27
Council meeting confirms you both

~nue >downzoning in question ‘occur

' rmg after the :Cambridge Hospita ?'
: ct'—when it could have ro im-
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pact on 1t The tape also sho“s that
Councilor Duehay directly proposed

C-1 zoning for Camelia Avenue, stat- A

ing only that he wanted it to happen
“after the bond issue. That way, .
bondholders would not know its im-

pact on their investment. Current

giownzonmg petitioners apparently

‘did not choose to be a party to sucha %ta; E wnether downzoring Ca:

deceptlon

., in the wake of Mr. Duehay’s Camelia .
: AveA e,proposa.l clearly 1mphes she -
‘ ddm

(2.) Councllor Born’s: call fori the:
“zoning measures that do more than :{,. i
~ simply target the hospital,” coming

“of your downaomng proposa]s does
.not, nmake. my previous, letter- “fdlse "
They just conclusively prove the sec—
“ond logical: ‘possibility I listed in that’
lettex“ when ' yot :proposed rezoning

of Cameha Avenue June 27, “You

oW tht you were; talkmg

ng that, plus Athe,pref
‘projectinature of your ‘proposal; is:
that Duehay felt the need at that
zmeetlng to;ask the Cambridge Hos-

W ould adversely affect -
"en Mr! O’Bnen s only
-Was thatvthe hosp1ta1

meha,EDuehay and Born expressed‘
no doubt or-contradiction..:. " i 1

*Your letter, in light of: the' ofﬁmal:‘
meetlng tape adds up to both theA
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. ] /(.,Downzomng claxm is -
; alse ’) you denied proposing a downzomng, one.effect of -
which would be t0 limit the Cambrxdge Hospltal’ :

-p]anned expansion. “You also accused me of fnaking a"
false statement. That acCusation just doesn’t wash.

_(1) The tape ¢ of the June 27 City Council meeting con-
“firms you both said nothmg about’ the Camélia Avenue
downzonmg in questlon occurring after. the Cambrldge
“Hospital project — when it could have no impact on it.

~The tape also shows that Duehay dlrectly proposed C-1:

_:to happen after the bond issue. That way, t bondholders '
would not know 1ts 1mpact oq ‘thei mvestment. Current

Tx

and a very small strip of Cambn&ge%tte@%re the' ot
1. areas near the hospital she could’be refemng to.

1 -~ zoning for. ' Camelia-Avenué; stating only’thathé wanted it -

- Ing tape, adds up'to both the twe

s wefl ° .
Cefizl s s

- Also provmg that plos the are
. Also proy pre-prolect nature of th
pr opoml is that Duehay felt the riced at that meeting fo

- ask the Cambridge Hos
: 4 pital CEO whether downzoning
~ Camelia to C-1 would adversely affect the project. Whgen

Mr. O’Brien’s only direct response was that the hospital

‘would not oppose C-1 zoning for Camelia, Duehay and

Bom expressed no doubt or contradiction.
Your answer in the Globe, in light of the official meet-
po”s"ib’htles lxst-

edmmyﬁmtletter’(r'you. i
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Communication received from Jospeh
Manley regarding letters addressed to
Councillors Born and Duehay as published
in the Boston Globe and Cambridge Tab.

Consent Communication #10

In City Council March 20, 199%

Ploced. 6
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