
pat@patflannery.com 

From: Pat Flannery [patflannery@ebuyersrealty.com]

Sent: Saturday, October 19, 2002 4:25 PM

To: 'Tim Hushen'

Subject: RE: Shannon Society e-mails from Monica, Rob, Bernadette and Bernadette

3/24/2005

Hi Tim, 
  
I am disturbed by the false spin Mullally continues to put on the circumstances he says led to Ben "calling the Consul 
General" and presumably asking him to withdraw the spurious authority the Consul General attempted to delegate to 
Mullally. The Consul General's reason for withdrawal was certainly not for the reason Mr. Mullally alleges, namely 
misrepresentations of something Mullally said at a meeting. 
  
Mullally and the Consul General have consistently tried to paint this as a personality problem when in fact it is not. 
Exactly what misrepresentation did Mullally allege at the September 26th meeting? Clearly he is trying to disguise the 
real reason for his displacement with the possible cooperation of the Consul General. 
  
For the record the problem arose when Ben announced at a meeting that Mullally was the Consul General's and by 
extension the Irish Government's representative on the Committee. Ben then indicated a willingness to accept that 
authority when during the next meeting he deferred discussion on matters such as the draft Mission Statement until 
Mullally, not being present at that meeting, "approved it on behalf of the Irish Consul General". This seemed very 
strange to me. 
  
Nevertheless the Committee deferred to this special authority. Mullally was clearly exercising it when he objected to 
Pete Smith being part of a delegation to Shannon. I witnessed this take place. I was at the meeting. Mullally was 
clearly acting under some specially recognized authority! 
  
Therefore the circumstances that led to Ben calling the Consul General asking him to withdraw whatever 
representative authority he thought he had conferred on Mullally (if that is in fact why the Consul General decided to 
withdraw) arose simply because it must have become clear to the Consul General and to Ben that Mullally or anybody 
else acting as his representative in this undertaking was and still is an untenable proposition.  
  
I for one have consistently sought to make that perfectly clear. I have always held that this undertaking is both San 
Diego City based and open to the entire community. The Consul General, despite the fact that the Mayor had 
consulted with him at its inception, should never have attempted to exercise the kind of authority over this 
organization he subsequently attempted to exercise. 
  
If Mr. Mullally has a problem with the Consul General's withdrawal of his spurious authority by seeking to blame that 
withdrawal on some alleged misrepresentation or other, he should take it up with the Consul General who will no 
doubt correct him. As for the Consul General, allowing Mr. Mullally to pursue false allegations of misrepresentation 
in order to falsely account for the unpleasant truth about his loss of status, can only be disruptive for this organization 
and the Consul General is automatically involved by default. 
  
As Mr. Mullally is a creature of the Consul General so far as this organization is concerned, the Consul General 
should take steps to prevent Mr. Mullally from further disrupting the business of this organization over a matter 
arising out of a private grievance between him and the Consul General. 
  
Mr. Mullally seems to be asking you to provide him with a public forum to make these false allegations of 
misrepresentation in order to suggest that the Consul General's withdrawal resulted from something other than the 
recognition that the representative arrangement involving Mullally was untenable. I believe it would be disruptive of 
this organization to let that happen and would even endanger its existence. I therefore hope you do not give Mullally 



such a public platform. 
  
Therefore the Consul General needs to intervene with Mullally to the benefit of this organization or be seen to be 
complicit in a campaign to undermine and disrupt this organization, a campaign emanating from his former 
representative Mr. Mullally.  
  
Pat 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Tim Hushen [mailto:thushen@foundation.sdsu.edu]  
Sent: Saturday, October 19, 2002 12:20 PM 
To: Pat Flannery (E-mail); Peter Smith (E-mail) 
Subject: FW: Shannon Society e-mails from Monica, Rob, Bernadette and Bernadette 
  
Pat & Pete, 
  
Just to keep you in the loop.      
  
  
-----Original Message----- 
From: Rob Mullally [mailto:Jamirish@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2002 10:32 PM 
To: Benjamin Marchant; Tim Hushen 
Subject: RE: Shannon Society e-mails from Monica, Rob, Bernadette and Bernadette 

Tim..thanks for the phone call..sorry I didn't feel able to make your meeting..principle can be a hell of a thing! 

Can I try and clear up what I perceive as one misconception? I don't have a personal problem with Pete smith or pat 
flannery...what I have a problem with is pat or whoever taking what I said at the meeting and misrepresenting that in 
such a manner that it ends up with Ben having to call the consul general!  

The principle here is that there has to be openness and trust among the members, and we need to be able to speak 
freely and give our opinions frankly without the worry that it will be taken out of the meeting and used to our detriment.  

I thought we all agreed on that point at our last meeting, and that you as chair would make this clear to all concerned at 
the next meeting, which was to be tonight. Otherwise, how could I sit around a table with pat or Pete, or for that matter 
them with me?  
That is not a personal issue for me..it affects all, and should be a fundamental principle in how we conduct meetings. It 
will have to be confronted eventually, in an open forum, not behind closed doors, and I am only sorry that you did not 
see fit to do so tonight.  
cheers,  
Rob.  

3/24/2005


