
Pat Flannery 

From: Tim Hushen [thushen@foundation.sdsu.edu]

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2003 3:46 PM

To: pat@patflannery.com

Cc: Pat Flannery; sbrew@brewlawfirm.com; mwilson@wilsoncorbin.com; jlangley@ucsd.edu; hconstant@sdwtc.org; 
Frank Devaney; ppeterson@price-entities.com; macgabann@cox.net; cfinn@ci.carlsbad.ca.us; 
paulckline@aol.com; mckellbiz@aol.com

Subject: RE: Tonight's Shannon Director's meeting

3/31/2005

Pat, 
  
Once again your interpretation of the facts continue to bewilder us. 
  
The facts are: 
  
    1.  You have not been removed from the Board of Directors of the San Diego/Shannon Partnership Inc. 
  
    2.  The purpose of this meeting is to consider calling a special meeting of the members of the San Diego/Shannon Partnership, 
Inc. to vote on whether to proceed with removal action. 
  
I hope you will reconsider and participate in tonight's meeting. 
  
Tim 
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Thursday, July 10, 2003 
  
Tim, 
  
I received your email on Tue 7/8/2003 at 4:31 PM regarding the 
next meeting of the San Diego/Shannon Partnership, Inc. to be 
held on July 10, 2003 (tonight) at 6 p.m. in the Board Room of the 
San Diego World Trade Center.  
  
I have also read the agenda you attached, which consists of 
essentially one item: “(1) opening Remarks by President (Tim 
Hushen) (2). Removal of Pat Flannery as a Director  (All) (3).   
Adjourn.” 
  
Does this mean that the decision to remove me as a Director has 
already been taken? I notice that this is not a hearing, just a flat out 
removal, with only two days notice! 



  
The Mayor’s representative Ben Marchant made a remark recently 
at a board meeting that directors of this organization were like 
bachelors on a certain TV show who can be removed at the whim 
of the Mayor who appointed them. Is that true? Is this how this 
Mayor sees such positions? Does he believe we all serve at his 
pleasure? 
  
The problem with this is the potential damage to my reputation. If 
you remove me without due process I will be stigmatized with a 
presumption that I did something wrong. That may be OK on a 
TV series, which is made for entertainment, but not in real life. I 
must protect my reputation, and I will. 
  
I therefore demand that you or whoever wishes to remove me as 
director, provide details in writing of the charges they wish to 
bring against me. They must also provide, in writing, the evidence 
they intend to use to support those charges. Then they must give 
me time to study those charges so that I may have an opportunity 
to defend myself and I must be given a proper hearing with proper 
representation. 
  
Even then, because involuntary removal as a director of a non-
profit organization could have very damaging effects on my 
personal and professional reputation, these proceedings must be 
fully recorded and be subject to judicial review. My reputation for 
honesty and fair dealing is my most prized possession. I will not let 
anybody damage it unjustly. 
  
Noting that you gave the entire board, including myself, only two 
days notice of your intended action, without providing any 
information on either the charges or the evidence to support your 
charges, I further note that you have excluded all but directors 
from tonight’s meeting. This means that whatever action you 
intend to take against me tonight you wish to do it without having 
any outside witnesses present. 
  
By inviting me to this closed meeting, you are not only asking me 
to submit myself to summary action, with only two day’s notice, 
without any prior information on the charges and without any 
knowledge of the evidence, but you are also asking me to waive my 
right to legal representation or indeed to have even a friendly 
witness present who might attest to the manner in which tonight’s 
proceedings might take place under your chairmanship. 
  
I can hardly believe that you Tim would be foolish enough to take 
this arbitrary action on your own without the Mayor’s knowledge 
and backing. Therefore I am treating this as the action of the 
Mayor. Perhaps he thinks his office will protect him. It will not. 
We all live under the same law. 
  
I must assume that he has instigated my removal in order to 
continue to pursue his inappropriate relationship with an organ of 
the Irish Government which he has falsely represented to the San 
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Diego public as a sister city relationship and about which I have 
raised many questions over the last year. 
  
This arbitrary attempt to remove a director who asks too many 
questions and the early and continued involvement of Ernst & 
Young’s international tax experts with this organization, only 
deepens my suspicions that the Mayor’s objectives for instigating 
and maintaining his present inappropriate relationship with 
Shannon Development, has more to do with his offering Ireland 
as a tax haven to San Diego businessmen than furthering any 
cultural or educational exchanges between the two communities.  
  
Apparently the awkward questions I have raised, which he has 
never even addressed let alone answered, are the real reason for 
my attempted removal. 
  
Therefore I will not be attending the director’s meeting tonight. I 
have taken legal advice on the matter and intend to protect my 
reputation, and that of Ireland, as best I can against this attack by 
Mayor Murphy and those like yourself whom he seems to have 
appointed to achieve whatever it is he hopes to achieve. 
  
Best regards, 
  
Pat Flannery 
http://www.patflannery.com/ 
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