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AGENDA

REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
MONDAY, JUNE 22,202G 7:00 pM

EVERETT CITY HALL,484 BROADWAY, GIry COUNCIL CHAMBERS,3RD FLOOR
EVERETT, MA 02149

ROLL CALL

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1- c0155-26 Petition/s/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

A petition from National Grid requesting permission to install approximately 10' of 2-4,,
conduit on lrving Street from existing pole #694-0 to provide a permanent overhead to
underground service at41-47 Union Street

The petitioner requested to withdraw the petition without prejudice after a public
hearing on the petition was advertised

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the city council of 0s12612026

Minutes of the special Meeting of the city council ot 0610g12026

Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the city councir of 0610g12026

COMMUNICATIONS FROM HIS HONOR THE MAYOR

2. c0170-26 order/s/ councilor stephanie v. smith, as president

An order requesting approval to accept and expend a grant from the Massachusetts
Office of Travel and Tourism in the amount of $5,000.0b.1o cove, a portion of the public
safety expenses incurred in connection with the Everett Fan Fest warch party

3. c0171-26 Appointmenus/ counciror stephanie V. smith, as president

Regular Meeting of the City Councn 0612212026 7:00 pM
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An order recommending confirmation of the appointments of Kristopher Buck, Nicole

Flores, Gustavo Romero, Shawn McCormack, Scott Fitzemeyer and Joseph Granara

as Police Officers for the City of Everett .

4. C0174-26 Orderls/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting approval of the payment of a FY25 invoice from ldeal Pools

totaling $528.00.

PETITIONS AND LICENSES

5. C0,169-26 Petition/s/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as President

A petition requesting the renewal of a class two motor vehicle dealer license for

Malden Auto Body of Everett at 49 Robin Street

COMMITTEE REPORTS

6. C0164-26 Order/s/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting approval to transfer a sum not to exceed $1,200,000 be from the

city's Stabilization Fund to the city's Linkage Fund

7. C0165-26 Order/s/ Councilor stephanie v. smith, as President

An order requesting approval to transfer $60,000 from the Fire Department Personnel

expenses to the 91 1 Personnel expenses^

8. C0161-26 Ordinanceis/ Councilor Katy L' Rogers

An ordinance promoting environmental sustainability by reducing single-use plastic

service ware and single-use packaged condiments

9. C0167-26 Ordinance/s/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An ordinance amending Section 4.1 - Building Permit Fees of the Revised Ordinances

the City of Everett

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

10. C0007-26 Ordinance/s/ Councilor Katy L. Rogers, CouncilorVivian Nguyen,

Councilor Stephanie Martins

An ordinance amending Section 37 (Everett Docklands lnnovation District ("EDlD")) of

the city's Zoning Ordinance to add data center restrictions

EXECUTIVE SESSION

11. C0172-26 Petitionls/ councilor stephanie v. smith, as President

Executive Session to discuss a request for settlement (attached) filed on behalf of

James P. Ryan. ln accordance with M.G.L. ch 30A, s. 21(a)(3), the purpose of this

executive session is to discuss strategy with respect to litigation if an open meeting

may have a detrimental effect on the litigating position of the public body'

Regular Meeting of the City Council0612212026 7:00 PM
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12. c9173-26 Resolutionis/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

Executive Session to discuss a request for settlement (attached) filed on behalf of
Keith slattery. ln accordance with M.G.L. ch 30A, s. 21(a)(3), the purpose of this
executive session is to discuss strategy with respect to litigation if an open meeting
may have a detrimental effect on the litigating position of the public body.

ADJOURMENT

www. cityofeve rett.com
(All agendas and reports can be obtained on city of Everett website)

Respectfully su bmitted

DauidR. Flood.

Legislative Research/Systems Analyst
Everett City Council Office

Regular Meeting of the City Council 0612212026 7:00 pM
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Item Number 1

EtlHrett
Massachusetts

c0155-25

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
A petition from National Grid requesting permission to install approximately 10' of 2-4" conduit on lrving

Street from existing pole #694-0 to provide a permanent overhead to underground service al4L-47 Union

Street

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:
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Questions contact - Joseluis Azurdia ioseluis.qzurdiaiGration4tqri4.gom

Petition of the Massachuscns Electric company d/bla NATIONAL GRID
Of NORTH ANDOVER, MASSACHUSETTS
For Electric Conduit Location:

To the City Councii of Evereti, Massachusetis

Respectfully represents the Massachusetts Elcctric Company d/bla NATIONAL GRID of North
Andover, Massachusctts, that it desires to constnrct a line of underground electric conduits,
including the necessary sustaining and protecting fixtures, under and across the publicfiEsEofulEtyQLERl(,snFtrrf.trhereinafternamed. p'Ei,O Z0Z6l{nV Ziillii;
Wherefore it prays that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, it be granted permission to
excavale the public highways and to run and maintain underground electric conduits, iogether with
such sustaining and protecting fixtures as it may find necessary for the transmission of Jecricity,
said undergtound conduits to be located substantially in accordance with the plan filed herewith
marked . Irving Street - Everett, Massachusetts.

The following are the streets and highways refencd to:

wR# 31307113

Iruing Street - National Grid to install underground facilities on lrving Street, Beginning at a point
20 feet Southeast of the centerline of the intersection of Union Sreet and lrving Street a-nd
continuing approximately l0 feet in a Southerly direction. National Crid to insialt approximate ly
t0'of 2-4" conduit from existing pole #694-0 to private property to provide 

" 
p"r*"n"nt overhead

to underground service at 4l-47 Union Street. Everett, MA

Location approximately as shown on plan attached.

Massachusetts Electric Company d/bla

NATIONAL GRID

BY

maoloUr/ '7%,rit

Engineering Department
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at ............ .............' a public hearing was held on the petition of
Massachusetts Electric Company d/b/a NATIONAL GRID for permission to construct the

underground electric conduits described in the order herewith recorded, and that I mailed at least

seven days before said hearing a written notice of the time and place of said hearing to each of the

owners of real estate (as determined by the last preceding assessment for taxation) along the ways

or parts of ways upon which the Company is permitted to construct the underground electric

conduits under said order. And that thereupon said order was duly adopted.
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EXHIBIT A - NOT TO SCALE

The exact location of said Facilities
to be established by and upon the

installation and erection of the
Facilities thereof.
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Michael Ma

From:
Sent:
To:

Alyssa Jones <Alyssa.Jones@nationalg rid.com >

Monday, June 15. 2026 8:49 AM

MichaelMangan
RE: IEXTERNAL] RE:Hearing requestSubiect:

Good morning,

The rtesigner just reached out to inform me that this petitaon for wr#313071 13 is no longer needed. Please reach

out if you have any questions.

Thank you, have a great dayl

Atyssa Jon€s

Nationalgrld
Work Support- NE North
1101 Turnpike Street
North Andover, Ma 01845
,SysseJodss@netions l$rid "r 6m

From: Michael Mangan <Michael.Mangan@ci.everett.ma.us>

Sen$ Monday, June L5,2026 8:20 AM
To: Alyssa Jones <Alyssa.Jones@ nationalgrid.com>
Sublect IEXTERNALI RE: Hearing request

Good morning Alyssa,

This petitlon is on the city council agenda for 6/2212O26 at 7PM.

Best, Mike

From:AlyssaJones<@>
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2026 10:46 AM
To: Michael Mangan <Michael.Ma ntan@c
Sublec: FW: Hearing request

Good morning,

I am fottowing up regarding the emait below, please tet me know if additional information is needed to

$chedute a hearing.

{itl:,i''1,:'lilr l[;i:.]'ir[l]i:t rri1r, ili.j -r']rtfr:1riL;jlil fl 1i 'i'irj i 1:'', l 'll'1'lilr' ii;'

,,,r1.:i, .. 4ilt.,' ji:{r ) ri., I llij'[ii:]:rl r:ir t.i{r11ju.
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Thankyou,

Alyssa Jones

Nationalgrid
Work Support- NE North
1101 Turnpike Street
North Andover, Ma 01845
g$ssa.ianes@nationElgrid.com

From: Alyssa Jones
Sent: Wednesday, May 27,20261:18 pM
To: Michael Mangan <rTighaeLnrangnn@Qi.e >

Subject: Hearing request

Good afternoon,

I have attached an underground petition to this emait for the fottowing work request

WR#313071 13- Underground on lrving Street

Please reach out if you have any questions or concerns. Also, if you could keep me posted on when a hearing date could
be scheduled, I would greatly apricate itl

Thank you so much and have a wonderful dayl

Alyssa Jones

Nationalgrid
Work Support- NE North
1101 Turnpike Street
North Andover, Ma 0184S
AtyssaJaneg@na$onatgrid*com

This emait and any attachments are intended for the addressee(s) only and are subject to the data
ctassification betow (if any). Regardtess of the data ctassification provided (or tack thereof), the content
may contaln information that is confidentiat or priviteged.

lf you are not the intended recipient, ptease notifythe sender immediatety and then detete the emait and
any attachments. You shoutd not disctose, copy or take any action in retiance on this transmission. you
may report the matter by contacting us via our UKcan.ricls or U$ Csntacts pages (accessed by cticking
on the appropriate tink).

Ptease ensure you have adequate matware protection before you open or detach any attachments or
tinks from this transmission, National Grid pl,c and each of its direct and indirect affiliates, wherever
organized or operating, shalt have no tiabitity for any matware, viruses, or other harmful code, or for toss,
damage, disruption, or expens€ arising from or in connection with the same.

2
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Item Number i{item. number}}

MEETING MINUTES

REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL

TUESDAY, MAY 26,2026 7:00 PM

EVERETT CITY HALL,484 BROADWAY, CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS,3RD FLOOR

EVERETT, MA 02149

ROLL CALL

Members Present
Guerline Alcy Jabouin, Michele Gapone, Anthony DiPierro, Holly Garcia, Stephanie
Martins, Wayne Matewsky, Vivian Nguyen, Peter Pietrantonio, Katy Rogers, Stephanie
Smith

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

COMMUNICATIONS FROM HIS HONOR THE MAYOR

1. C0139-26 AppointmenVs/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting confirmation of the promotion of Lieutenant Eric Keller to the rank

of Captain for the Everett Fire Department.

ECONDER

ULT:

Favorable Action
Anthony DiPierro

Holly Garcia

Passed [10 TO 0l
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

YS:

2. C0140-26 AppointmenVs/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting confirmation of the appointment of Kristin Foote to the position of

Director of Elections for the City of Everett for a term not to exceed three (3) years,

commencing on June 8,2026 and ending on June 8,2429

RggEtal/rfieeting of the city council 0512612026 7:00 PM
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Items 2 and3 were taken colectively and referred to the L€ul"lt\lwnft!{lL"g}nw,?"%ll

MOTION:
MOVER:

Refer

Holly Garcia
Katy Rogers

Passed [0 TO 0l

ECONDER:

ULT:

3. c0141-26 Appointmenvsl councilor stephanie V. Smith, as president

An order requesting confirmation of the appointment of Thomas E. Abruzzese to the
City of Everett Zoning Board of Appeals for a term not to exceed five (5) years,
commencing on June 8,2026 and ending on June 8,2031.

ON Refer

Holly Garcia
Katy Rogers

Passed [0 TO 0l

R

ECONDER:

ESULT:

4. c0142-26 Appointmenvs/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of Ophny Jean- Francois to the
City of Everett Elections Commission for a term not to exceed four (4) years,
commencing on June 8,2026 and ending June B, 2030.

Items 4 and 5 were taken collectively and passed unanimously after the Council rules
were suspended.

MOTION:
MOVER:

Favorable Action
Anthony DiPieno
Holly Garcia

Passed [10 TO 0l
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

ECONDER:

RESULT:

5. c0143-26 Appointment/s/ councilor stephanie V. Smith, as president

An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of Brian A. McCarthy to the City

RggBta?frtre3ting ot the city councit 05t26t2026 7:00 pM
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MOTION:
MOVER:
SEGONDER:

RESULT:

YES:

Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

Holly Garcia

Passed [10 TO 0]

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

6. C0144-26 AppointmenVs/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of Jay Holt to the Everett Public

Works Commission / Glenwood Cemetery Commission for a term not to exceed three

(3) years, commencing on June 8,2026 and ending on June 8,2029

Items 6 through 10 were taken collectively. Councilor Garcia acknowledged that some

members were present in the audience and thanked them for attending. Allfive
reappointments were confirmed.

MOTION:
MOVER:

Favorable Action
Holly Garcia

Stephanie Martins

Passed [10 TO 0]
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

ECONDER:
RESULT:

YES

NAYS:

7. C0145-26 AppointmenVsl Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of Ednard Micelin to the City of

Everett Library Board of Trustees for a term not to exceed three (3) years,

commencing on June 8,2026 and ending on June 8,2029'

MOTION:
MOVER:
SECONDER:

RESULT:

YES:

NAYS:

Favorable Action
Holly Garcia

Stephanie Martins

Passed [10 TO 0l
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

8. C0146-26 AppointmenUs/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

Rggsrap{l33tins of the city councn 05t26t2026 7:00 PM
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An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of ffing,fi5gF,fritdmttnq,fi66+l
of Everett Library Board of rrustees for a term not to excdio itrri# (5ivd';8," "-
commencing on June 8,2026 and ending on June g,2O2g.

OTION: Favorable Action
Holly Garcia

Stephanie Martins

Passed [10 TO 0l

MOVER:
SECONDER:

RESULT:

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPieno, Garcia, Martins, Matewsky,
Nguyen, Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith

9. c0147-26 Appointmentis/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of Carol Dello Russo to the
Council on Aging for a term not to exceed three (3) years, commencing on June 8,
2026 and ending on June 8,2029.

10. c0148-26 Appointment/s/ councilor stephanie v. smith, as president

An order requesting confirmation of the reappointment of Josephine Navarra to the
Council on Aging for a term not to exceed three (3)years, commencing on June 8,
2026 and ending on June 8,2029.

MOTION:

MOVER:
Favorable Action
Holly Garcia
Stephanie Martins

Passed [10 TO 0]

ECONDER:

LT:

YES Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

NAYS:

11- c0149-26 orderls/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

An order requesting approval to accept and expend a grant of $13,000.00 from SAFE
grant.

N: Favorable Action
Holly Garcia

Stephanie Martins

Passed [10 TO 0]

OVER:
EGONDER:

RESULT:

YES: Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

NAYS:

Page 4



Items 11 through 14 were taken collectively and all Orantqgplt?PB6%Yt{it"n,.'.number}}

MOTION:

MOVER:
Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

Katy Rogers

Passed [10 TO 0]

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

EGONDER:

RESULT:

YES:

NAYS:

12. C0150-26 Order/si Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting approval to accept and expend a grant of $200,000.00 from the

Commonwealth of Massachusetts for the Commercial Triangle Design Project.

MOTION:
MOVER:

Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

Katy Rogers

Passed [10 TO 0]

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

ECONDER:

RESULT:

YES:

NAYS:

13. C0151-26 Order/s/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as Presidenl

An order requesting approval to accept and expend a grant of $10,000.00 from the
Massachusetts Office of Travel and Tourism for the FIFA Watch Pady.

MOTION:
MOVER:

Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

Katy Rogers

Passed [10 TO 0l
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

ECONDER:

RESULT:

NAYS:

14. C0152-26 Order/s/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting approval to accept and expend a grant of $120,600.00 from the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts Community Compact Cabinet (CCC) lnformation
Technology grant program for the utilization of GIS-based infrastructure asset
management.

ON: Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

RggEtaFi\tr33tins of the city counc n 05t26t2026 7:00 PM
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ECONDER: Katy Rogers ;tem Number {{item.number}
Passed [10 TO 0]
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

ULT:

NAYS:

15. C0153-26 Order/si Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as president

An order requesting approval to accept and expend a donation of $1,000.00 donation
from the carmen A. schiavo Association to support Veteran Affairs.

OVER:
Favorable Action
Anthony DiPierro
Katy Rogers

Passed [10 TO 0]
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

ECONDER:

ULT:

YES:

NAYS:

16. C0154-26 Orderls/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as president

A resolution requesting that the City Council receive/review an informational
presentation regarding the design for the renovation of Everett Square Park

Ms. Lamboy explained the background, noting the redesign was previously designed
in 2024 and a community meeting was held this spring with valuable feedback from
council members, residents, and businesses. The plan involves turning School Street
into a 9O-degree intersection to slow traffic and claim more space for park use.

Key changes proposed include: moving the bus stop closer to the intersection to allow
more trees in front of the library and preserve parking; creating a right turn pocket onto
School Street; options for a contemporary bus shelter design with internal lights and
glass; fixed seating in the Grove at Norurood Street area with concrete triangles with
internal lighting; ensuring adequate space for outdoor dining abutting buildings with 8
feet for seating and 4 feet for walking.

Regarding the 2024 water feature design, community feedback questioned winter
maintenance. The new option replaces the water feature with five additional trees and
a wood platform that could serve as a stage for small events.

Councilor Garcia asked if the money could be allocated toward helping businesses
update their storefronts. Ms. Lamboy noted the funding is already allocated with the
majority from outside grants and approximately $1 million in city money. lf the project
doesn't move forurard, approximately $t.5 million in grant money could be lost.

councilor DiPierro expressed support for redeveloping the square, noting he

RggEtapffiSting or the city councit 05t26t2026 7:00 pM
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supported the prior administration's plan and is slad to t9€J$9qilIhrtr%"rtiltfh.,Til0piu"+l

changes.

Councilor Jabouin asked if the bus shelters would be heated; Ms. Lamboy said not

planned but would check on options.

Councilor Nguyen asked about public restroom infrastructure, noting the Everett

Square proposal is uniquely suited due to foot traffic, lighting, and visibility. Ms.

Lamboy thanked her for the thought.

Councilor Pietrantonio asked about deadlines for grant money; Council President

Smith stated December 31st this year.

Motion to accept the communication for the record

OTION:
OVER:
ECONDER:

Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

Katy Rogers

Passed [0 TO 0lULT:

YS

PETITIONS AND LICENSES

17. C0136-26 Petition/sl councilor stephanie v. Smith, as President

A petition requesting approval to issue a special one-day alcoholic beverage license

to the Everett Public Schools to serve beer and wine at a post graduation reception

occurring on June 3,2026 from 6:00 PM - 10.00 PM at Everett Stadium

Items 17 and 18 were taken out of order and collectively. Councilor Garcia moved for

favorable action contingent on the approval of the license commission at their June 1st

meeting, seconded by Councilor Martins.

N:

YS:

Rgg0raFfrlaetins of the city councn 05t26t2026 7:00 PM

R:

NDER:

ULT:

Favorable Action

Holly Garcia

Katy Rogers

Passed [10 TO 0l

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPieno, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

Page 7



18. c0137-26 Petitlon/sl councilor Stephanie V. smith, as president

A petition requesting approval to issue a special one-day alcoholic beverage license
to Saint Anthony's Parish to serve beer and wine at a fundraiser occurring on June 6,
2026 from 3:00 PM - 1 1:00 PM at The Meadows park

MOTION:

MOVER:
Favorable Action
Holly Garcia
Stephanie Martins

Passed [10 TO 0l

ECONDER:

ESULT:

YES: Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

NAYS:

COMMITTEE REPORTS

19. c0120-26 order/s/ councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

An order requesting approval to appropriate by borrowing the amount of
$4,000,000.00 for the modernization of the Everett Public Schools Network
lnfrastructure

Items 19 and 21 were taken out of order and collectively. The clerk noted both items
had been in committee and referred out with favorable action.

OTION: Favorable Action
Anthony DiPierro
Katy Rogers

Passed [9 TO 1]

MOVER:
ECONDER:

RESULT:

Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen, pietrantonio, Rogers,
Smith, Matewsky
Alcy Jabouin

20. c0007-26 ordinance/s/ councilor Katy L. Rogers, councilor Vivian Nguyen,
Councilor Stephanie Martins

An ordinance amending Section 37 (Everett Docklands lnnovation District ("EDlD")) of
the city's Zoning Ordinance to add data center restrictions

Councilor Rogers reminded the council that the item as originally written was to
prohibit data centers entirely, which was put on the agenda in February. Since then, it
was sent to the planning board which unanimously voted on a favorable
recommendation with tighter recommendations and guidelines.

RegEtap{tre3tins ot the city councit 05t26t2026 7:00 pM
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Council President Smith stated she had done researcn Eq$frngrd,qfiUli?tltgl"9,frb%0"*f
center versus server room is not clear. She noted the smatl to medium Slze allowed ls"
still very large, citing research that actual companies in Boston have data centers

1l12th the size being proposed. She stated there need to be more restrictions.

Councilor Martins clarified for the public that this is not a vote on a specific data center
project but rather changing zoning to limit uses.

Councilor Pietrantonio commended Councilor Rogers for her hard work but

suggested putting it back in committee to give the new administration a chance to sit

down and look at it again to potentially make it tighter.

Item referred to Legislative Committee

ER:

Refer

Stephanie Smith

Holly Garcia

Passed [6 TO 4]

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, Garcia, Pietrantonio, Smith, Matewsky

DiPierro, Martins, Nguyen, Rogers

ECONDER:

LT:

YS

21. C0135-26 Orderlsl Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

An order requesting approval to appropriate by borrowing the amount of

$2,000,000.00 for the purpose of funding the MSBA High School Feasibility Study

Project

22. C0132-26 Petition/s/ Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

A petition requesting a new class 1 motor vehicle dealer license for Boston
Freightliner at 2 Rivergreen Drive (New license holder)

The clerk noted the petitioner met that evening at the community and business

development meeting.

MOTION:
MOVER:

Favorable Action

Holly Garcia

RaggtaP{la3tins of the city councn 05t26t2026 7:00 PM
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MOTION:
MOVER:

Favorable Action

Anthony DiPierro

Katy Rogers

Passed [9 TO 1l
Capone, DiPierro, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen, Pietrantonio, Rogers,

Smith, Matewsky
Alcy Jabouin

ECONDER:

RESULT:

YES:

NAYS:



ECONDER:

ESULT:

Katy Rogers ltem Number fiitem.number)
Passed [10 TO 0]
Alcy Jabouin, Capone, DiPieno, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen,
Pietrantonio, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

NAYS:

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

23. c0124-26 Petition/sl councilor stephanie V. smith, as president

A petition requesting the renewal of an innholder's license for Encore Boston Harbor
at 1 Broadway

Councilor Rogers asked about the transportation situation and the status of shutiles
that previously went around the city. Ms. McAnneny explained the shuttles were
stopped due to low ridership, and when the MBTA updated bus routes, the 10g bus
now comes by with more frequency. lnstead, Encore is the biggest contributor to the
Lower Mystic TMA, paying $54,000 annually for a shuttle servicing Charlestown and
Everett.

Council President Smith noted that another 30% ($3.7 mittion) is spent on Encore
businesses registered to Encore's address. Ms. McAnneny clarified these businesses
lease space and are Everett businesses. Council President Smith also asked about
the $50,000 in gift card giveaways to local Everett businesses required by the
agreement. Ms. McAnneny confirmed that spending is separate from the local vendor
spending and offered to provide a list of vendors receiving gift cards.

Councilor Matewsky expressed concern about lack of entertainment value at the
casino, noting there hasn't been entertainment like Wayne Newton or KC and the
sunshine Band since opening. He mentioned the lack of boxing, sports events, or
even piano players. Ms. McAnneny explained that Encore was required to sign the
impacted live entertainment venue agreement, which limits their ability to host events
due to concerns from local entertainment facilities. Councilor Matewsky noted there
seems to be a missing link between the council and the casino and hoped for
improvement.

Councilor Martins requested that Encore become more part of Everett and noted the
website is all about Boston Harbor, symbolically turning its back on Everett.

councilor Pietrantonio asked for a list of Everett resident employees.

Ms. McAnneny stated that in the last fiscal year, Encore paid the city of Everett
$22,911 ,016 for the PILOT, plus an annual community impact fee of $5,692,3g2, and
when including motor vehicle excise and other taxes, they contribute almost g35
million annually, which is 9% of the Mayor's proposed Fy202T budget.

Page 10



Councilor Jabouin stated that when the casino came in, tft8fi9qgftt6Btytry€?,fho..ipiBg9ll
the world but never got it.

Councilor Capone asked about the building ownership, and Ms. McAnneny confirmed

the building was sold to a California real estate conglomerate with Wynn as a long-

term tenant.

Motioned to renew the lnnholder's license.

R

Favorable Action

Stephanie Martins

Anthony DiPieno

Passed [7 TO 3l
DiPieno, Garcia, Martins, Nguyen, Rogers, Smith, Matewsky

Alcy Jabouin, Capone, Pietrantonio

ECONDER:
LT:

YS

EXECUTIVE SESSION

24. C0138-26 Resolution/sl Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

Executive Session to discuss lawsuit filed against the City (Colameta v. City of Everett

et al). ln accordance with M.G.L. ch 30A, s. 21(a)(3), the purpose of this executive

session is to discuss litigation strategy in executive session because discussing said

strategy in an open meeting may have a detrimental effect on the litigation positions of

the City, Mayor and Council.

Councilor DiPierro stated that due to his relationship with Mr. Colameta, he would not

be participating in the executive session.

The clerk read the eight portions of the executive session procedure. Council

President Smith announced the purpose of the executive session in accordance with

Mass General Law Chapter 30A, Section 21(a)(3), stating the city council is entering

into executive session to discuss a federal civil rights lawsuit filed against the city,

including the city counciland the Mayor, with the caption Phil Colameta versus the City

of Everett et al. Mr. Colameta filed a federal lawsuit challenging the mayor and

council's actions in removing him as a member from the Everett Housing Authority

Board and alleging constitutional and civil rights violations. The executive session will

be attended by the city solicitor to discuss the lawsuit with the city council.

RagEral{133ting of the city counct 05t2612026 7:00 PM
Page 11
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Gouncil President Smith alsoannounced that in
Chapter 30A Seetion 21(bX4.L the cig council wilt
and will not reconvene in public.

Motion to enter executive session and,invite the Mayol city solicitor, and elerk, with
adjournment trom exeeutive session.

ADJOURNMENT

The ryeeting willadjourn from Executuve Sessuin
Adjourned at 10:?4PM

Ragg6F{ilr33tins of the eity Counoit 0EIz6Eaz6 7:00 pM
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Item Number {{item.number}}

MEETING MINUTES

SPECIAL MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL

MONDAY, JUNE 08,2026 6:00 PM

EVERETT CITY HALL,484 BROADWAY, CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 3RD FLOOR

EVERETT, MA 02149

ROLL CALL

Members Present
Guerline Alcy Jabouin, Michele Capone, Anthony DiPierro, Holly Garcia, Michael Marchese,

Stephanie Martins, Peter Pietrantonio, Katy Rogers

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. C0127-26 Public Hearing/si Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

A public hearing to allow the public to provide input on the city's proposed Fiscal Year

ZO27 operating budgets including the General Fund, Water & Sewer Enterprise Fund

and the ECTV Enterprise Fund budgets

The public hearing was held and Peggy Serino and Paula Sterite both spoke against

the budget, requesting the Council and mayor make substantial cuts to the budget to

decrease taxes. The item was placed on file.

ADJOURNMENT

g1geiz#,/rgeling of the city council 0610812026 6:00 PM

OTION:
OVER:

RollCallVote
Stephanie Martins

Holly Garcia

Passed [0 TO 0l
ECONDER:

ULT:

YS
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Meeling adJounred at 6; 15 PM
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Item Number ffitem,number))
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Item Number {iitem.numbe$}

MEETING MINUTES

SPEGIAL MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL

MONDAY, JUNE 08,2026 6:00 PM

EVERETT CITY HALL,484 BROADWAY, CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS,3RD FLOOR

EVERETT, MA 02149

ROLL CALL

Members Present
Guerline Alcy Jabouin, Michele Capone, Anthony DiPierro, Holly Garcia, Michael Marchese,

Stephanie Martins, Peter Pietrantonio, Katy Rogers

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. C9127-26 Public Hearing/sl Councilor Stephanie V. Smith, as President

A public hearing to allow the public to provide input on the city's proposed Fiscal Year

2027 operating budgets including the General Fund, Water & Sewer Enterprise Fund

and the ECTV Enterprise Fund budgets

The public hearing was held and Peggy Serino and Paula Sterite both spoke against

the budget, requesting the Council and mayor make substantial cuts to the budget to

decrease taxes. The item was placed on file.

ADJOURNMENT

Bpggieq/e&ins of the city council o6to8t2o26 6:00 PM

N RollCallVote
Stephanie Martins

Holly Garcia

Passed [0 TO 0l

MOVER:
ECONDER:

RESULT:

NAYS:

Page 1



'tuleefirg adjourned at 6;1 5 PM
Item Number fiitem. numberll

Bpg&ffiiaAing of the, City Councjt 061o8/20s5 6:00 FM
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Item Number 2

E#Hrett
Massachusetts

cor70-26

To:

From

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
An order to accept and expend a grant from the Massachusetts Office of Travel and Tourism for the Everett

Fan Fest watch party public safety in the amount of 55,000'00.

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:

Page 271122
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Item Number 2
Office of Mavor
Robert J: Van Campen

June 10, 2026

The Honorable Stephanie Smith
President, Everett City Council
484 Broadway
Everett, MA 02L49

RE: World Cuo / Eve rett Fan Fest Watch Partv Pu blic Safetv Order

Dear Madame President:

I hereby submit for your consideration an order to accept and expend a grant from the
Massachusetts Office of Travel and Tourism in the amount of 55,000.00 to cover a portion of
public safety expenses incurred in connection with the Everett Fan Fest watch party.

I recommend favorable passage of this order

Respectfully submitted,

Robert J. Van Campen
Mayor of the City of Everett

ffi City of Everett

Page 281122
484 Broadway, Everett, MA02149 . 617-394-2270 . www.cityofeverett.com



Item Number 2

June 10,2026

City of Everett, Mussuchusetts

CITY COUNCIL

Offered By:
Councilor Stephanie Smith, as President

Bill Number
Bill Type:
Order

Be It
Ordered: By City Council OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, as follows:

That the City Council hereby accept and expend a grant from the

Massachusetts Office of Travel and Tourism in the amount of $5,000'00 to

cover a portion of public safety expenses incurred in connection with the

Everett Fan Fest watch Party.

@ city of Everett

Page 291122
4 84 Broadway, Everett, MA 02l 49' 617 -39 4-227 0' www. cityofeverett' com



EfH'iett
Massachusetts

col7L-26

Item Number 3

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
An order recommending confirmation of the appointment of the following individuals to the Everett police
Department: Kristopher Buck, Nicole Flores, Gustavo Romero, Shawn Mccormack, Scott Fitzemeyer and
Joseph Granara.

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:

Page 301122



Item Number 3

June 15, 2025

The Honorable Stephanie Smith
President, Everett City Council
484 Broadway
Everett, MA 02149

RE: Everett Police Department Appointments

Dear Madame President:

I respectfully request that your honorable Council vote to confirm the appointments of
Kristopher Buck, Nicole Flores, Gustavo Romero, Shawn McCormack, Scott Fitzemeyer, and
Joseph Granara as Police Officers for the City of Everett.

Thank you for your attention to this matter

Respectfully su bmitted,

Robert J. Van Campen
Mayor of the City of Everett

ffilaT["JJflilii"ncampen

ffi City of Everett

Page 311122
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Item Number 3

June 15,2026

City of Everett, Massuchusetts

CITY COUNCIL
Offered By:

Councilor Stephanie Smith, as President

Bill Number
Bill Type:
Order

Be It
Ordered: By City Council OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, as follows

That the City Council hereby confirm the appointments of
Kristopher Buck, Nicole Flores, Gustavo Romero, Shawn
McCormack, Scott Fitzemeyer, and foseph Granara as Police
Officers for the City of Everett.

@ City of Everett

Page 321122
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Item Number 4

EtiHrett
Massachusetts

co774-26

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
An order requesting approval of the payment of a FY25 invoice from ldeal Pools totaling SSZS'OO'

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:

Page 331122
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= June 76,2026

The Honorable Stephanie Smith
President, Everett City Council
484 Broadway
Everett, MA 02L49

RE: Pavment of FY25 lnvoice from IDEAL pOOLS

Dear Madame President:

I respectfully request that your honorable council vote to approve the payment of a Fy25
invoice from IDEAL POOLS totaling 5528.00.

Please find attached the invoice from IDEAL pOOLS.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Respectfully su bmitted,

Robert J. Van Campen
Mayor of the City of Everett

ffilamyil%ncampen

ffi City of Everett

Item Number 4

Page 341122
484 Broadway, Everett, MA02149 . 617-394-2270 . www.cityofeverett.com



Item Number 4

June 16,2026

City of Everett, Massachusetts

CITY COUNCIL

Offered By:
Councilor Stephanie Smith, as President

Bill Number
Bill Type:
Order

Be It
Ordered: By City Council OF THE CITY 0F EVERETT, as follows

That the City Council hereby approve the payment of a FY25 invoice
from IDEAL POOLS totaling $528.00.

@ Gity of Everett

Page 351122
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IDEAL POOLS

119 Vale St
Tewksbury, MA 01876
+1 9786401 1 59
idealpoolsl 1 9@gmail.com
www.idealpools.net

INVOICE
BILLTO
Glenwood Cemetery
277 Washington Ave
Everett, MA 01249

Number 4

INVO|CE # 4577

DAffE 08/20t2024
DUE DATE 09119/2024

TERMS Net30

DATE

Pay invoice

DESCRIPTION

Weekly Service:July

Tablet

Lb of Shock

ATY

5

15

2

RATE

95.00

3.00

4.00

AMOUNT

475.00

45.00

8.00

$528.00
BALANCE DUE

Page 36/14fuould you prefer your invoice emailed in the future? Let us know



Item Number 5

EilHrett
Massachusetts

coL69-26

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
A petition requesting the renewal of a class two motor vehicle dealer license for Malden Auto Body of Everett

at 49 Robin street

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:

Page 371122
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EdHrett
Massachusetts

cor64-26

Item Number 6

.
I

i

l

l

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June 8, 2026

Aeenda ltem:
An order requesting approval to transfer a sum not to exceed 51,200,000 be from the city's Stabilization Fund
to the city's Linkage Fund

Backsround and Explanation:

Attachments:

Page 381122



Item Number 6

June3,2026

The Honorable Stephanie Smith
President, Everett City Council

484 Broadway
Everett, MA 02149

Dear Madame President:

I respectfully request your honorable council's approval to transfer a sum not to exceed

S1,200,000 from the city's stabilization fund, account # 84-121-8L30-5963, to the city's Linkage

Fu nd, accou nl # 27 -52L-0826-423O.

Respectfu I ly submitted,

Robert J. Van Campen
Mayor of the City of Everett

ffi lem;lflil%ncampen

ffi city of Everett

Page 391122
484 Broadway, Everett, MA 02149 ' 617-394-227 0 ' www'cityofeverett'com



I

Item Number 6

June 8120.26

City of Everett, Mqssdchusetts
ctwcouNctl

Offered By:
Councilor Stephanie Smith, as president

Ordered: By City Council OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, as follows:
Be ItBill Number:

Bill Type:
Order

That a sum not to exceed $1,200,000 be transferred from the Cit,s
stabilization fund, account # 84-12r-8130-5963 to the city's
Linkage fund, account #27 -527-0826-4230.

ffi city of Everett

Page 401122
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Item Number 7

Eti6iett
Massaclrusetts

c0155-26

To:

From

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

lune 8, 2026

Agenda ltem:
An order requesting approval to transfer 560,000 from the Fire Department Personnel expenses to the 911
Personnel expenses.

Backsround and Exolanation:

Attachments:

Page 411122



Item Number 7

ffi
June3,2O26

The Honorable Stephanie Smith
Dracidant Frroratt f itrr fnr rnril
l l!Jlvgll!,

484 Broadway
Everett, MA 02149

Dear Madame President:

I respectfully request that the City Council approve the transfer of 550,000 from the Fire

Department Personnel expenses to the 9lL Personnel expenses.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert J. Van Campen
Mayor of the City of Everett

Office of Mayor
Robert J, Van Campen

ffi city of Everett

Page 421122
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Item Number 7

June 8,20.26

City of Everett, Mossochusetts

CITY COUNCIL
Offered By:

Councilor Stephanie Smith, as President

Bill Number:
Bill Type:
Order

Be It
Ordered: By City Council OF THE CITY OF EVERETT, as follows

That the City Council hereby approve the transfer of $60,000 from
the Fire Department Personnel expenses to the 91"1 Personnel

expenses.

ffi city of Everett
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E Hrett
Massachusetts

cot6I-26

Item Number 8

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Katy L. Rogers

June22,2O26

Asenda ltem:
An ordinance promoting environmental sustainability by reducing single-use plastic service ware and single-
use packaged condiments

Backeround and Exolanation:
An ordinance promoting environmental sustainability by reducing single-use plastic service ware and single-
use packaged condiments

Attachments:

Page 441122



Item Number 8

AN ORDINANCE PROMOTING ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY BY

REDUCING SINGLE-USE PLASTIC SERVICE WARE AND SINGLE.USE PACKAGEI)
CONDIMENTS

lsl Katy Rogers

WHEREAS, the City of Everett is committed to environmental stewardship and the reduction of
plastic pollution that impacts our local waterways, parks, and waste management systems; and

WHEREAS, billions of single-use plastic utensils, straws, and condiment packets are discarded

annually in the United States, many of which are provided to customers automatically and thrown

away unused; and

WHEREAS, the production and disposal of single-use plastics and condiments contribute

significantly to greenhouse gas emissions and environmental degradation; and

WHEREAS, local food service establishments face rising operational costs, and the automatic

distribution of unwanted accessories represents an unnecess ary ftnancial burden on Everett's small

business community; and

WHEREAS, "Skip the Stuf initiatives have been successfully implemented in various

municipalities across the Commonwealth, proving that an "as-requested" model effectively

reduces environmental waste while providing immediate cost savings to businesses; and

WHEREAS, Earth Day 2026 serves as a vital reminder of our collective responsibility to

implement common-sense policies that balance convenience with conservation.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the Everett City Council as follows:

Section 1. Purnose. The purpose of this ordinance is to reduce the distribution of single-use service

ware and single-serving packaged condiments to promote environmental sustainability and

minimize cost reduction on the City's small businesses. This ordinance advances the City's health

and environmental goals by reducing plastic waste and mitigating the City's carbon footprint

associated with single-use materials.

Section 2. Definitions.

a. "Condiment" means a single-use packet containing relishes, spices, sauces, confections,

or seasonings, that requires no additionalpreparation by the Consumer, and that is used

with food or beverages, including, but not limited to, creamer, ketchup, mustard,

mayonnaise, soy sauce, wasabi, sauerkraut, salsa, syrup, jam, jelly, salad dressings, salt,

sugar, sugar substitutes, pepper, and chili pepper.

b. "Consumer" and "Customer" means the individual purchasing Prepared Food for
consumption by themselves or others, or where the Prepared Food is provided for free,

the individual who will be collecting the Prepared Food for consumption by themselves

or others.

Page 451122



Item Number 8

c. "JSD" means the Department of Inspectional Services for the City of Everett.

d. "ISD Director" means the Director of the Department of Inspectional Services for the City
of Everett.

e. "Food Service Establishment" means aretail establishment that stores, prepares, packages,
serves, vends, or otherwise provides food for human consumption, including, but not
limited to, any establishment required by state law to be licensed by the Board of Health in
accordance with the provisions of the State Sanitary Code (105 CMR 590.000), Chapter X
"Minimum Sanitation Standards for Food Service Establishments," in order to prepare and
serve food to the general public.

f. "Online Food Ordering Platform" means a website or mobile application through which a
Consumer can place an order for pick-up or delivery of Prepared Food. Such platforms
include those operated directly by a Food Service Establishment, by companies that
provide delivery of Prepared Food to Consumers from Food Service Establishments, and
by online food ordering systems that connect Consumers to a Food Service Establishment
directly.

g. "PreDared Food" means food or beverages that arc serviced, packaged, cooked, chopped,
sliced, mixed, brewed, frozen, squeezed, poured, or otherwise prepared (collectively
"prepared") in a Food Service Establishment for individual Customers or Consumers.
Prepared Food does not include raw eggs or ra% butchered meats, fish, and/or poultry sold
from a butcher case, a refrigerator case, or similar retail appliance.

h. "Single-Use" means designed to be used once and then discarded and not designed for
repeated use and sanitizing.

i. "Single-Use Articles" means all types of items provided alongside Prepared Food that are
intended for a Single-Use, including, but not limited to, utensils, Condiments, napkins,
straws, stiners, splash sticks, cocktail sticks, toothpicks, cup sleeves, cup trays, and food
trays

j "lJtensil" means a food contact implement including but not limited to forks, spoons,
knives, sporks, chopsticks, tongs, or other instruments used to serve food or to eat food.

Section 3. Regulated Conduct.

a. Selection of Single-Use Articles:
i. A Food Service Establishment shall require Customers to specifr which Single-Use

Articles they want included with their Prepared Food when selecting or ordering
Prepared Food in person or on the telephone. Food Service Establishments using an
Online Food Ordering Platform shall provide the option to Customers to request Singte-
Use Articles with a Prepared Food order, when the Online Food Ordering Platform
includes selection of Single-Use Articles as a feature.

ii. As an altemative to Section 3(a)(i), Food Service Establishments may have Single-Use
Anicles available at self-service stations or on dining tables for the Customer to select
and use.

2
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Item Number 8

b. Providins of Use Articles: Food Service Establishments shall not automatically

provide Single-Use Articles with Prepared Food. Such items may only be provided upon

request of the Customer. If the Online Food Ordering Platform used by the Food Service

Establishment does not include a feature allowing Customers to request Single-Use

Articles, the Food Service Establishment shall not include such items with the order.

c. No Bundlins Single-Use Articles: Single-Use Articles provided by Food Service

Establishments for use by Customers shall not be bundled or packaged in a manner that

prohibits a Customer from taking only the type of Single-Use Article desired without also

having to take additional Single-Use Articles. For purposes of this ordinance, each type of
Condiment and each type of Utensil shall be considered a separate Single-Use Article,

meaning that a Consumer requesting a fork shall not be provided a package containing a

fork, knife and spoon.

Section 4. Enforcement. ISD and the ISD Director shall have the authority to administer and

enforce this ordinance. The ISD Director or their designee, including but not limited to code

enforcement employees of the City, may issue citations under the non-criminal disposition

procedure set forth in M.G.L. c. 40, $2lD and as specified herein. Each day on which a violation

occurs shall constitute a separate offense. Violations issued pursuant to this section may be

appealed in accordance with the non-criminal disposition procedures set forth in M.G'L. c. 40,

$21D.

Notwithstanding Section 1-8 of the City of Everett Revised Ordinances, the following penalty

schedule shall apply:

a. First (1't) through third (3'd) offense: written waming

b. Fourth (4th) offense: $25.00

c. Fifth (5th) and each subsequent offense: $50.00

Section 5. Exemptions. Any Food Service Establishment may seek an exemption from the

requirements of this ordinance by filing a request in writing to the ISD Director on the basis of

undue hardship. The request must explain why compliance would cause undue hardship to the

Food Service Establishment. The ISD Director has the sole authority to waive any or all

requirements of this ordinance for an individual Food Service Establishment on the basis of undue

hardship for one (1) year from the date of the request. A Food Service Establishment granted a

waiver on the basis of undue hardship must re-apply at least 60 (sixty) days prior to the end of the

one (1) year exemption period and demonstrate continued undue hardship if the Food Service

Establishment wishes to have the exemption extended. The ISD Director's decision to grant or

deny an exemption or to grant or deny an extension of a previously issued exemption shall be in

writing and shall be final.

Section 6. Exceptions. This ordinance does not apply to items required for food safety, such as

single-use beverage lids or single-use heat sleeves for hot beverages.

J
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Item Number 8

Section 7. Reeulations. ISD may adopt and amend rules andregulations to effectuate the purposes
of this ordinance.

Section 8. Severabilitv. If any provision of this ordinance is declared invalid or unenforceable the
other provisions shall not be affected thereby.

4
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Item Number 9

EtiHrett
Massachusetts

c0r67-26

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June 8,2026

Agenda ltem:
An ordinance amending Section 4.1 - Building Permit Fees of the Revised Ordinances the City of Everett

Backsround and Exolanation:

Attachments:
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Item Number 9

June 3, 2025

The Honorable Stephanie Smith
President, Everett City Council
484 Broadrrvay

Everett, MA021,49

Dear Madame President

I respectfully submit for your consideration a proposed amendment to the City of Everett
Municipal Code, Section 4-L, "Building Permit Fee Schedules," to update the City's building
permit fee schedule for Fiscal Year 2027.

The proposed amendment is intended to ensure that the City's building permit fees remain
current and appropriately aligned with the costs associated with administering, reviewing, and
inspecting building permit applications. Updating the fee schedule will support the continued
effective operation of the City's permitting and inspectional services while providing clear and
consistent guidance to residents, property owners, contractors, and developers.

Although the City has previously accepted a statute (M.G.L Chapter 40, Section 22F) that
delegates the Council's authority to set reasonable fees and charges for permits, licenses or
certificates to the Board or Department head that oversees the issuance of the same, I am
submitting the proposed fees to the City Council for your review and approval. please note that
based on the information presently available to us, the current fees may not have been
updated in over 5 years and, therefore, do not reflect the true cost to provide the service. This
proposed amendment to update the fees seeks to correct this issue.

Accordingly, I respectfully request that the City Council consider the proposed amendment and
refer the matter to the appropriate committee for review and recommendation.

Thank you for your attention to this matter

Respectful ly Submitted,

Robert J. Van Campen
Mayor of the City of Everett

Office of Mavor
Robert J: Van Campen

ffi City of Everett
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Item Number 9

ENROLLED ORDINANCE
PUBLISHED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 1 SECTION 4.5 OF THE REVISED ORDINANCES

OF THE CITY OF EVERETT AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH MASSACHUSETTS GENERAL

LAWS Chupter 43, Sectitnt 23'
ENROLLED:

DATE OF' PROPOSED ORDAINMENT:

-2

IN THE YEAR TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY-SX

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 4.1 BUILDING PERMIT FEES - WITHIN
THE CITY OF EVERETT REVISED ORDINANCES

Councilor /s/ Stephanie Smith, as President

Whereas: Pursuant to Massachusetts General Law municipalities are authorized to set

reasonable fees and charges for permits, licenses, or certificates for any work or services

performed; and,

Whereas, the Building Permit Fee Schedule has not been updated in multiple years even

as the cost of services as continued to increase;

Now, therefore, by the authority granted to the City Council of the City of Everett,

Massachusetts to make ordinances:

Be it Ordained by the City Council of the City of Everett, Massachusetts that the

Revised Ordinances of the City of Everett be amended as follows:

1. Amend Municipal Code, Section 4-1, Building Permit Fee Schedules as follows (additions

are identifie d as red/italics and deletions are identified as strike+hreugbs):

Building Department Fee Schedule

Application

l. Residential (l-3 units)
€construction, alteration, rePairs,
demolition and reconstruction of a
building or structure

2. Comntercial (4+ units and non-
residential) construction, alteration,
repairs, demolition and

Fee

'$15.00 
per $1,000 of estimated cost

Minimum Fee

$s0.00
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Item Number 9

Minimum Fee

Building Department Fee Schedule

Application Fee

reconslruction of a building or
structure

2-i. Wood or pellet stoves

34 . Demolition of buildings

@

4J. Moved buildings

56. Amendments to plans

67. Wall signs and projection signs

7B. Freestanding ground signs

89. Roof signs

910. Certificate of Occupancy

S+agfuOne- to Three family

+#o-feffiily

rh+ee-hmi+v

All others

*0//. Swimming Pools

l-t12. Sheds and Similar Structures

12l 3. Certiftcate of Inspections

$4eJ0.00

$ I 5.00 per $ t ,000 of estimated cost

$ I 5.00 per $ I ,000 of estimated cost

$ I 5.00 per $ 1,000 of eslimated cost

$15.00 per $1,000 of eslimated cost

$15.00 per $1,000 of estimated cost

$ I 5.00 per $ I ,000 of estimated cost

$50.00 / per unit

$'s
$40se
$4e50.00 per 1,000 square feet

$15.00 per $1,000 of estimated cost

$15.00 per $1,000 of estimated cost

As prescribed by the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts State Building Code.
Table 106
Exception: Three-family homes to be
inspected every five (5) years, $75.00,
as modified and amended by Section
106.5 of the Massachusetts State
Building Code

Double the permit fee as a fine, plus the
permit fee

$4e50.00

Current Fee

$4050.00 for up to 3
fixtures or appliances
plus $ 10.00 per fixture
or appliance thereafter

N/A

8s0.00

$4s$e

$4es0

$4e250.00

$4050.00

$4050.00

$ 100.00

$ 100.00

N/A

$4sr00.00

$495r,00

N/A

N/A11I4.Work started without permit

*41J. Re-inspection fee per
inspection

Plumbing Division Fees

Application

1. Plumbing and gas fitting in new and existing
residential and commercial buildings, additions or
alterations'

N/A

Minimum Fee

$40_r0.00
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Plumbing Division Fees

Application

2. Gas-fired boiler and/or gas-fired furnace/heater
permit fee

3. Plumbing and gas inspection fee Any additional
inspections required for deficient work by failure to

meet the requirements of the Massachusetts
Plumbing and Gas Fitting Code or any other
applicable codes and regulations or transfer of
plumbing and gas permit(s) to another license holder
shall require reinspection permit

Reinspection permit fee

Transfer of permit fee

4. Rooftop HVAC equipment, commercial air
conditioning equipment, split system HVAC
equipment and the like
Note: A permit is not required for air conditioning
units for single rooms 200 square feet in area or less

5. Capping water and sewer prior to demolition
(inside or within 10 feet of building)

6. Work started prior to the issuance of a permit

Item Number 9

Current Fee Minlmum Fee

for each unit or separate

use

$2530.00 per appliance, N/A
exclusive of all other
plumbing and gas

permit fees

N/A

$4e50.00 per fixture, per

visit

The cost of the original
permit

$4e50.00 per unit or
each condenser and
compressor pair

N/A

$4e50.00 N/A

N/ADouble the permit fee as

a frne, plus the
permit fee

Wre Department Fees

Application Current Fee

1. Services

100 AMP Capacity $25.00

Above 100 AMP Capacity - each additional 100 $6.00
AMP capacity

Service Alterations $30.00

2. Receptacles, Switches and Fixtures

L-s 810.00

6-20 820.00

Minimam Fee
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Above twenty QA)

3. New Work

Aparhnent Units

Condominium (Jnitts

4, Motors

I hp-5 hp

6 hp- 10 hp

I5 hp and above

Ovey 25 hp additio:nal

5. KL Transformers & Generators

T _5 KVA

6_25KVA

Above 25 KVA - each additional unit

6. HeatingUniu

Gqs ar Oil

I(ater Heater

7. Appliances

Dishwasher

Disposal

Dryer

Air conditioney - ap ta one (l) ton

Aver ane (I) ton

Split Systems

Ranges

Ihter Heater

Or";
Sub Panel

House Panel

Solar

Jtgns

Hydro Massage Thbs

Telecomm Deviees

No. ofFens:

$.5A each

$60.0A / unit

$60,00 / unir

$3.0;0

$s.00
y.ti.ai

$1.00

$r0,00

$15,00

81.00

$40,a0

$40.aa

820.00

$20.0a

820.0a

$2A.AA

&20.00

s4a.00

$40.00

slito.o|o

$40.00

8s0.0a

$2s.00

$i,tss.ao

8s0.aa

$40.00

$2.00
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Wire Department Fees

Application Cuwent Fee Minimum Fee

I - 5 $10.00

6 - 20 $20.00

Each additional 8.50

8. Swimming Pools

Att Types $50.00

Hot Tubs $50.00

9. Electric Heat

First one thousand (1000) Watts $3'00

Each additional 100 Watts or part of $1.50

10. Siding

Metal and Vinyl $50.00

11. Annual Permits: January I - December

Afee of $100'00

Shatl be paidfor a continuous permit issued to licensed representatives or licensed

maintenance personnel in INDUSTRIAL AND COMMERICIAL enterprises. &tch permit to
cover ordinary maintenance, experimental set-ups or relocations of minor devices and

equipment.

12. Temporary Emergency Repairs $50.00

13. Cantivals $100.00

14. Re-Inspections 850.00

15. Duplicate Permits or Certificates 830.00

16. Security Systems (Home and Commercial) $50.00

17. Alarms (All Types) 55.00 per device

Detection, Al erting, and Self- contained devic es

lB. Temporary Service & Installation of Trailer to $40.00
Property

19. Public Meter $15.00

20. Telephone & Computer Lines $25.00

Master Fire Alarm Service

1. Every person utilizing the municipal alarm system of the City of Everett, Massschusetts be

reason of a connection of the master fire alarm box, to the municipal fire alarm system, shall
pay an annualfee of two lrundred dollars ($200.00) per master box.

2. All non- municipalfire alann receiving equipment, installed in the Everett Fire Alarm

headquarters, shall be subject to the annualfees as described inparagraph one (l)'
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3. The Ciry of Evertt reserves the right, without notice, to disconnect the. masterJire alarm
box(s) uponfailure of payment ofannual seIrvicfes eharges. If the masterfi.re alarm box is
disconnected - afee offou, hundred dollars ($400.00) will be eharged to reconnect the master
Jire alarm system.

Churches and schools below college grade level will be acemptfram paltment af thefee
providedfor under this section.
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EtiHrett
Massachusetts

coooT-26

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Katy L. Rogers

January L2,2026

Aeenda ltem:
An ordinance recommending the amendment of Section 37 (Everett Docklands lnnovation District ("EDlD")) of

the city,s Zoning Ordinance to add data centers to the prohibited uses portion of the section's use category

table

Backeround and Exolanation:

Attachments:

Page 571122



l

l

l

Item Number 10

ENROttED ORDINANCE

PUBLISHED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 1 SECTION 4.5 OF THE REVISED ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF
EVERETT AND lN COMPLIANCE WITH MASSACHIJSETTS GENERAL LAWS Chapter 43, Section 23.

ENROLLED: MM/DD/2026
DATE OF PROPOSED ORDAINMEN\: MM/DD 12026

CITY COUNCIL..... c0007-26

IN THE YEAR TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY-SX

Councilors Katy P. Rogers, Stephanie Martins & Vivian Nguyen

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 37 (EVERETT DOCKLANDS INNOVATION
DISTRICT (*EDID')) OF THE CITY'S ZONING ORDINANCE TO ADD DATA
CENTERS TO THE PROHIBITED USES PORTION OF'THE SECTION'S USE

CATEGORY TABLE

WHEREAS: The City of Everett has established the Docklands Innovation Dish.ict to foster a
vibrant, mixed-use environment characterized by high-density employment, creative industries,
and active waterfront engagement; and

WHEREAS: The City Council finds that the long-term economic health of the Docklands
depends on "active" land uses that generate significantjob density, foot traffic, and synergy
between neighboring businesses; and

WHEREAS:,Data centers, while essentialto the modern digital economy, are characterizedby
exceptionally low employee-to-square-foot ratios and minimal contribution to street-level vitality
or the local "innovation ecosystem"; and

WHEREAS: The high energy and cooling demands of data centers may place an undue burden
on the local power grid and municipal infrastructure without providing a proportional benefit in
terms of workforce development or public use; and

WHEREAS: The City Council seeks to preserve the limited acreagewithin the Docklands
Innovation District for research and development, advanced manufacturing, and commercial uses
that better align with the district's vision.

Now, therefore, by the authority granted to the City Council of the City of Everett,
Massachusetts to make and amend ordinances:

Be it Ordained by the City Council of the City of Everett, Massachusetts that theZoning
Ordinance (Appendix A, Section 37 - Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID")) is hereby
amended as follows:
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SECTION I: AMENDMENT TO USE TABLE

Subsection (Q(a)e. ("The Docklands Innovation District Use Category Table") is hereby

amended as follows:

1. Modiff the table entry for "DataCenters" in the Innovation portion of the Use Category

Table, to set the use value for each of the sub-districts to blank to indicate the usage is not

allowed; and

Z. Add an entry for "Data Centers I DataProcessing Facilities" in the Prohibitions portion of
the Used Category Table. This new entry shall be inserted in a manner to maintain the

alphabetical order of the entries in this portion of table. As with the other entries in this

portion of the table, the use value for each of the sub-districts will be set to blank to

indicate the usage is not allowed.

SECTION II: DEFINITIONS

Subsection (eXa) is hereby amended by deleting the current definition of "Data Center" and

replacing it with the following new definition:

(4) Data Center lDataProcessing Facility: A facility or specialized space primarily

used for the cenhalized housing and operation of computer servers, data storage

systems, and associated telecommunications equipment. Such facilities are

charactenzed by high-density power requirements and specialized climate control

systems. This definition shall not include small-scale server rooms or IT closets

that are clearly incidental and accessory to aprimary permitted office, research, or

industrial use.

(c0oo7-26)

SECTION III: SEVERABILITY

If any part of this ordinance is deemed invalid by a court of competent jurisdiction, the

remainder of the ordinance shall remain in full force and effect'

SECTION IV: EFF.ECTIVE DATE

This ordinance shall take effect upon passage by the City Council and subsequent approval by

His Honor the Mayor.

A true copy attest

{*, {Nlf
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From:
To:
Subr6ct:
Data:

ttRrhxllr lrlrfr&lEfi
Michadl l{andan

Re: Crata Cent+r Rlgearch - Everett
Tuesdry, January 13, 2026 lt36:48 pM

Thank you!

on Tue, Jan 13, 2026 at l2:40 PM Michael Mangan <Michasl.Mangan(0ci.everet.ma.us>
wrote:

Cood morning Stephanie,

I willattach this document to the agenda item

Sincerely, Mike
Sent from my iPhone

>onJanl3,2026,all2:04PM,StephanieMcColaugh@wrote:

> Hello,

> Following up on last night's City Council meeting, here is an electronic version of the
document I distributed. As you know, there is a push to construct a data center in the
innovation district. I have put together some resources for you to better understand the
impacts a data center may have on Everett (attached- "Data Center Research"). Note that due
to a lack of reporting requirements and various facility sizes, data varies. Please take the
time to review, do your own additional research, and consider your position. I have also
attached the Davis Company "uses table" (Attachment A), which shows a potentialdata
center at the bottom of page two.

> I ask that the Cify Councilors of Everett, in collaboration with the Administration, and the
Planning Board, work expeditiously to revise current zoning to ban the construction of data
centers in Everett.

> As a blue collar, environmentaljustice eommuniqt, subjecting residents to increased
electric rates, future water insecurity, diminished air quality, and increased noise is a srep in
the wrong direction. While this may appear to be a quick economic win (despite minimal
jobs after construction), the strain on our electric grid and wat€r systems may very welt
hamstring more fruitful future development. Particularty should multiple data centers be
constructed.

> The Davis Company has been in communication with NationalGrid and Jupiter,
indicating that they are pushing this through with no community input, engagement, or
transparency on the impact this would have on our utilities or future growth,

> Many communities have been blindsided by the construction of data centers in their cities
and their negative impacts. I ask that you act now before it is too late. Please atlow state and
federal regulations time to develop Al regulations, required impact assessments, utility
forecasts, and reporting so should Everett in the future choose to allow a data center, it can
be constructed and operaled in a responsible" sustainable way to ensure that it benefits the
long-term growth of our community.
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,A\ I Department of

W IB'sJHilff'tnt
April27,2026

City Council President Stephanie Srnith and Honorable Mernbers of the Everett City Counoil
Everett City Hall,484 Broadway, Room 38
Everett, MA02149

RE: Everett Docklands Innovation Dishict - Proposed Otdinance related to Data Centerc

Dear Madarn President and Honorable Members of the Evetett City Council

On January 12,2A26, the City Council voted to rcfer a proposed Zoning Amendment aimed at

prohibiting the construction of Data Centers within the Everett Docklands Innovation District
("EDID") to the Planning Board for review and reconunendation. The rnatter was introduced to

the Planning Board on February 2,2026 and discussed again on March 2,2A26, Durtng the March

2,2026 meeting, the Planning Board requested that Planning staffconduct additional reseatch and

put together a draft Ordinance addrcssing the concerus raised by Planning Board mernbers, City
Councilors, and residents.

Stemrning from this request, staff conducted rtseatch, including reading public reports aud

reaching out to relevant govellrment and public entities around the countty, to better ttnderstand

the impacts of the construction and operation of Data Centers, and cornpiled rnitigation strategies

to address these impacts, Performed in conjunction with the two Sponsors of the original
Ordinance, the updated Ordinance includes both new arrd revised definitions of Cornputer Rooms

and Data Centers, pl'oposes changes to the existing Use Table for the EDID, codifies required

Findings of Fact that the Planning Boald - as the Special Permit Granting Authority * tnust

consider in their review of a Data Center proposal, and outlines submission requirements that a

Proponent of a Data Cerrter rnust provide to the Planning Board in corutection with their proposal.

Separate fi'om the Ordinance, a list of potential conditions of approval for the construction of a
Data Center has also been provided to the Board that can be utilized duling the review of a Data

Centerproposal. The draft ordinanceproposed by the Plaruring Board is intended to replace in frrll
the original draft sent by the City Council to the Planning Boad, i.e., the draft ordinance, as

proposed, does not contemplate making all data centers of all sizes as a prohibited use within the

distlict.

The Plaming Board voted unanimously on Monday, April 6th to provide a !WoBABI,&
RECOMMDNDATION of the draft Ordinance to the City Council for their considelation with
the following proposed amendments made on the floot':

Amend Section 37(0(3XaXiiiXA) as follows (additions are identified as boltl/itnlics and

deletions are identified as st+ikethreughs):
A. Backup-Electricity: Any generators that are to be used as a backup enelgy source

to support the Data Center rnay only be used when the electrical glid goes down.

ffi City of Everett

484 Bro adway, Evere$, M A 02149, 617 -39 4'227 0' www'cityofevere tt. com
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These generators shall be suppofied by the least-intrusive enelgy source possible,
including nagr*t-gas-€l sustainable energy. Under no circumsiance ran diesel be
the source ofenergy for these generators.

2. Amend Section 37(f)(3)(a)(iv) as follows (additions are identifi ed as bokl/itolics and
deletions are identified as stri*eth+er6hs):
iv. Local Job Creation: The proposed Data Center will substantially add to local

permanent jobs, with a livable wage, by directly supporting high-ernployment
industries within the cie, i! eveiett.

Please note that this proposed Ordinance pertains solely to the EDID; a sepamte Citywide
Ordinance will be introduced to the City Council shortly for their consideration.

Matt Lattanzi,
Dircctor, Deparlment of Plaruring & Development

you
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ENROLLED ORDINANCE
PUBLISHED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 1 SECTION 4.5 OF THE RET/ISED ORDINANCES

OF THE CITI' OF EVERETT AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH MASSACHUSETTS GENERAL

LAIYS Chupter 43, Section 23'
ENROLLED:

DATE OF PROPOSED ORDAINMENT:

CITY ^No- C0--- - 26

IN THE YEAR TWO TI{OUSAND AND TWENTY.SIX

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 37 _ "EVNRETT DOCKLANDS
INNOVATION DISTRICT (EDID)" - OF THE CITY Op EVERETT ZONING

ORDINANCE

Councilor /s/ Stephanie Smith, as Prcsident

Wher.eas: This ordinance is to amend Section 37, "Everett Docklands Innovation District

(EDID)", ofthe City of Everett Zoning Ordinance;

Wheleas: Section l2 of the City of Everett Zoniug Oldinance enables the City Council to

".,.anle1d, supplement, or change these fZoning] regulations or districts as provided by stahtte";

Wher.eas: Data Centers are a new and ernerging industry which, until now, has not been

defined nor regulated in our Ordinatrces;

Whereas: Concerns have been raised over the environmental impacts, including, but not

limited to, ait pollution and noise pollution, that Data Centers rnay bring to the community;

Whereas: Data Centers may irrcrease air pollution, including the release of fine

particulate mattel which have been linked to respiratoty-health consequences including asthma,

i r,rg ,un."r; and heart issues (see Ren., S. & Wiermatt, A. (zl}l,November 5,). "Mitigating the

Public Health Impacts ofAI Data Centefs". Harvard Business Review.)

Wher.eas: Data Centers that utilize diesel genetatols and HVAC systems may generate

significant noise pollution, reaching levels that arc harmful to both humans and local wildlife
(sEe Tao, Y. & Gao, P, (2025,September). Gtobal data center expansion and human health: A

call for entpirical research. Science Direot. Global data center expansion and human health: A
call for ernpirical research - ScienceDirect)

Whereas: Everett has been identified as an Euvitonmental Justice Cornmunity, having

met specific income, rninority, and/or English-proficiency criteria, and bears the burden of

1
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signifi cant envirorunental pollution risks;

Whereas: The City of Everett has highel mortality rates than the State average
(178'51100,000 in Everett vs. 156.0/100,000 in Massachusetts), including lung caucet; as well as
higher respiratoty disease hospilalizations than the State average (92.9/rcA,000 in Everett vs.
66.5/100,000 in Massashusetts forAsthma Emergency Depafitnent Visits and34.71L00,000 in
Everett vs.26,3 in Massachusetts for COPD Hospitalizations) (see "Massachusetts Depattlnent
of Public Healtlr, Registry of Vital Records and Statistics. Grouped fott 2012-2016" I

"Massachusetts Deparlrnent of Public Health. MA Division of Health Cale Finance and Policy
Uniform l{ospital Discharge Dataset System, 2015").

Whereas: The large alnount of electricity consumed by Data Centers could have a
negative irnpact ott the electric utility rates paid by our local residents (see Kimball, S. & Cortes,
G. (2025' Novetnber l4). "Data centets arc concentrated in these states. Her.e 's what's happening
lo electricity prices". CNBC);

Whereas: Water usage to operate Data Centes can far exceed that of sirnilarly-sized
irrdustry, potentially placing a strain on local water supply (see offutt, M.c. & Zl:ru,L. (202s,
August 26). "Data Cetrters alrd Their Enelgy Consumption: Frequentty Asked Questions".
Congress,gov.);

Wherens: The originally-refened Zorring Amendrnent from the City Council to the
Planning Board on Januaty 12,2026 sought an outright plohibition on the construction of Data
Centers within the Everett Docklands Innovation District; and

Whereas: Properly regulated and properly situated Data Centers could spur local
economic development thlough the redevelopment of the Everett Docklands Innovation Dislr.ict
by way ofjob crcation and revenue generation;

Now, thet'efore, by the authority granted to the City Council of the City of Everett,
Massachusetts to make ordinances:

Be it Ordained by the City Council of the City of Everctt, Massachusetts that the
Revised Ordinances of the City of Everett be amended as follows:

1. Arnend the Use Table codified in Section 37 Everett Docklands Imovation District
("EDID"), (d) Master Plamed Development Standards (4) Use Provisions (c) as follows
(additions are identified, as bolililnft'cs and deletions are identified as stdke-{h*etrghs):

USE
CATEGORY

,INNOVATION
:

iData Center
'; Snnll <20,000

Master Planned Uses

SubA SubB

SP .SP

Uses Less Than 5,000 sq
ft of Gross FloorArea

SubA SubB

SP SP

Greater Than 5,000 sq ft
of Grcss FloorArea

Non-Master Planned , Nou-Master. Planned Uses

Sub A

SP

Sub B

SP

)
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!,'Dnlo Center Snnll" shnll be llntited ap to 20,000 sq, ft. nnil/or ap lo 5 llllt cnpagll-1t, wltlchever ls less, snd shall

nol be lhe prltilfitlt vss of lhe slruclurc,

2. Arnend the Use Table codified in Section 37 Everett Docklands Irutovatiotl Distlict
("EDID"), (d) Master Plarured Development Standards (4) Use Provisions (c) as follows
(additions are identifie d as boltl/italfcs and deletions are identified as sfri*e-th€ugb$):

USE
CATEGORY

INNOVATION

.t'

USD
CATEGORY

PROHIBITED
: USES
l

', Dnla Cenler
'yLtrge>J0,000
-dv

I MRster Planned Uses

SubA 'subB

Master Planned Uses

;Non-Master Planned
Uses Less Than 5,000 sq

ft of Grnss FloorArea

subA isuln
:

Non-Mastel Planned
Uses Less Than 5,000 sq
ft of Gross FloorArea

Non-Mastet' Planned Uses

Greater Thnn 5'000 sq ft
of Grnss FloorAt'ea

SubA Sub B

Non-Master Planned Uses

Grrcatet'Than 5,000 sq ft
of Grcss FloorArea

SubA Sub B SubA Sub B Sub A Sub B

{ 
',Dsln Center Lwge" shall be ilellueil as nn.y poro Ceillil occupl,lrtg aver 20,000 sq,ft, onil/or ltnfing t cupncl4'

over 5 l]ll4 r,hlchever ls less.

3. Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (e) Definitions

applicable to EDID to add new definition (3) as follows, and renttmber the succeeding,

eiisting definitions (additions are identifie d as botd/iktlics and deletions are identified as

stdke-{hru*ghs):

(3) Contpater roont: A room nilltitt n buildirtg sr*ose prinrurytftrrtclion is lo house

electronic equipntentlor nn entily located on site nnd thol hos n {esign intornntiorr
technologlt iqiipurt,it (ITE) poier density exceeding 20 wntls(t2 (215 wntts/tnz) of
conclitiouertfloir area, A conpuler room is nncillnrjt to the onsite use nud shnll constitute

,to,rtore lhin I0% of squarefoolage u'ithout o speciol permil.I

4. Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (e) Definitions

applicable to EDID, (4) Data Center as follows (additions are identified as bold/itnlics and

deletions are identified as st+ike4r+eughs):

(4) Data Center: nata genter stratt mea

Frtmary Hse ts seeupi
+qetudlng sryperttng eqtr

Buitdittg(s) or portlons of brrildings used to house infornmliort lechuolog| ot
telecomununicitiotts equipnenl witlt which digital intornntiorr is processed, tronsferred,

and/or stored on behuf of or owted by off-sile enterprises, A data cenler nny inclutle

I Anrerican Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers ("ASHRAE") 90.1

3
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ossocinleil ilncilhryr slruclures, inclailing bal not linitert to, ffices, securitst baildings,
cooling wnter tanks, and bnckup power slstents, This definition does ggl include on*ite
conrputer roorrrs trssociated dlrectly sirn allox,nble ases,

5. Arnend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation Distlict (*EDID'), (f) Adrninistration to
add new subsection (3), entitled "Data Cerrter Special Pennit Reqnircments" as follows
(additions are identified as boltl/italics and deletions are identified as sfi*e-th*eughs):

(3) Daln Ceuler Specin! Peruit &equireaents,
il. For nny proposed Dnls Cenler (Sunll), os deJinetl in Sectiott 37(d)(4), the Speciol

Pernil GranlingArilhoritst shnll nrcke thefollowittgJindings offnct prior to
issaunce of n Special Pernitfor such use:
i, Wnter: Dnta Centers shnll intplenretrt n closed-loop or shnilnr cooling systenr,

tt'hich utilizes only p611-Ootable wnterfor the coolittg of n Duta Centen This
ttur! fis nchieved throngh purple pipe s.ys/erls, grcy-p611r, sJ,slents, or other
ndequnle lechnologlt evidenced to the SPGA,

ii, Noise: A ninimum of a 200'setback shalt he provided behveeu a Dntt Cenler
nnd residenlinl nnd/or noise-sensitive uses, unless the Proponent provides a
noise slady thnt sntisfnctorily shotts that, ns deternined b), the SPGA, the
proposed design is srfficienl lo ruilignle ony potentinl noise impncts such thst
the projecl u,ill not wlversely intpuct residenlial nnd/or noise sensilive uses,

iii. Eleclricitst: Stfficient rcnennble on-site pon'er generntion or offsite pox,er
generotion with n dedicoted lronsnission line to lheir site fioltich shatl be pnid
fot entirell, by lhe Proponenl of the Dnto Center so ns not to inrynct locol rnte
paJ'ers) lo opernle nnd nmintoin the proposed Dstn Center shnll be provitled,
This nny be schieved in n vnriety of ways, irtcluding pau,er parchase
ogreentents, solnr energS,, wind energJ,, etc. Proponenl shnll nwke pablicll,
oysilable lheir ulilitlt ttsoge on o nnntlth, basis,

A, Bnckup-Eleclricitlt: AnS, generators thal nre lo be used as n hackup
energy soilrce lo strpport lhe Dntu Center nny afly be used when the
electricol grid goes dottut, These generators sholl be supported by the
leosl-intrasive euergt source possible, including nnturnl gos or
saslninsble errergy. under no circuntstnnce cnn iliesel be lhe source o!
energy tor these generotors

ir', Local Job Crention: The proposed Datn Center x,ill subslnrttiolllt nild to locnl
perntnuent jobs, roith n llvable woge, by dlrectllt supporting high-enryloynrcnt
industries within 1,00A, of tlte proposed Dsln Centen

6. Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (f) Aclministration to
add new subsection (4), entitled o'Data Center Subrnittal Requirements" as follows (additions
are identified as bold/itrtlics and deletions are identified as strike+h*eughs):

(4) Dnta Center Sabnittal Reqalrenrcnts.

ll/ater: Proponenl masl provide n mnintennnce plnn to the 9PGA any proposed
cooling systetnt specifying lhe etpected dai$, waler use, the nnintennnce of the

L

4
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xtflter syslenr, thefrequencJ, of "flushittg" the used-wuter, wttl on exphnation
ort horv the valer is treiled prior to discharge.

ii, Noise: Proponent shnll shor on n plan lhe location(s) of nuy nolse monitors
that $,ill be instnlled on/nround lhe sile,

iii, Eleclricitlt: Proponent must subnil n gerrerfllor rcpoil rf anS, generators will be

utllized on the slte, This report nmst contoln: (1) lhe locnliott of lhe
geuerntor(s); (2) the capocity of the generotors; (3) lhe estinnted clcllttg

lrequency of the generators; (4) the sottrce of energl' alilizedlor lhese
generatorq anrt (S) a Noise Study subnitted specitically in relotlon to lhe
generalors.

5
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#l- c0007-26 Legislative Affairs & Election Committee
May 11,2026

The Committee on Legislative Affairs & Elections met on Monday, May I 1, 2026 at 6:30pm in
the City Council Chambers.

The meeting was recorded by ECTV and can be viewed on the City of Everett website.

Members present were Councilor Michael Marchese, presiding, Councilors Stephanie Martins,
Anthony DiPierro and Katy Rogers.

The Committee considered an Ordinance offered by Councilors Katy Rogers, Vivian Nguyen and
Stephanie Martins: An Ordinance amending Section 37 ( Everett Docklands Innovation District
("EDID") of the City's Zoning Ordinance to add data centers to the prohibited uses portion of the
section's use category table.

Chief Development Officer Monica Lamboy and Representatives of the Davis Company were
also present.

Councilor Rogers noted that the Ordinance was proposed this past February and sent to the
Planning Board to hold the required hearings. She mentioned that she also had a number of
conversations with the Mayor's Administration on the proposed Ordinance and that the planning
Board presented some proposed amendments to the City Council on the Ordinance. She
recommended that the matter be referred out of Committee with a favorable recommendation to
the full City Council to allow all members the opportunity to discuss the proposed amendments
offered by the Planning Board.

The Committee voted: To report back to the City Council with a recommendation for Favorable
action.

Respectfully Submitted,

John W. Burley
Clerk of Committees
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POTENTIAL ORDINANCE REVISIONS

FINDINGS OF FACT

5. Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (f) Administration to

add new subsection (3), entitled "DataCenter Special Permit Requirements" as follows:

(3) Data Center Special Permit Requirements.

i. Water: Data Centers shall implement a closed-loop or similar cooling system, which

utilizes only ner+petable-water or non-chemical coolant for the cooling of a Data

Center. If e

water rates or nrovide water from source. Further. water reouired for
not I of

the pipe systems, grey-water sYstems,

ll1.

or other adequate technology mav be used as evidenced to the SPGA'

Elechicity: Sufficient renewable on-site power generation or off-site powef

generation with a dedicated transmission line to their site (which shall be paid for

entirely by the Proponent of the Data Center so as not to impact local rate payers) to

operate and maintain the proposed Data Center shall be provided. This may be

achieved in a variety of ways, including power purchase agreements, solar energy,

wind energy, etc. Proponent shall make publicly available their utility usage on a

monthly basis.
A. Backup-Electricity: Any generator(s) that are to be used as a backup enelgy

source to support the Data Center may only be used when the electrical grid goes

down. These generators shall be supported by the least-intrusive energy source

pos I on site other
to be used is for dof

inelud{fig.natural gas er sustailrable energyfo be used after batterv / sustainable

energy backup has been used to the fullest extent possible. Under no circumstance

can diesel be the sorilce ofenergy for these generators.

Local Job Creation: The proposed Data Center will subs+antiallyadd to local

permanent jobs, with a livable wage, by directly supporting high-employment

indushies within 1 ,000' ef the prspesed Data e enterFverett at a rate of at least 1 iob

for everv 500 sfofdata center

SUBMITTAL REOUIREMENTS

6. Amend Section 37 EvercttDocklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (f) Administration to

add new subsection (4), entitled "Data Center Submittal Requirements" as follows:

(4) Data Center Submittul Requirements,

i. Water
water
of gallons needed annually to top off the systeml and c) a maintenance plan te{he
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s+GA{glaUiqlq any proposed cooling system, speciffing the expected daily water
use, the maintenance of the water system, the frequency of "flushing" the uied-water,
and an explanation on how the water is treated prior to discharge.

j
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#3- C0007-26 Legislative Affairs & Election Commiffee
June 8,2026

The Committee on Legislative Affairs & Elections met on Monday, June 8, 2026 at 5:30pm in the

City Council Chambers.

The meeting was recorded by ECTV and can be viewed on the City of Everett website.

Members present were Councilor Michael Marchese, presiding, Councilors Stephanie Martins,

and Katy Rogers. Member absent was Councilor Anthony DiPierro due to a previous work
commitment.

The Committee considered an Ordinance offered by Councilors Katy Rogers, Vivian Nguyen and

Stephanie Martins: An Ordinance amending Section 37 ( Everett Docklands Innovation District
("EbID") of the City's ZoningOrdinance to add data centers to the prohibited uses portion of the

section's use category table.

Chief Development Officer Monica Lamboy, Director of Planning MallLattanzi and City
Solicitor Jacyln Munson were also present.

Councilor Rogers mentioned that trying to regulate data centers has been an ongoing matter since

December when it was introduced before the Council then sent to the Planning Board and then

referred to the Committee on Legislative Affairs then back to the City Council which then sent it
back to the Committee on Legislative Affairs. She asked the invited guests to explain the

proposed amendments that were discussed with City Council President Stephanie Smith last

week. Mr. Lattanziprovided an overview of the process that included recommendations made by

the Planning Board in order to create regulations on this type of use that would result in special

permit requirements as it related to water, electricity, backup-elechicity and local job creation'

Ms. Lamboy noted that there meeting with Council President Smith was to enhance the

Ordinance although she indicated that there were a few other edits needed. Councilor Rogers

remarked that there were many residents that don't want data centers and questioned how could

they express their opposition. Mr. Laltanzi stated that they could express there sentiment at a

required public hearing before the Board. Ms. Lamboy also noted that this type of use would
also require a second special permit which would allow residents to express their opinions'

Councilor Rogers asked if passage of this proposed Ordinance would help protect the residents

and Ms. Munson responded that the Ordinance provides the City with the appropriate regulations

needed. Councilor Martins stated that the City wants a beautiful commercial project not a noisy

2417 datacenter that that eats up water and electricity and creates pollution. Chairman Marchese

asked what would be considered a second water source and Ms. Lamboy explained that it could

be water trucked onto the site. Ms. Lamboy agreed to provide an updated Ordinance that

includes all the appropriate amendments prior to a vote of the City Council.

The Committee voted: To report back to the City Council with a recommendation for Favorable

action with the proposed amendments.

Respectfully Submitted,

John W. Burley
Clerk of Committees
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ENROLLED ORDINANCE
PUBLISHED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 1 SECTION 4.5 OF THE REVISED ORDINANCES
OF THE CITY OF EVERETT AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH MASSACH(ISETTS GENERAL

LAWS Chapter 43, Section 23.
ENROLLED:

DATE OF PROPOSED ORDAINMENT:

CITY CO cIL.... ....N c0--- -26

IN THE YEAR TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY-SIX

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTION 37 _ "EVERETT DOCKLANDS
INNOVATION DISTRICT (EDID)" _ OF THE CITY OF EVERETT ZONING

ORDINANCE

Councilor isl Stephanie Smith, as president

Whereas: This ordinance is to amend Section 3T,"Everell Docklands Innovation District
(EDID)", of the City of Everett Zoning Ordinance;

Whereas: Section 12 of the City of EverettZoningOrdinance enables the City Council to
"...amend, supplement, or change these [Zoning] regulations or districts as provided ty statute";

Whereas: Data Centers are a new and emerging industry which, until now, has not been
defined nor regulated in our Ordinances;

Whereas: Concerns have been raised over the environmental impacts, including, but not
limited to, air pollution and noise pollution, thatDataCenters may bring to the community;

Whereas: Data Centers may increase air pollution, including the release of fine
particulate matter, which have been linked to respiratory-health consequences including asthma,
lung cancer, and heart issues (see Ren., S. & Wierman, A. (2025,November 5). "Mitigating the
Public Health Impacts of AI Data centers". Harvard Business Review.)

Whereas: Data Centers that utilize diesel generators and HVAC systems may generate
significant noise pollution, reaching levels that are harmful to both humans and locai wildlife
(see Tao, Y. & Gao, P. (2025, September). Global data center expansion and human heatth; A
callfor empirical research. Science Direct. Global data center expansion and human health: A
call for empirical research - ScienceDirect)

Whereas: Everett has been identified as an Environmental Justice Community, having
met specific income, minority, andlor English-proficiency criteria, and bears the burden of
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significant environmental pollution risks;

Whereas: The City of Everett has higher mortality rates than the State average

(178.6/100,000 in Everett vs, 156.0/100,000 in Massachusetts), including lung cancer, as well as

higher respiratory disease hospitalizations than the State average (92.91100,000 in Everett vs'

OO.SltOO,OO0 in Massachusetts for Asthma Emergency Department Visits and34.71100,000 in

Everett vs.26.3 in Massachusetts for COPD Hospitalizations) (see "Massachusetts Department

of Public Health, Registry of Vital Records and Statistics. Grouped for 2012-2016" 
1

"Massachusetts Department of Public Health, MA Division of Health Care Finance and Policy

Uniform Hospital Discharge Dataset System, 2015").

Whereas: The large amount of electricity consumed by Data Centers could have a

negative impact on the electric utility rates paid by our local residents (see Kimball, S. & Cortes,

G.-(2025,November l4\. "Data centers are concentrated in these states. Here's what's happening

to electricity prices". CNBC);

Whereas: Water usage to operate Data Centers can far exceed that of similarly-sized

industry, potentially placing a strain on local water supply (see Offutt, M.C. & Zhu,L. (2025,

August 261. "Data Centers and Their Energy Consumption: Frequently Asked Questions".
Congress.gov.);

Centers within the Everett Docklands Innovation Districtl and

Whereas: Properly regulated and properly situated Data Centers could spur local

economic development through the redevelopment of the Everett Docklands Innovation District

by way ofjob creation and revenue generation;

Now, therefore, by the authority granted to the City Council of the City of Everett,

Massachusetts to make ordinances:

Be it Ordained by the City Council of the City of Everett, Massachusetts that the

Revised Ordinances of the City of Everett be amended as follows:

1. Amend the Use Table codified in Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District
("EDID"), (d) Master Planned Development Standards (4) Use Provisions (c) as follows

(additions are identifie d as bold/italics and deletions are identified as s+rike+hreughs):

USE
CATEGORY

INNOVATION

Data Center
Small <20,000

Master Planned Uses

Sub A Sub B

^SP ,SP

Non-Master Planned
Uses Less Than 5,000 sq
ft of Gross Floor Area

Sub A Sub B

SP SP

Non-Master Planned
Uses Greater Than 5,000
sq ft of Gross Floor Area

Sub A Sub B

SP SP

2
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Non-Master Planned Non-Master planned
USE Uses Less Than 5,000 sq Uses Greater Than 5,000
CATEGORY Master Planned Uses ft of Gross Floor Area sq ft of Gross Floor Area
INNovATIoN Sub A Sub B Sub A Sub B Sub A sub B
sf

3 "Datu Center Small" shall be limired up to 20,000 sq. ft. and/or up to 5 Mll/ capacity, tpldchever is less, ond
shall not be the prinary use of the str.ucture.

AmenC the Use Table codified in Seetion3T F.verett Docklands Innovation District
("EDID"), (d) Master Planned Development Standards (4) Use Provisions (c) as follows
(additions are identified as bold/italics and deletions are identified as strike+h+eughs):

.,

USE
CATEGORY

PROHIBITED
USES

Dsts Center
Large>_20,000
tf

Master Planned Uses

Non-Master Planned
Uses Less Than 5,000 sq
ft of Gross Floor Area

Non-Master Planned
Uses Greater Than 5,000
sq ft of Gross Floor Area

Sub A Sub B Sub A Sub B Sub A Sub B

3

4 "Datu Center Large" shall be defined as any Data Center occttpying over 20,000 sq.ft. and/or ltaving a capocity
over 5 MPI/, whichever is less,

Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID',), (e) Definitions
applicable to EDID to add new definition (3) as follows, and renumber the succeeding,
existing definitions (additions are identifie d as bold/itulics and deletions are identified as
s+r*e+hreugh$):

(3) computer roorn: A room within a building whose primaryfunction is to house
electronic eqaipment for an entity locsted on site snd thut has a desigrt information
technologlt equipment (ITE) power density exceetling 20 watts/fP (215 watts/m2) of
conditionedfloor area. A computer room is ancillary to the onsite use and shall ionstitute
no rnore thun I0% of squarefootage without a special permit.t

Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID',), (e) Definitions
applicable to EDID, (4) Data Center as follows (additions are identifie d as bold/italics and,
deletions are identified as strike+h+er*ghs):

(4)Data Center:

+ens+@
Building(s) or portions of buildings used to house information technology or
telecommunications equipment with which digital information is process;ed, transfewed,
and/or stored on behalf of or owned by off-site enterprises. A tlata center may initude

I American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning Engineers C'ASHRAE') 90.1

aJ

4
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associuted ancillary structures, inclading but not limited to, offices, security buildings'

cooling water tanks, and backup poh'er systerns. This deJinition does not include on-site

computer rooms ussociated directly with allowable uses.

5. Amend Section 37 Everett Docklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (f) Administration to

add new subsection (3), entitled "DataCenter Special Permit Requirements" as follows

(additions are identifie d as boltl/italics and deletions are identified as strikethreughs):

(3) Datu Center Special Permit Requirements.
a. For any proposed Duts Center (Smatl), as deJined in Section 37(d)(4)' the Special

Permit Granting Authority shsll make the following lindings offact ptior to
issuance of a Special Permitfor such use:

i. l{ater: Data Centers shall implement a closed-loop or similsr coolirtg system'

which utilizes only non-potable water for the cooling of a Duta Center. This

may be achieved through purpte pipe systems, grey-water systems, or other

adequate technology evidenced to the SPGA.
ii. Noise: A minimum of a 200' sethack shall be provided between a Data Center

and residential und/or noise-sensitive uses, unless the Proponent provides a

noise study that sutisfactorily shows that, as determined by the SPGA, the

proposed design is sufftcient to mitigate any potential noise impacts suclt that

the project will not adversely impact residential und/or noise sensitive uses,

iii. Electricity: Sufjicient renewable on-site power generation or off-site power

generation with s dedicated transmission line to their site (which shall be paid

.for entirely by the Proponent of the Data Center so as not to impact local rate

payers) to operate and maintain the proposed Data Center shull he provided.

This may be uchieved in a vurie$t of ways, including power purchase

ogreements, solor energy, wind energy, etc. Proponent shsll make publicly
available their utilily usage on a monthly basis.

A. Buckup-Electricity: Any generators thut are to be used as a backup

energy source to support the Data Center may only be used when the

electrical grid goes down. These generators shall be supported by the

leust-intrusive enetgy source possible, including naturul gas or
sastainable energy. Under no circumstance can diesel be the source of
energy for these generators

iv. Local Job Creation: The proposed Dats Center will substantially udd to local

permanent jobs, with u livoble wage, by directly supporting high-employment

industries within 1,000' of the proposed Data Center.

6. Amend Section 37 EverettDocklands Innovation District ("EDID"), (f) Administration to

add new subsection (4), entitled "DataCenter Submittal Requirements" as follows (additions

are identifie d as bold/itulics and deletions are identified as s+rike+hrer*ghs):

(4) Data Center Submittal Requirements.

i. Water: Proponent nrust provicle a maintenance plan to the SPGA any proposed

4
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coaling system' specifying the expected. daily water use, the maintenance of the watet
systern, thefrequency of oflushing" the ased-water, and an explanation on how the
water is treated prior to discharge.
iL Noise: Proponent shall show on a plan the loeation(s) of ony noise monitors

thut will be installed an/araand the site,
iiL Eleetrieity: Proponmt must submit a generator report tf any generators wtll be

utilized on the stte. This repart rnast contatn: (I) the locatron of the
generator(s); (2) the capacity of the generators; (J) the estimated qteling
frequency ofthe generators; (4) the source utiliaedfor these
generators; and (5) a Nolse Study submitted in relation to the
generators.

5
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INOT PART OF THE ORDINANCEI

Potential Conditions of Approval

For future consideration by the SPGA during their review of a Data Center application, the

following conditions could be adopted by the SPGA:
1. Provide to the SPGA the precise location within the Proponent's website that a resident

can find the Data Center's monthly energy usage data.

2. Report back to us prior to issuance of a certificate of occup ancy any associated jobs that

were created as a direct result of the implementation of a Data Center. Within this report,

Proponent shall include the wage range for the jobs created as well as the number of local

(Everett) hires.
3. Report to us quarterly the results of the noise monitoring performed within/around the

site.
4. Per the plan, no more than lX] gallons discharged into the water system, X times per

year.

Memo to P.B. - Per last meeting, document paragraph of research, who I reached out to, ULI
Study, etc. We'll include new and revised definitions, changes to use table, findings offact, and

potential conditions of approval outside of the ordinance that we can utilize during the review

6
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ENROILED ORDINANCE

PUBLISHED PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 1 SECTION 4.5 OF THE REVISED ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF
EVERETT AND lN COMPLIANCE WITH MASSACHUSETTS GENERAL LAWS Chopter 43, Section 23.

ENROLLED: 06/08/2026
DATE OF PROPOSED ORDAINMENT: OGl22/2026

No.

IN THE YEAR TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY-SX

AN ORDTNANCE AMENDING SECTION 37 (EVERETT DOCKLANDS TNNOVATTON
DISTRICT ("EDID')) OF'THE CITY'S ZONING ORDINANCE TO ADD DATA

CENTER RESTRICTIONS

/Councilors Katy L. Rogers. Stephanie Martins &Vivian Nguyen

WHEREASz Data centers are a new and emerging industry which, until now, has not been
defined nor regulated in our ordinances; and

WHEREAS, Concerns have been raised over the environmental impacts, including, but not
limited to, air pollution and noise pollution, that data centers may bring to the community; and

WHEREAS, Properly regulated and properly situated data centers could spur local economic
development through the redevelopment of the Everett Docklands Innovation District by way of
job creation and revenue generation.

Nowo THEREFORE, be it ordained by the Everett city council as follows:

A full copy of the proposed Ordinance shall be located at the City Clerk's Office for public
inspection.

This ordinance shall take effect upon passage by the City Council and subsequent approval by
His Honor the Mayor

A true copy attest

4^r*t&;
Sergio Comelio, City Clerk
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EtiHrett
Massachusetts

coL72-26

Item Number 11

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
Executive Session to discuss a request for settlement (attached) filed on behalf of James p. Ryan. ln
accordance with M.G.L. ch 30A, s. 21(aX3), the purpose of this executive session is to discuss strategy with
respectto litigation if an open meeting may have a detrimentaleffect on the litigating position of the public
body.

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:
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June 08, 2026

'({rngs'N; tsd'

Attorney nt Lmp
179 Highland Avenue (#1049)

Seekonk, MA0277l

JACLYN MUNSON
Cit1,go1i",ro,
Legal Department
484 Broadway
Everett, MA02149

RE: SETTLEMENT PROPOSAL OF.JAI4ES P' RYAN

Issue: Due?roiess Violations by City ofEverett

Dear sir/madam:

you are hereby notified that our firm represents the interests of Mr' James P. Ryan ('Mr'

Ryan") in connection with the legal claims set out herein'

This letter seryes as a formal proposal of settlement for the damages sustained by Mr.

James p. Ryan as a result of the City of Everett's unlawful deprivation of his civil rights. Thank

you for your most professional handling of this matter* we look forward to speaking with you.

Respectfu lly submitted,

Tory A Gonsalves, Esq

Attorney at Law

lune08,2026
T. Gonsalves Lnw, PLLC
179 Highland Avenue (#1049)

Seekonk, MA0277l
(P): (8s7) 220-7674
(E) : T.GonsalvesLaw@outlook. com

w)t t t'.' l -G t t tua lt' e s LmY. c ont
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SETTLEMENT PROPOSAL

This nremorandum is submitted in a good-faith efFort to resolve, without funher

litigation, the claims arising from the deprivation of Mr' Ryan's property rigttts,

the loss of rental income, the toss of the property itself, and the relatel fderal and

state causes of action set forth below.

Ur. Ryan contends that the factual and legal circumstances preserrted herein

support substantial exposure, including comPensatory damages, equitable relief,

attorney's fees, prejudgment interest, and; if applicable, enhanced damages under

federal law. In light of that exposure, Mr. Ryan extends the following settlemeffi

proposal for the purpose of achievin g a prompt, fair, and comprehensive

resolution.

To resolve this matter in its entirety, Mr. Ryan hereby proposes settlement

payment in the amount of TEN MILLION DOLLARS and 0/100

($10.000.000.00).

In exchange for timely payment and the completion of mutually acceptable

settlement documentatiorl ML Ryaq by and through Counsel, would be prepared

to discuss a full and final resolution of all claims tlnt are asserted, or that could be

asserted, arising from the facts and.occuffenc€s described in this memorandum'.

Any final resolution would also be expected to address the form of release, the

parties to be bound, and such other customary tenns as may be necessary to

conclude the matter in a complete and orderly manner.

Mr. Ryan respectfulty requests a written response to this proposal within a

reasonable period so that the parties may determine whAher manungful

settlement discussions can proceed This proposal is made for ssttlement purposes

only, in an effort to avoid the expense, burdeq and uncertainty of continued

litigation, and it is without waiver of any rights, claims, remedies, ot proedural

options that may otherwise be available.

ln the absence of a satisfactory response, Mr. Ryan reserves the right to pursue all

available judicial and equitable relief.

3
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N. STATEMENT OF EACTS

A. M* RL"n oronrd 50 Lib."t" strt.t. En.r"tt. Mr.rrrrhur.ttr. in 2009.

on April 22,20Q9, James p. Ryan (hereinafter .,Mr. Ryan") was the owner of 50

Liberty street, Everett, Massachusetts (hereinafter ..property"). Mr. Ryan,s family
acquired the Property in 1959. Mr. Ryan had purchased the property frorn his
father on or about June l, 1998.

At the time of the unlawful taking, the property was comprised of an eight-unit

studio-style rental complex. The subdivision of the Property and use as an eight-
unit rental complex was openly known to and approved by the City of Everett -
whose departments conducted regular inspections of the property.

B. FFlse FireAlarm. Fraudulent citations. coerced Removal of rbnants.

on April 22, 2009, a false fire alarm prompted Ryan to go to the property. upon
arrival, Ryan found City Building Inspector Michael Desmond (hereinafter..City

InspectoC' or "Mr. Desmond") and Fire Lieutenant Paul Calderwood (hereinafter

"Fire Lieutenant" or "Mr. calderwood") inside the doorway of the property.

Mr. Ryan states that Mr. Desmond turned to him and said, '.Remember me? Tell

everyone to move out. This is a three-family and you have five illegal

apartments." Mr. Desmond then ordered the property to be immediately vacated,

threatened arrest for noncompliance, and directed all tenants to gather their

belongings, and caused them to be permanently removed from the premises.

Furthermore, Mr. Desmond threatened both Mr. Ryan and the tenants with arrest

if they returned to the Property.

Shortly thereafter, Mr. Desmond issued citations alleging various violations of
city ordinances, including the exi$tence of five "ille&al" apartme.nts. the absence

of second means of egress. insufiicient smoke and carbon mqnoxide detectors-

operation of an illegal rooming house. and the l-ack of a spri$kler system. Mr.

Ryan states that the Property was then boarded up and that all tenants were forced

4
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to leave, notwithstanding the City's lailure to provide notice and an opportunity to

cure under Massachusetts law before taking action against the property'

C. Melden Distfiqt Court llearins (October 15.2009).

Mr. Ryan contested the alleged violations, and a hearing was scheduled for May

28, 2009, in the Malden District Court, but was postponed until October 15, 2009'

Mr. Ryan remained baned from accessing the Propert5 by threat of arrest, during

this intervening period.

At the October 15,2009, hearing, the City requested dismissal of all citations on

the stated ground that there was "not enough evidence to go forward," as

conveyed by Assistant Solicitor Melissa Murphy. Notwithstanding the City

seeking dismissal of all citations, the City demanded that Mr. Ryan tender

payment of $10,000.00 in fines. After negotiation, on-going stress, and fear

caused by City officials, Mr. Ryan ultimately agreed to a $5,000.00 lien against

the Property - collectable upon sale thereof.

However, even though access to 50 Liberty Street was restored at the time the

City rnoved to dismiss the citations, Mr. Ryan was still restricted from accessing

the Property because the keys to the Property were not provided at the time of the

dismissal hearing. Moreover, the City's threat of arrest was not dissolved.

D. But-For Forgclosure of Propertv and Sale tp Grtgorv T. Antonelli.

On April 12, 2010, Mr. Ryan appeared in the Malden District Court for the

continued hearing, but no representative of the City appeared. Mr. Ryan alleges in

his federal complaint that, notwithstanding the parties'agreement, he was denied

access to the property to make repairs necessary to restore rental income and

maintain the mortgage. He further alleges that, as a direct result of that denial of

access, the property was foreclosed upon in June 2010 by U.S. Bank National

Association.

On November 4,2020, U.S. Bank National Association sold the property for

$150,000 to Gregory T. Antonelli, whom Mr. Ryan identifies as a friend,

associate, and political supporter of Everett Mayor Carlo DeMaria Jr,

5
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E. Municiod Conduct end Rcletcd Indhidurls.

Since the loss of his Prop**y in 2009, Mr. Ryan has ncver had an ogpo{'trrnit}. to

srand before a judge on the merits of his claims. IvIr. \an reports that \{4ror

DeMaria and others used Gennaro Angiulo's companv to board up the Prop€rtl'

without charge after crty officials allegedly threatened the residents stth arre*

before removing them from the property.

lntr. Ryan further states that 50 Liberty Street had been regularly inspeaed as

eiglrt snrdio units since 1959 rvithout zoning issres and had been axed as

commercial property during that time. Notwithsanding that history', Ciry'officials

ass€Tted on April 22,20A9, that the prop€rly rvas only a thre+family drrelling and

then threatened residents with arest before making them homeless-

Court documents reveal that il{r. Ryan alleges that Alderman Carlo Deil{aria"s

self-dsscribed campaign financier, Jamie Russq had a purc.hase and sale

agreement prepared by Attorney Denise DiCarlo in August 2007 for the purchase

of 50 Liberry Street for $500,000,00. Mr. Ryan further states his understanding

that Russo had a criminal background and alleges that Russo stated in Augus

2007 that, if DeMaria became mayor, the nvo of them rvould be buf ing Propeq'

throughout the City - these facts have remained uncontestd, lvIr. Ryan also

alleges that he was advised to withdraw from the proposed sale to Russo.

According to Mr. Ryan, after DeMaria became Mayor, Russo becanre the Citl'of
Everett's Director of Constituent Services. Mr. Ryan further alleges that, after

DeMaria's election, the Property experienced a mysterious floo4 and that Ir.Ir.

Antonelli, identified as a longtime friend of both Mayor Delr,Iaria snd N'tr. Russo,

was recommended by the Everett Department of Public works to change the

water main and meter. The Everett DPW has no records shorving that I\{r.

Antonelli changed the water meter or main, that no plumbing permit or Dig safe

6
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!

50 Liberty Street for many years, despite the parties' appearance in Malden

District court on october 15, 2009, when the City dismissed rhe five citations.

Mr. Ryan further states that, in 2016, Massachusetts Inspector General

investigator Jack Myers advised him to "get your case out of Middlesex, because

they all work on each other's campaigns and are never going to help you,"

Finaiiy, ivir. Ryan reporrs that, although the district judge adopted the P.epcrt a.nd

Recommendation and dismissed the case on March 4,2022, he was unaware of
that decision and continued filing motions in support of relief Mr. Ryan states

that he did not leam of the dismissal until lune 2022, after which he promptly

filed a notice of appeal and paid the filing fee. The District Court unsurprisingly

denied Mr. Ryan's motion - even though he never received proper notice of the

March 4, 2Q22, dismissal.

III. CAUSES OFACTION

Mr. Ryan possesses cognizable causes of action under both federal law and the

laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts arising from the alleged deprivation

of his civil rights. Under federal law, 42 U.S.C. g 1983 provides a statutory

vehicle through which an individual may seek relief in federal court for injuries

caused by persons acting under color of state law who interfere with rights

secured by the Constitution and laws of the United States. In addition,

Massachusetts law recognizes a private right of action for civil rights violations

pursuant to M.G.L. c. 12, $$ I lH-l lJ.

Specifically, Mr. Ryan's federal claims may be asserted under 42 U.S.C. g l9B3 to

the extent he alleges that municipal officials or other persons acting under color of
state law deprived him of protected rights through unlawfulgovernmental action.

Separately, his statelaw civil rights claims may be pursued under M.G.L. c. 12,

$$ I lH-l lJ, which authorizes recovery for interlerencq or attempted

interference, with secured rights by threats, intimidation, or coercion. Based on

the foregoing factual allegations, Mr. Ryan has viable claims under each of these

statutory frameworks, which are set forth below.

I
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a

Iv. CLAIMS

FEDNRAL

AMENDMENT).

Mr. Ryan asserts that he possessed a protected property interest in 50 Liberty

Srreet, rvhich he owned on April 22,2009, having acquired it in 1998, and which had

long operated as an eight-unit rental complex openly known to and inspected by the

City. He further alleges that City officials, acting under color of state law' deprived

him of that interest by ordering the immediate vacatur of the premises' threatening

arrest for noncompliance, expelling tenants, boarding up the property, and baning his

return. According to Mr. Ryan, these actions were taken without constitutionally

adequate notice or a meaningful opportunity to be heard before the deprivation

occuned. Although citations were iater issued and contested, the scheduled hearings

were deiayed for months while he remained excluded from the property' Mr' Ryan

further alleges that, at the october 15, 2009, hearing, the city moved to dismiss the

citations for lack of sufficient evidence, yet access was not restored because the keys

were not provided and the threat of arrest remained in place' He contends that the

continued denial of access prevented him ftom making repairs, restoring rental

operations, and maintaining the mortgage, ultimately resulting in foreclosure in June

2010.

a

AND tr'OURTEENTH AMENDMENTSI.

Mr. Ryan further asserts that the City's actions effected an unconstitutional taking

by depriving him of the use, occupancy, and economic value of 50 Liberty street

without just compensation. He contends that the property had long been operated as

an eight-unit rental complex and taxed as comlnerciat property' yet City offrcials

I

)
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abruptll'declared it to be a tht'ee-farrtily drvelling with frve illegal apartments, ordered

immediate vacatur, cxpelled the tenants. boarded the premises, and barred his reentry

under threat of arrest. Mr, Ryan alleges that these actions destroyed the property's

econontically beneficial use by eliminating rental operations and preventing repairs

necessary to restore income. He further contends that, notwithstanding the City's later

disnrissal of the citations for insufficient evidence, he remained excluded from the

property and received no compensation fior the loss of possession, use, rental income,

or the eveniual ioreciosure, He also alleges that, despite dismissal of the citar,ions, the

Cily demanded fines and obtained agreement to a $5,000 lien collectible upon sale of

the property. According to Mr. Ryan, the property was foreclosed in June 2010 and

was later sold by U.S. Bank in November 2O2A to Gregory T. Antonelli.

couNT rrr * ARBTTRARY ANp 9APRTCTOUS DEPRTVATION OF

REAL PROPERTY RIGIITS IN YIOLATION OF SUBSTANTTVE DUE

PROCESS (a2 U.S.C. S 1983r FOURTEENTII AMENDMENT).

o

Mr. Ryan additionally alleges that municipal offrcials engaged in arbitrary,

capricious, and conscience-shocking conduct that deprived him of his protected

property rights in violation of substantive due process. He contends that 50 Liberty

Street had been recognized and inspected as an eight-unit rental property since 1959,

yet City offrcials abruptly asserted that it was only a three-family dwelling, ordered

immediate vacatur, threatened arrest, removed the tenants, boarded the property, and

excluded him from reentry. Mr. Ryan further alleges that the City acted without

affording notice or an opportunity to cure and later sought dismissal of ail citations

because there was insufficient evidence to proceed, thereby supporting his contention

that the original enforcement action lacked a lawful basis. He also alleges that, even

after the citations were dismissed, the City failed to restore aceess, did not return the

keys, and did not withdraw the threat of arrest. In addition, Mr. Ryan eontends thst

false written statements were later subnritted to the Attorney General's Abandoned

Property Division representing that the City had not been in contect with the owner

for many years, despite court proceedings involving the parties in October 2009. He

further alleges that offrcials tre&ted the property as abandoned within weeks of the
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cvicrion and that individuals with political and personal ties to former municipal

leadership ulfirnately benefitcd front the property's loss. Accorcling to Mr' Ryan' these

actions prcvented reentry, prevented rcpairs, caused rhe loss of rental income' and led

directly to foreclosurc.

a

ol'REALPROPERTY (ls u.s.c. E 1962(Cll'

Mr. Ryan lfurthcr asserts that the deprivation of 50 Liberty Street was the product

of a coordinated scheme involving multiplc actofs, including municipal offrcials and

privatc individuals, undertaken for the purpose of obteining control ovcr the property

through fraudulent mcans. In support of this theory, he identifies' among others'

Iluilding tnspcctor Michael Desmoncl, Fire Lieutenant Paul Calderwood' Assistant

Solicitor Melissa Murphy, Mayor Carlo DcMaria Jr', Building Inspector Fields' City

solicitor Mejia, Jamic Russo, Gregory T. Antonelli, and the alleged involvement of

the Attorney Cencral's Abnndoncd Property Division. Mr' Ryan alleges that Mr'

I{us$o had previously sought to ttccluire the property pursuflnt to a proposed purchase

and salc agrcement in August 2007 for $500,000 and allegedly stnted that' if Mr'

DcMaria bccam{, mayor, thoy woulcl bc "buying up Propgrty all ovsr the City'" Fle

furthcr contcnds that, afler thc mnyorat transition, city otticials trcnted thc propctty

alr an unlawful thrcc-family dwclling, forcccl thc tsnants to voc&te' und then

reprcucntcd to thc Attorncy Gsncrarg office thtrt thcy hrd not been in contact with the

owncr lbr many y00r$, notwith$t$nding court eppesrences involving tho City nnd Mr'

Ityan in Octobsr 2009, Mr, Rynn nllogos thot those reprcsentntions woro repctltcd in

writing in Jonuary 2010, thnt tho proporty wts thorcnftor trcsted eli ebsndoned' and

thar Mr, Anronctti ultirnntcly 1cquirgd tho proparty tbllowing lbreclosurc' According

lo Mr, Ryan, thc allogcd conduot $pllll!{ lionl 2010 through ut ltlnst 2020 nnd rosulted

irr tlrr: losu of porsolrsio',n(t ufie of tho prop,rty, thc loss oltonunts flnd rs*t*l inconto,

fbrcstocuro in 2010, rncl ths ovcntunl ponllsnont lors of tho propotty th[ough lntot

rulo,
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COUNT I _ INTERFERENCE WITH SECURED PROPERTY RIGHTS

BY TITREATS. INTIMII'ATION. AND COERCION (MASSACHUSETTS

cwrL RIGHTS ACT. M.c.L: C. 12. Sg lrH-lln.

Mr. Ryan alleges that municipal actors interfered, and attempted to interfere, with

his secured property rights through threats, intimidation, and coercion, in violation of
the Massachusetts Civil Rights Act. He contends that he owned 50 Liberty Street on

April 22,2009, and possessed both a present right of possession and an economic

interest in the property's continued use as an income-producing rental complex.

According to Mr. Ryan, City officials ordered the imrnediate vacatur of the premises

under theat of arrest, directed tenants to gather their belongings and permanently

leave the property, threatened both Mr. Ryan and the tenants with arrest if they

retumed, boarded up the premises, and continued to deny him access for months even

after the City later sought dismissal of the underlying citations for lack of sufficient

evidence. Mr. Ryan alleges that this coercive conduct caused the loss of tenants, the

loss of possession and use, the inability to repair or restore rental operations, and,

ultimately, foreclosure and permanent loss of the property.

COUNT rI * INVER.SE CONDEMNATION / UNLAWFUL TAKING

WITHOUT. JUST COMPENSATION (ARTICLE IO OF THE

MASSACHUSETTS pECL.{RATION OF RIGHTS).

a

In the alternative, Mr. Ryan alleges that the City's actions constituted an unlawful

taking of his real property without the payment ofjust compensation in contravention

of Article 10 of the Massachusetts Declaration of Rights. Article l0 protects the right

to property, reflects that governrnent exists to preserve and protect such rights through

impartial laws, and requires reasonable compensation where property is taken for

public use. Mr. Ryan contends that he owned 50 Liberty Street on April 22,2009, and

that governmentalaction substantially deprived him of the property's possessiorq use,
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and value by means of an immediate vacate order, the permanent expulsion of

tenants, threats of arrest upon return, the boarding up of the premises, and the

continud denial of access even affer the City acknowledged it lacked sufficient

evidence to proceed on the cited violations. He further alleges that these actions

prevented him from accessing, repairing, renting, and preserving the property, caused

foreclosure in June 2010, and ultimately resulted in the prCIperty's later sale to

Cregory T. Antonelli in 2010. According to Mr. Ryan, he received no compensation

for these alleged deprivations; rather, the City imposed a $5,000 lien against the

property, which he contends underscores the absence of any constitutionally required

payment for the loss of his property rights.

V. MOTION TO REOPEN BASED ON FRAIiD ON COURT

Mr. Ryan further contends that the prior proceedings warrant reopening on the

ground of fraud upon the court. In substance, he asserts that municipal officials

and related actors presented, relied upon, or caused to be transmitted materially

false representations concerning the status of 50 Liberty Street, his ownership and

availability, and the City's prior contact with him, and that such representations

materially affected the course of the related judicial and administrative

proceedings. According to Mr. Ryan, these misrepresentations were not limited to

the initial code-enforcement actions, but extended to later communications with

public authorities and to litigation positions that obscured the factuai history of

the property and the City's dealings with him.

Mr. Ryan specifically asserts that City representatives sought dismissal of the

underlying citations for lack of suffrcient evidence, yet access to the property was

not meaningfully restored and the threat of arrest remained in place" He further

asserts that, notwithstanding the Oaober 15, 2009 proceedings in Malden District

Court, municipal representatives later advised the Massachusetts Attorney

General's Abandoned Property Division that the City had not been in contact with

the owner for many years. In Mr. Ryan's vieq the use of false factual assertions

in connected proceedings undermined the integrity of the adjudicative process

itself and prevented a fair consideration of the merits of his claims.
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On that basis, Mr. Ryan contends that equitable relief in the form of reopening,

vacatur, or other appropriate post-judgment review may be warranted so that the

relevant courts may consider his claims on a full and accurate factual record. He

further maintains that he did not receive timely notice of the March 4, 2022

dismissal of his federal action and that, upon leaming of that disposition in June

2A22,he promptly pursued appellate relief. Accordingly, Mr. Ryan asserts that the

combination of alleged fraud, inaccurate representations to governmental

authorities, and asserted lack of timely notice provides a substantial basis for

renewed judicial review.

In surnmary, Mr. Ryan is not barred from seeking a motion to reopen any and

all previously filed court matters pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure

60(bX6) in light of new evidence that tends to support an argument of fraud upon

the court tkough "- , extraordinary, compelling circumstances entirely separate

from a standard evidentiary omission." Here, Mr. Ryan is in possession of
evidence sufficient to establish a timeless fraud on the court argument because the

evidence tends to show an ". unconscionable scheme designed to comrpt the

judicial machinery itself " As such, the statute of limitations on any claim or cause

of action is subject to equitable tolling pursuant to Fed. Civ. P. R. 60(bX6).

VL LEGAL REMEDIES

Federal Legal Remedies. To the extent Mr. Ryan prevails on his federal claims,

he may seek the full range of relief ordinarily available for constitutional and

statutory violations, including compensatory damages, prejudgment interest

where permitted, consequential damages, damages for emotional distress where

supported by the evidence, treble damages to the extent authorized by the

governing cause of action, and a reasonable award of attomey's fees and costs.

State Legal Remcdies, With respect to Mr. Ryan's stato-law claims"

Massachusetts law authorizes remedies relevant to this matter in the form of just

or reasonable compensation for an unlawful taking, compensatory damages for

civil-rights violations, prejudgment interest where recoverable, and a reasonable
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Award sf at{orne.v's {ees liee Masr. Cottst. at1. I d}; see ulx-;lvl.G.L c. 12, $$ IlH*

lll.

VTI. CAI"CVI.ATTON OF DAMAGES

Mr. Ryan contends that, as a dirert and proximate result of the violation of his civil

rights and the unlawful taking of his praperty,hehas sustained calculable compensatory

damages in the amount of $4,630,180,48. As set forth below, tlw lstal is comprised of

lrrst rcntal inc,ome and loss in real-praperty valve.

Loru of Rental Income. Mr. Ryan asserts that the property consisted of eight

studio units, six of the eight units were occupied, with perspective individuals

ready ta move in for the remainingtwo units, at the time of the lorced clozure and

tenant removal in 2AA9. Figures were calculatd by utrlizing public records of

2009 Massachusettg studio-rent information published through the U.S.

I)epartment of Housing and Urban Development and related housing data

sources, to supporl an e$timated 2009 market rental range of approxirnately

$g50,00 to $1,100.00 per unit per month. Likewise, studio rental-data is derived

from rhe same source of publicly published governmental statisties related to the

average market value of a studio rental unit located in Everett, Massachusetts.

"I'hese figures reflect a value of $2,400.00 to $2,500.00 per unit per month, to

support an estimatcd historical rate of increase in market rents. Based on those

figures, Mr, Ryan applies an averags compounded annual growth rate of 5.27%

frorn 2009 through 2A26 and claims total lost rental income in the amount of

$2,E36,180,48. See ("Schadule l ").

Loss,of Snle of Rcnl f,state. Mr. Ryan further claims damages arising from the

loss of the property itself. ln supporl of that claim, Mr. Ryan relies on assessment

dara published by the City of Everett reflecting &n assessed value of

approximately $2,16?,200.00 for 50 Liberty Street in 2025, while also noting that

certain historical as$essment records for intervening years are unavailable. Mr'
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Ryan further noles that municipal records reflect a 2006 assessed valuation of
approximately $373"200.00. r using those figures as a conservative benchmark,

Mr. Ryan claims real-estate loss damages in the amount of $lr?94,000.00, while

maintaining that the figure may understate the property's actual value at the time

of the deprivation because later historical assessment records were not avaiiable.

Accordingly, Mr. Ryan claims totai compensatory damages of $4,630,180.48,

consisting of $2,836,180.48 in lost rental income and $1,?94,000.00 in loss of
real-estate value.

WIL ASSESSIWENT OF MUNICIPALITY RISK

CML RICO EXPO$URE. Mr. Ryan conlends that, if liability were established

on his civil RICO claim under 18 u.S.c. g 1962(c), the municipality's porenrial

financial exposure could increase substantially because civil RICO permits treble

damages in appropriate circumstances. Applying that multiplier to the claimed

tntal financiai loss of $4n630,180.48, Mr. Ryan estimates potential exposure in the

amount of $13,890,541.44, exclusive of any award of attomey's fees and costs.

Additional Federal Remedies. Apart from the treble-damages rernedy potentially

availabie under the civil RICO theory Mr Ryan contends that his fbderal

cCInstitutional claims may supp0rt recovery of compensatory damages,

prej udgment interest where authorized, con$equential damages, emotional-distress

damages where supported by the evidence, and a reasonable award of attorney's

fees and costs. He further notes that any fee award would be determined

separately based on counsel's reasonable hourly rate and the total compensable

time expended.

$TATE-LAW ExPostlRE, Mr. Ryan further contends that, if liability were

established under Massachusetts law, potential exposure would inclutle reasonable

compensation for an uniawfut taking under Article l0 of the Massachusetts

Deslaration of Rights, compensatory damages under the Massachusetts civil

I Mr' Ryan recalls {he ?fi)9 Assessrncnt \hlue of the hoperty at $505,000.00 An acmat 200g value cal be compellcd
frorn ilre Everctt Assessor's O{lice.
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Rights Act, prejudgment interest to the extent recoverable, and a reasonable award

of attorney's bes. Using the 2006 assessed value of Si73,200.00 and the 26'52'/a

rveighted interest figure referenced in the draft, he estimates prejudgment-interest

eriposure of approximately $98r9E4.91, while also maintaining that the actual

amount could be higher if a later or higher valuation were used. He further

contends thal reasonable compensation may be informed by the total claimed

financial loss of $4,630,1E0.48, exclusive of any future attomey costs and fee

application.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, Mr. Ryan contends that the City's actions and the

conduct of related actors resulted in the unlawful deprivation of his property rights, the

destmction of a long-standing income-producing rental property, and the eventual

ficreclosure and permanent loss of 50 Liberty Street. He further contends that the factual

rrcord supports substantial federal and state causes of action, including claims for

procedural and substantive due process violations, unconstitutional taking without just

compensatioq civil-rights violations under Massachusetts law, and related equitable

relief arising from the alleged fraud upon the court'

hdr. Ryan maintains that his presently calculated compensatory damages tota]

S4,630,1E0.48, exclusive of any additional prejudgment interest, attorney's fees, costs,

emotional-distress damages, or other relief that may be recoverable under the governing

fderal and state authorities. He further contends that, if iiability were established on the

asserted civil RICO claim, the financial exposure could be materially greater by reason of

treble damages. In Mr. Ryan's view, the scope of the alleged misconduct, the claimed

economic losses, and the prospect of further fee and interest expo$ure all support serious

consideration of prompt and meaningfu I resolution.

FINALBREAKDOWN:

TotalLoss of "Rental Income"

Total Loss of Proceeds from Sale of Property

s2,836,180.48

$1,794,000.00

Page 971122
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TOTAL VALUE OF CLAIM: $4,630,190.49

Accordingly, Mr. Ryan respectfully requests that the City and all appropriate

parties evaluate this matter in light of the foregoing factual allegations, legal claims, and

asserted damages, and engage in good-faith efforts to achieve a fair and comprehensive

resolution. Failing such resolution, Mr. Ryan contends that he is prepared to continue

pursuing all available judicial and equitable remedies, including renewed proceedings to

obtain review on a full and accurate factual record.

We appreciate your professional handling of this matter and look forward to your

response.

Respectfu I ly submitted,

Tory A. Gonsalves, Esq

Attorney at l-aw
lune8,2026

T. Gonsalves Law, PLLC
179 Highland Avenue (#1049)

Seekonh MA0277l
@):(8s7) 220-7674

@) : T. Gonsalveslaw@outlook. com
www. TG onsa lve s Law. com
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SCHEDULE I
Calculation of Total Loss of Rental Income

(2009-Present)
Adjusted by a5.27Yo Compounded Annual Growth Rate

Year
Average Studio
Rent fMonthly)

Adjusted by
5.27% CAGR.

Actual
Studios

Rented by
James in

2AA9

ActualTotal
Monthly Rental
Income ("Rental

Income")

Acfual lbtal
Yearly Rental

Income

2049 $1,025.00/mo 8 $8,200.00/mo. $98,400.001
Annual Loss

2010 $1,078.91/mo. 8 $8,631.28/mo $103,575.36/
Annual Loss

2A 11 $1,135.66/mo 8 $9,085.281mo $109,023.36/
Annual Loss

20t2 $t,195,38/mo 8 59,563.041mo $114,756.48/
Annual Loss

2A13 $1,258.261mo. 8 $10,066.08/mo. $120,792.96/
Annual Loss

2AW $1,324.09/mo. 8 $1A,592.721mo. $127,t22.64/
Annual Loss

2015 $1,394.09/mo 8 $11,152.72/mo $r33,832.65/
Annual Loss

2At6 $1,467.421mo, 8 $11,739.36lmo. s|40,872.32/
AnnualLoss

2017 $1,544.591mo I $12,356.7Zlmo $t48,28A.641
Annual Loss

2018 $1,625.83/mo 8 $13,006.641mo $156,079.68/
Annual Loss

2At9 $1,71L34lmo. 8 $13,69A.721mo. $164,288.64/
Annual Loss

2020 $1,801.35/mo 8 $14,410.80/mo. $172,929.60/
AnnualLoss

2A2t $l 896.091mo. 8 $ts 168.72/mo $r 024.64/

Page 1001122
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Annual L,oss

2022 $1,995.82/mo. 8 315,966.56/mo. $191,598.72/
Annud Loss

2023 t2,100.79lmo 8 $16,806.3Zlmo J201,675.841
Anrual Loss

2A24 $2,211 8 st7,690. 24lmo. j212,282.88/
Annual Loss

2025 $2,327.581mo. 8 $18,620.34lmo. s223,444.08/
Annual Loss

2026 s2,450.00 8 J19,600.00/mo. s235,2W 00/
Annual Loss

Page 1011122
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Et/6iett
Massachusetts

coI73-26

Item Number 12

To:

From:

Date:

Mayor and City Council

Councilor Stephanie V. Smith

June22,2026

Aeenda ltem:
Executive Session to discuss a request for settlement (attached) filed on behalf of Keith Slattery. ln accordance
with M'G.1. ch 30A, s. 21(a)(3), the purpose of this executive session is to discuss strategy with respect to
litigation if an open meeting may have a detrimentaleffect on the litigating position of the public body.

Backeround and Explanation:

Attachments:
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MITCHELLJ. NOTIS
ATTORNEYATLAW

27 HARVARD STREET
BROOKLINE, MASSACHUSETTS 02445
TEL. 6t7 -4E7 -E677iFAX 6 17-505,6663

mitchnotis@aol.com
June 8,2026

Via Email: mayor@ci.everefi .ma.us
Via Federal Express

Mayor Robert J. Van Campen
City of Everett
484 Broadway
Everett, MA02L49

Re: wrongftrl rennination of Assistaqt city solicitor Keith slattcry
Disability Disffimintion, Perceived Disability Discrimination, Firsi Amendment Retaliation
SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS-NOT AbMISSIBLE FOR ANY PURPOSES

Dear Mayor Van Campen:

I am writing to you in my capacity as Counsel to Mr. Keith Slattery. As you are aware, on
Jaunary L5,2026,two weeeks after you took ofFrce as Mayor, and at a time when the City of
Everett knew that Mr. Slaftery was imminently entering a substance rehabilitation program, his
more than I year tenure as an Assistant City Solicitor for Evereu was terminated.

These actions were taken solely due to bias against Mr, Slttery due to his disability (his
previous substance abuse), as well as to puniJh Mr. Slattery for his constitutionally
protected political speech and association, one of a series oiactions you have taken topunish yote$ you perceive as your political opponents.

Not only do your actions against Mr. Slattery violate the disability discrimination laws (MGL
chapter 151B and 42 U-s- code section t2{t1) and the paid family Medical Leave Act (MGLchapter 175 section 9), they also violate Mr. sfauery's protected rights under both the United
States and Massachusetts constitutions (First Ameniment, Article 16 of the Massachusetts
Declaration of Rights, 42u.s.code section 1983, MGL itrupt., 12 sections llH and I).

This letter discusses the facts of this matter and the legat claims Mr. slaftery has against both youindividually as well as the City of Evereft. We wouldlike ro avoid having io exhaist
administrative remedies on the discrimination claims and then have to ritiiat" a irarral court
l1*Yt regarding both the discrimination claims as well as the constitutional torts. However,
I\dr' Slattery insists upon being made whole for the financial and emotionat narms yolll actions
1"d3." actions of Everett have caused him to suffer and will continue to cause him to suffer into
me ruilre.

I
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Mayor Robert J. Van Campen
June 8,2026
Pase? SETTLEMENT DIscussIoNs-NoT ADMISsIBLE FoR ANy puRposEs

Mr' Slattery insists upon-vindicating his rights under the discrimination laws, and enforcing hisrights to Free speech and rteeoom"oiassociation, uotrr as a citizen of the united states and as aCitiZen Of MasSachUsettS. 
vvu' *u s vru&su ur rlls urllleo

As is discussed in detail below, tre removal of Mr. slattery as an employee of the city of Evereffviolates the following laws:

1' MGL chapter 1518, prohibiting 
$i3.cfmination against employees with disabilities, orwho have a record of having disabilities.,.g y;";;ferceived as having disabilities.2' 29 u's' code section 1211f 

"t 
,eq., p.ohibitin! oiscrimination against employees with

Sllliliilils. 
or who have a record iiiu"i"e olJuuiiiii.', or who aie p"rceiied as having

3' The First Amendment to the united states constitution (as enforced through 4ztJ.s.
Code section l9g3).

4. Article 16 of the Massachusetts Declaration of Rights.
5. MGL chapter 12 sections 1lH and I lI.
6' MGL chapter l75M section 9, the Paid Family Medical Leave Act, prohibiting

retaliation against employees exercising their ieights under that law.

Both the Massachusetts commission Against Discrimination, the Equar Emproymentopportunity commission, and a jury 
"iuro 

fr;J tir;;;;tity'of Everett,s aleged reasons forterminating Mr' Slattery.'t emplolmen, io ur-rJril;;;;f, ior lregar motives. we rearize thatyou and Everett will claim ttrat tr'lr. slattery's off-duty'"iir""iourt somehow cast the cify in abad light and rendered him unrrt to ue;ct'r, ftar.,r'vv'u
Even leaving aside the fact that other citv employees with alcohol abuse problems, substancerelated arrests and felony convictions trui. noi been termin.iri.r" pSner we w1l prove throughdiscovery in any litigation), the timi;;;i this matter r.yr l.irirte farse nature of ihis excuse.
FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mr' Slattery is an individual with a disability, substance abuse. In his case, the abused substanceis alcohol. It is well documented tfr.ougfr-medical record, in tt, City,s possession that hisdiaguosis of alcohol'se disordeitnur-" direct 
"usnrJot;;;*- harassment rerated to his

nffitlffli:and 
other circumstance'--*;;;il;; by iiJ"ooou"t or erected omciars in rhe

In August 2o?A,Mr' slattery was arrested for operating under the influence of alcohol. Thatcharge was continued without 
" 

finoingln october r5,zoz4.

t
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Mayor RobertJ. Van Campen
June 8,2A26
Page 3 SETTLEMENT DIscussIoNS;Nor ADMISSIBLE FoR A.hly puRposEs

on July 22'2025'Mr' slattery was anested on a number of charges related to his operating avehicle under the influence of alcohol and related matters. Mr. slattery promptly reported hisarrest to Everett Human Resources.

As a result of the arrest, on August 1r,2025 an "administrative investigation,, of the July 22,2025 incident was commencedly tne-Everett Human Resources Department. Shortly thereafter,Mr' slattery went on medical leave under the Massachusetts paid Family LeaveAct, MGLChapter 175M' Mr- slattery's chapter lTilMleave expired in octobe r 2a25,and he was thenplaced on paid administrative leave"pending the outcom" 
"in.jr"*d;;t#Us of November17 

'2v25'the "investigationo'was "stiil gngolng." exactr/wrrat was being done to investigatethis matter, or why the investigation took * toig, rru, n"u". neen exprained,

on January r5,2026,two weeks.after you took office, Mr. srattery was terminated from hisemployment' He was informed that th# was o'just ru*Jo. rrparation based upon behaviorthat is unbecoming of an employee of the city...i

The termination for o'conduct 
unbecoming" was both excessively harsh given the allegationsagainst Mr' slattery, and a pretext ror oisiuility air.ri*inaion *a retariation for the exercise ofFirst Amendment rights. But for M.. slattery's oisauitity, -o uu, for his exercise of his FirstAmendment rights, 

"ni. e.proyr* *o"ro not have been terminated.

At ttre time that n" 
]1t 1:*nated iust g{or to his imminenr entry into a rehabilitation program(which he did indeed enter and .u.."rrfrily comprei"o, i,"'i.9, 12 sick and 5 personar daysavailable for him to yse' These should have been made uruii"u* to Mr. srattery to use to dealwith his documented disability,.";; Lv ,n. 

"ir.u*rtun"Jr'Juoounaing his emproyment.
we also will be able to prove that you said on several occasions that .isome of my supportersdon't want ceftain p.opie here.,,

There was clearly a rush to terminate Mr. Slattery.

Mr' stattery was arrested in July 2025 tr9iriog under the inlluence of alcohol andrelated matters. The city became;;;. of this #.rt;;;*gan an administrativeinvestigation on August rr,z02s.ourpit* trorid;itn.* -"c.rs for six months, anddespite jtnvesdsatdg" ti"i.;;;;t 
ra-oot-n",rro ".iioo 

was raken to terminate Mr.slattery's emplovment until r""o.w ii, zozo, rrr-oil;;ril;; your inaugerarion.

DISCUSSTON

3
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Mayor Robert J. Van Campen
June 8,2026
Page 4 SETTLEMENT DIscussIoNs-NoT ADMISSIBLE FoR ANy puRposEs
Everett had all of the inforrnation needed tg make a determination as to whether Mr.slaftery should be disciplined for these actions, for six months. The actions were notdeemed to merit termin-ation or even aisciprine, ror iiii -ootrrs. They were not deerned tomerit discipline or termination until you took office.

Any claim of tenninatioa for offduty rnisconduct is crearry pretextuai.

Furthermore' at the time the termination decision was made, Evereff was aware that Mr. slatteryhad been on leave under the Massachusetts Family Medical Leave Rct, ana th*i" ro", going toenter a substance abuse rehabiliation prograrn in a matter of days. E".; ;ith;;; considering thepretextual nature of the claim of otr outy misconduct, ii;, .irr that Mr. slattery was beingdiscriminated against due to his disability (having 
"rr.*o or a substance abuse disorder), that no

f:ilXllf;Tffiooution was going to be madJ o, *orid.r.d, and that no interactive dialog

y;"?tr: was also being retaliated against for having taken leave under rhe Famity Medical

As I am sure you are aware' Mr' slattery-served for over 8 years as Assistant city solicitor withEverett. In that oosition, his job p"rfo*un"e was exemplary.Although Mr. Slanery made surethat the laws ofihe co*-o;w";;h i#^Eil.r;#;rilfrJn. una ordinances were compriedwith, he was not in any way invotved in formui"irie€,rriJii",.r.
Both during his eight ye19 9f employment and during the recenr election campaign, Mr. slatterywas closely associated with former #;;r ru.. cario-b;M;. you were u*ur. ,f;ut Mr. sranery
;:|f"iol|1|'l#y 

of Mr' DeMaria uni ,oppon"d Mr. DeMaria,s reelection, rarher rhan your

Athched to this letter you will find a draft charge of discrimination, as well as a draft courtcomplaint' our nlan is to exhaust r'at'ir"n"ry'Jadminirt utii-."r_nedies regarding the disab'irydiscrimination claim- u"ro." tr," ru'Cei 
"oo 

rr,. EEciC, *alnc" ttor" .midi., ie exhausted,to file suit on ail of the above ctaims i" jrn* s"p;;o;';;irio, p"o"*r Districr court.
However, we are witring tg-wait a period of 14 days before commencing ritigation, to
ffrTrTffirffJJY fi" citv ot n-"til' are wimn! IJr"*uu h egoa raith negotiations to

RELEVANT LAW

A

The First Amendment, guarantees to all Americans.the rights of free speech and free association,and protects them against interference-*i,rt ,rro." ,i8h;r;:;;";government. The acrions you and

4
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Mayor Robert J, Van Campen
June 8,2026
Page 5 SETTLEMINT DlscussroNs-Nor ADMTssIBLE FoR ar\[y puRposEs
the city engaged in which resulted in the removal of Mr. slattery from his position as Assistantcity solicitor' were taken against him as punishment for his support of the prior mayor in theNovember 2025 election. By puni.rring fit: ffi..-ryil rrrir" ictiuities, his freedom of speechrights and freedom ol tY:i-lion tigt t, *"r, s"uerely interfered with. Those rights are enforcedby federal law, namely 42 U.S. Cod-e section 19g3.

As is esfablished in various federal and state case law, an individual asserting a First Amendmentretaliation claim must allege that he engaged in constiiutionaily protected conduct, that he wasthen subjected to an adverie action, tttui ti" protr.t"a coi"Jur, *u, a substantiar or motivatingfactor in the adverse action, and that-ttre advirse action ,u"-, uur"a on retaliatory intent.

All of those elements are present in the removal of Mr. Slattery.

similar to the First Amendment, Article 16 of the Massachusetts Declaration of Rightsprotects citizens' dglt :11* speecho .itJa"i+ ottitiilmliation and associarion. Theenforcement of Articre 16 is througr, nrcr chafter 12 sections H and I.

c.

These statutes Frovide a right of legal action to individuars whose rights under the constitution orlaws of the united states, 6r me 
"o"".tiiuti"" or laws ;fi; co'n.on*"alth, have been interferedwith or attempted to be interfer"o *itrr,tv 'tt.."t , intirnii"rio" or coercion.,, The poriticalvendetta against Mr' slattery and the termination;i;il;;;yment, consisrs of just suchintetference through-"fht"utt, inu-il;io" or coercion." cirapter r 1I provides that a preva'ingpartv rnav be entifled to borh ,oo,p.nrurory;;;;;;;;; *-ri'ii, anorney,s fees.

D.

Discrimination against employees with disabilities due to bias against them is a violation of bothMGL chapter l5IB as *"ti u. +z us il. secrion nrn.i"rrrrinution of an emproyee due toemployer disability bias, or due to trtr trt" desire.not to h"r;; make further reasonable
:i:"ffi#ff:s to a quarified emplove"u i*urro u"r;#;; 

"rrr," 
laws preventing disablity

For your information'-the Guidelines of the Massachusetts commission Against Discriminationas weil as federar guiderines issued;tih; u.s. Eq;JL;il;;""t opportunity commission,and federal and state case law, rurc Lr"ui th"t ;il;;;ffi:: such as alcorrotsm is a handicap
[T"#Hl:ldealt 

with t'a a""o-nroJ"ted the turn" *uy,r,at other handicaps are dealt with

5
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Mayor Robert J. Van Campen
June 8,2026
PAgE 6 SDTTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS_NOT ADMISSIBLE FOR ANY PURPOSES

In it's "Guidelines, Employment Discrimination on the Basis of Handicap,,, at section X(CX2),
The Massachuseffs commission against discrimination states as follows:

"Alcoholism is a handicap. Likewise, individuals regarded as alcoholic$, and those with a
record of alcoholism, may be considered handicapped.',

E. MGL Chapte"r 175M sectiog.9

At the time his employmgnt was terminated, only slightly more thaan two montls had expired
since Mr. Slattery had last been on PFMLA leave. FIis pFum leave was within six months
prior to the termination of his employment.

Section 94 makes it illegal to terminate an employee for exercising their PFMLA rights or
interfering with the exercise of any such rights,

Pursuant to section 9C, the termination of an indjvidual's employment,.during the six monthperiod following an employee's leave" under PFMLA, "shalibe presumed to be retaliation under
this. section' such presumption shall be rebutted only by ctear ana convincing evidence thatsuch employers action was not retaliation againstthe 

"*ptoy"r, 
and that the employer hadsufficient independent justification for takirig such action andwould have in fact taken suchaction in the sarne manner and at the same time the action was taken...,,

Ttre usual evidentiary burdens of proof are thus reversed in a case where PFMLA a retaliation isalleged, and the evidentiary standird which must be met ;t;; employer is higher than the usual'opreponderance of evidence" sLandard. The burde"; ;;;;;rnproyer,
In addition to this change in the standard and burden of proof, a prevailing employee in aPFI4LA action may receive reinstatement to employment, reinstatement of full benents andseniority rights, compensation for three times trritost wages, benefits or other rernuneration plusinterest, as well as attorneys fees. This relief is soustantiuity riore significant than any reliefavailable under tle federal FMLA, and due to the treble o#u1", provision, may frequenflyprovide greater relief to an employee then damages i, ; Jir;r-i;ination suit.

You should also be aware that the constitutional violations discussed above, as well as thediscrimination laws discussed abo-veo provide;r".;;;i;iriil"", with the possibiliry of punitivedamages, in addition to damages for tost wage$ and benefits, and emotional distress. punitive
damages can be as much.as 10 times 

"ny 
uw-*d for compensut;ffi"g* ti..i*?r", *obenefits and emotional distress).

6
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Mayor Robert J. Van Campen
June 8,2026
PaseT SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS-NOT ADMISSIBLE FOR AI.IY PURPOSES

Mr. Slattery was exercising his basic constitutional rights in supporting Carlo DeMaria for
mayor, rather than yourself. It is a basic American value that individuals must not be punished
for their political views, their votes, or their political associations. The laws protect the exercise
of these rights.

Mr. Slattery also had the courage and sbenglh of will to seek treaffnent for his disibility, and was
proceeding to obtain such treatment at the time his ernployment was wrongfully terminated. Any
jury hearing this story of a man being "punished while he is down" without legal justification,
will be angered, and will exercise this right to award compensatory and punitive damages,

CONCLUSION

For all of the foregoing reasons, the illegal termination of Mr. Slattery's employment with the
City of Everett must be corrected immediately,.and Mr. Slattery properly compensated for the
harms these actions have caused him to suffer and which he witl continue to suffer into the
future.

Very truly yours,

/s/ Mitchell J. Notis

Mtchell J. Notis

7
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CHARGE oF D6cRIMINATIoN
by,the Prlvacy Act ot 1974. See enclosed privacy Act
other informatlon before completing this form.

Thls form ls affected
statement and

Charge Presented Tol

I reen

LJ EEoc

ft4ft"lT,J,flBffTl')'

and EEOC
Stote o t lq6l Age n cy, ff onl

INATIONDISCRIMA6AINSTcoMMlsstoNMASSACH USFTTS

Hame lndkoteMt,Mi.MBJ

MR. KEITH SI.ATTERY Home Phone Incl, Atw Cde) Drt€ of Btrth

Sne€tAddres
Ctty, Stete and Zlp Code

(lf nore
t5Named the LaborEmployer, Organlzation, Employment Agency, Apprentlceship StateofCommlHee, Localot Governhent EelleveorMe Others. AgencyThat Discrlmlnatedthan wodre Againstnamed, underlbt PARNCUURS balow.l

CIry OF EVERETT

Name

No EmplolE€s, Manberr Phone No. (lncl.Ano Codel

gt),, Sbte and Ztp &dE
Street Address

ROBERTVANCAMPEN
Name

Phone Nq 0ncl.Arda Code)

Crty, SEte and Ztp Codc
Strct Address

! nncr I corcn tr srx I nsueoru

ffi nrrnlmoN I AGE I orsnsiuw

I oruea$pecfu)

f, rumonruoRrcrru

fJ cerumcrruFoRMAnoN

DATE(S) DIsCRIMINATION T@K PLACE

Earllest LaRn

f counruurircAcnoN
THE PAKNCULAES ARE qfoddhlonal pap$k nefded, a'ta<h extqthei{(i]l

PLEASE sEE ATTACHED SHEFTS

NOYARY
warn thls filedcharge bottrwlth EEOCrhe theand orState local lfAgency, wlll theadvlserftagencler change addressmy or phone number and wlll cooperate tully

any'
wlth inthem theolprocEsslng my lncharge wlthaccordanca thelr procedurcs.

Datc
Chaplng Pafty ggnot()rc

I declare under penalty of perJury that the above is true and correct,
I swear

true to

SUBsCiISED ANDSWORN TOBEFORE METHIS DATE
Qnonth donymr)

I!
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CONTINUATION PAGE TO CHARGE OF DISCRIMINATION

My name is Keith slattery' l* u 54yewold male. until January 15,2026,I was employed by rhecity of Everett as Assistant solicitor. 'luty 

"*ptoyment 
was terminated on January 15, 2026. I wasfired days before I was to start substan."Lbur" rehabilitation, ,t or,ty after the new Mayor of Everetttook office. I was rerminated both due to rny disabirity,;il;;;";i"*r;;i#ugri"ri'*" r".exercising mv consstituliol{lv protected n!!r-rq rdd; 

";;;idate for Mayor of Everetr orrrerthan the person who took omceln il"uviozo, urin"iln-il" campen. The refusal to make areasonable accommodation. to. my dis.ability, and the disability discrimination to which I was

il?r,T" 
bv,being rerminared, were in 

"i":l"ri"r 
oiild;ilp"* 15lB and 42 u.s. code section

I am an individual wit! a disability, substance abuse. In my case, the abused substance is alcohol.It'is well documented through 
^"iiJ ,""ords in the ciry;. possession that my diagnosis ofalcohol use disorder rvas a-airect result of extreme n^""rr-uot related to my employment,

HtJ:ft 
circumstances exacerbutua uy tne conauct oietectea omciasiniie city

In August 20?A't 
.*:t*1":.,ted for operating under the influence of alcohol. Thar charge wascontinued without A Finding on o.iour. 15,20?A. 

rrce or atconot' I'hat

on July 22'2Q25'I was arrested on a number of charges rerated to my operating a vehicre under
$":H#lte 

of alcohol una retateJ iuir.*' I prompfly reported my arresr to Everen Human

As a result of the anest, on August r1,2025 an-"administrative investigation,, of the July 22,2025 incident was commenced uy the bverett Human R"rources Department. shortry therefter,Iwent on medical leave under tttt tnru.r*t usetts naiJpamiii Luu. A*, MGL chapter 17sr...My chapter 175M Ieave expired in octob*lozi, *ii'*it, in." praced on paid administrative
'leave "pending the outsome of the investigatior."'Ar;; NJnrrur. r7 ,20zs,the ,.investigation,,was "srill ongoing." Exactry *rt"i*"r-u.iiJa-*.," ii"#;;. this rnatrer, or why thernvestigation took so long, tu. n"u"iieln explained.

iJJTPH:I,lti 3::i#frff:f.i,ilnT" new mavor took orrice, r was rerminated,rrom my
ir fi;;;;l;;#; .rproyee of the.rollt 

'Just cause for separation uu*.Jffilehavio. that

The termination for "conduct unbecoming" yu, botr excessively harsh given the allegationsagainst me' and a Dretext rot ai.uJiii"tytitriminati;;;;ri';s 
retariation for the exercise ofFirst Amendmentiinr'ttl ;i+ffi;iilllly,and but_for my exercis" of my First Amendmentrights, my employmint would not have been terminated.

I always performed my job in a satisfactory manner

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

1
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COMINUATION PAGE TO CHARGE OF DISCRIMINATION

At the time that I was.terminatedjust prior to my imminent entry into a rehabilitation program(which I did enter and successfully completed;,i tt"oii ,i'"t and 5 personal days available forme to use' These should have been maa'e availaur" t. r" i" use to dear with my documenteddisability, caused by the circurnstances surrounding my emproyment.

The Mayor of Evereff, 
Yt: vq.cuftpen, said on several occasions that ..some 

of my supportersdon't want certain people here.',

There was clearly a rush to terminate me.

In terms of what I anticipate Everett will claim was the reason for my termination,..conductunbecoming," fhat is pretextual.

I was anested in July 2Q25 for driving under the influence of alcohol and related matters. Thecity became aware of this arrest and Eegan an administrative investigation on August ll,zezs.Despite knowing of these maners f". rii;;il.;il;pi,r.,rnu"rrigating,,rhese 
matters forsix rnsnths' no action was taken to terminate;ta.pl;.i"i until January 15,2a26,shortlyafter the new mayor's inauguration.

Everett had all of the informarion needed to make a determination as to whether I should bedisciplined for these actions, rot ti* ,nonths. The .;ri";;;* not deemed to merit terminationor even discipline' for 5 r/2 months' ih"y ,r"." not deemed to meflt disciprine or termination
lLlillf:w 

mavor took office' e"vliui. of terminati,oiior onduty misconduct is crearry

Furthermore' at the time the termination d39isi.on was made, Everett was aware that I had beenon leave under the Massacrtur"ttr'eu*-il t"ot., L:;;-;;and that I was going to enrer asubstance abuse rehabiritation ;il;; a maner of days.

Even without considering the pretextual nature of the claim of off duty misconduct, it is clearthat I was being discrittiut"o'ug;;;;..19 my disabiliry ir,urrng a record of a substance abusedisorder)' and that there was a refusal to either .""r." 
"l"LJ"uur" accommodation to mydisability or to engage in an intrru..iuriiatog to a"t";;;;l"r reasonabre accommodation wasrequired,

I was also being retaliated against for having taken Ieave under the Family Medical Leave Act.

lfilifli"TJ;X-.{|1il,:'-lssistant cirv solicitor with Everen. rn that posirion. my job

other city employees with alcohol abuse problems, substance rerated arrests and ferony
:::J:::t*t 

have not been terminuiJ-iri. timini lrr,nir ..ner Iays bare the farse nature of this
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Dft)AFT
CONTINUATION PAGE TO CHARGE OF DISCRIMINATION

The actions of the city of Everett as set forth in this charge of discrimination constitute
{1sc11-unalion against me due to a disability, fail.ure to m"ake reasonable accommodations to adisability, failure to engage in an interactive aiaog rcg*Jing teasonable accommodations,and
retaliation for reqquesting reasonable accommooaiioni, in vtlation of MGtCha;ter l5lB, andthe Americans with Disabilities Act,42u.s. code r"riion r2lrl.
The Crty of Everett is responsible for the actions of my supervisors and managers as set forfhabove' The actions gf the city of Everett as set forth herein are discriminatori anO itrcgA.
These actions as set forth herein constitute a violation of M.G.L. c.15lB and the Arnericans WithDisabilities Act. The utlon! of my supervisors and manag"rs for which the city of Everett isresponsible, were intentional, knowing and wiltful.

As a resuit of the illegal actions taken against me by the City of Everett as set forth in this charge

:l1y:y.rytion,I have been caused to-suffer, *a *il 
"ontinu. 

to suffer, financial andemouonal mJunes.

I demand that I be alardgd damages against the city of Evereff, including monies to compensate
T: f9r lost pay, emotional pain and su*ering, tort trturc *ug.s arrd benefits, other financialiqiuries, inj"ry to my careei, punitive darnages, afforney's fe-es and interest, and that I be grantedany such other and firrther relief that this cJmmission finds to be appropriate.

';iil- 

UNDER THE PAINS AND PENALTIES OF PERruRY THIS DAY OF ruLY,

DRAFT
KEITH SLATTERY
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Item Number 12

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRiCT OF MASSACHUSETTS

CNIL ACTION NO:

KEITH SLATTERY
Plaintiff

FT

v

CITY OF EVERETT
And

ROBERT VAN CAMPEN,
Individually

Defendants

COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

1' This is an action under 42 U'S.C. section 1983, MGL Chapter 12 sections l lH and 11I,MGL chapter 1518, alr,d,42u.s. cod-e section tzttl,-iiMGL chapter 175M, againstthecity of Everen and the Mavor of the city of Ever.fi il t i, inoiroiouJ;.p*it: The action isbased upon the illegal removal of Plaintiff K;ith sl"tt";fr"- his position as Assistantsolicitor with the city of Everett. lvlr. sfttgr w_a; illediit removed from the position heheld for 8 years, in violation of his constitutiona unJriatitory rights, because he vocallyopposed the election of Defendant van campen to b* M;;or of Everett, and openly andftequently camraigng{-for Mayor van campe"'. oppo".it, the former N4ayor, and also dueto Mr' slattery's disability- Mr- stattery hasbeen.iiutiutra against for exercising his FirstAmendment Rights.

2' The actions of the city of Evetffr 
T9.M?Igr van campen in removing plaintifffrom hisposition, were taken solely to punish Plaintiff for tris c;nsituuonally protected politicatspeech and association, and due to his disability

ruRISDICTION AND VENUE

3' This court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 USC section 1331and 1343(a)(3), as this civil action seeks to redress tfr" viol*ti-on of constitutional equal rights

INTRODUCTION

I
)
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Item Number 12

and civil rights violations, and presents federal questions arising under the Constitution of the
United States.

4. Any and all state law claims contained in this complaint form part of the same case or
controversy and therefore fall within the Court's supplemental jurisdiction prusuant to 28
USC sestion 1367.

5. Venue is proper in this district under 28 USC section 1391(b) because all parties are
citizens of this dishict, the events or omissions giving rise to the claims occurred in this
district, and the Defendants perform their duties, reside in and do business in this distict and
are subj ect to personal j urisdiction in this district.

THE PARTIES

6, Keith Slattery is a male citizen of the United States. At all times relevant to this complaint
up to and including the present date, he has been and is, a resident of Essex Counfy,
Massachusetts.

7. The City of Everett is a city located in Middlesex Counfy, Massachusetts, which is subject
to suit in its own name. It has aprincipal place of business in Everett, Mddlesex Counfy,
Massachusetts.

-8, 
Robert Van Campen is rhe current Mayor ofths City of Everett. He was elected in

November 2025 ni heavily contested eiection, and took office in Januaxy 2026. Heis a
resident of Everett, Middlesex Corurtyo Massachusetts.

9. At all times relevant to this Complaint, the Cify of Everott was Plaintiffs employer. At all
times relevant to this Complaint, Defendant City of Everett was an "employer', widhin the
meaning of MGL Chapter 15lB$5, and a person withinthe meaning ofMbf Chapter
I 5 I B $4. For the pqposes of this complaint, the City of Bverett *".t, all requirements for
coverage under MGI- Chapter I518. At all times reievant to this Complaintjthe Cify of
Everett was Plaintiff s employer within the rneaning of 42 USC $2000;, was engaged in an
induslv 

9ff-ecting commerce within the meaning oi+z usc g2000e, and in all other respects
ltet a{ of the requirements for coverage under {2 g2000e. Ai all ti*r. r"l"u*i; rhi,
'Complaint, Defendant City of Everett was * ".-ployer" within the meaning of MGL Chapter
175M-

l0' At all times relevant tq tttit Complaint, Plaintiffperformed his job in at least a satisfactory
manner. As Assistant Solicitor, Mr. Slattery was noi employed as a policymaker. He did not
formulate policy, ot advance City of Everett policies. r*. Siutt"ry was not employed as apolicymaker whose finction required that he-have political loyalty to the Mayir of Everett.Mr. slattery was not involved in policy *ti"u as h.ssistant soucitor.

I l ' On :-:-, Plaintifffiled a timely Charge of Discrimination on the basis of disability
and retaliation with the Massachusetts Commission Against Discrimination, and the U.S.
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. Plaintiffrequested that his iharge of

2
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Item Number 12

Discrimination pending at the Massachusetts commission Against Discrimination and theEqual Employment opporhrnity commission te wihdril; allowhim to file suit in court.Those requests have been $*i"d'a Right to sue letter *as issued by the Equ*l Employmentopportunity commission to ptaintiffinielation t. rrrr fuir", on .-, and emailed toPlaintiffs counsel ofl ...-.--. Plaintiff has therefore .*tuurr.o his administrativeremedies and has timety invok"a the jurisdiction of air bourr

FACTUAL BACKGROIIND

12' The First Amendment to the united stut"l constitution guarantees to all Americans therights of free speech and free association, and protects trrem against interference with those rightsby uny government action' The actions *. Ylfg rd"*"d; which resulted in the removal ofMr' slattery from his position as Assistant solicitor, i.i" tut"n against him as punishment forhis support of the prior mayor in the November zozs erection. By punishing lv{r. slattery forthese activities, his, tt9"g of speech rights and freedom oiassociation rights were beingseriouslv interfered with. Those iigtrtr.:;;i.fr;;;d byH;a law, namely 42 u.s. code seotion1983' hdr' slattery engaged in con"stitutig""llt;t"tr;r"Jlioou"t, he was then subjected to anadverse action (removal at arsistanisori"itori,hr;;;r;# conduct was a substantial ormotivating factor h *t adverse a"tion, ana tne aaverse;;;r was based on retaliatory intent.These actions caused harm to lvft. Siltte.y.

l3' similarly to the rirst Amendment, Article 16 of the Massachusetts Declaration of Rightsprotects citizens' right of free speech, *gqgreuv;.1#;ffiliation and association. Theenforcement of Arti"cle I6 is thr;-uJ'',#ct, ctup;; it;i""s H and I. MGL chapter 12sections I 1H and I 1I provide a deJ,1- 
"ilea u"iion i" i"airiJ".rs whose rights under theconstitution or laws 

:f ft: unirratlr"r, ; 
_ilr. *^Jr"#i u*, of the co-*on*alrh, havebeen interfered with or attempted to be rnterferea witfr, fii'.ri1r"u,r, intimidation or coercion.,,

ffi"jf,ffi':?rljrffi;1,1"-"'v';;;;ilvment consist, oi:urisuch interrei""." ri,,."er,.orhrears,

l4' For the purposes of.fris litigation, D:t*grlcity of Ever-.rga Mayor van campen in hisindividuar capacity, are "personi" *io 42 u.s. code section 1gg3.

15' The Defendants 
3ngaqgd in intentional or deliberate conduct under color of state law, which

ffi:ffi:Trcaused 
ptattiff to tGtt tr," a.priuution iir.o"rary protected rights under the First

FIRST AMENDMENT CLAIMS

16' Plaintiffengaged in First Amendment protected conduct in hiscampaignine and support forand vote for the opponent oruuvot V*'i;o"" *-Jufd;& adverse action as a direct resurrof exercising these righls to sp*ech a'o 
"*o"iu,ior, il;;;;;d conduct played a substantiarand motivating part ii the uon"tr. u"tii,iiur."r, 

"g.i"Jfi; []'nrr"na*ts. In reration to hisspeech, he spoke as a citizer o" -uo"^ o;t;Ii"";;"ir.'n'i, rorprotected conduct, hisemployment as Assistant solicitor *""ri"'.t rruu, u""rr-t".-iLated. The termination was
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Item Number 12

substantially related to and motivated by his political affrliation. The personnel action occurred
and was based upon politically based discriminatory animus. The First Amendment right to
association includes a right to be free of discharge in public employment nearly because of
political affiliation and political speech. Plaintiffwas discharged based upon politi*l affiliation
and political speech. Plaintiffwas denied his constitutional rights to freedornof speech and
freedom of association.

MGL CHAPTER 12 SECTIONS llHAND 11I

17, Plaintiffexercised and eqjoyed clearly established constitutionat rights (under the First
Amendment) which have been interfered with, and such interfeten e war by threats, intimidation
or coercion. Retaliatory behavior such as terminating the Plaintiff for exercising his rights,
constitutes the requisite intimidation, threats, or coercion to state a claim underlhe
Massachusetts Civil Rights Act. A scheme of harassment arising from the exercise of secured
rights such as that to which Mr. Slattery was subjected, also violates the Massachusetts Civil
Rights act.

SECTION 1983 
l

18. Everett is sued directly under section 1983 as the action of Everett that is alleged to be
unconstitutional implements or executes a policy, or decision which was offrcially adopted and
promulgated by Everett's officer, the Mayor. These actions set forth in this compiaint represent
that offrcial g9li9y- Unconstitutional governmental policy can be inferred from a single iecision
l*9 Uy the highest officials t".pon"ible for setting policy in that area of a governmentos
business. The Mayor has final poticy making auttriity *i trr" challenged action was raken
pursuant to apolicy adopted by the officials responsible under state law for making policy in
those areas of the city's business. The actions alieged establiJ the existence of an
unconstitutional municipal policy. A mturicipalily-such as Everett is liable under section 19g3 fora.single decision by its properly constitutea irig5est offrciai(such as the decision against lvlr.slauery at issue in this case) whether or not that official hasLrken similar actions in the past.

19' The,nlawfulness of the actions of Everett and Mayor van campen was clearly establishedand any reasonable official would understand that the ctnauci at issue was unlawfirl. The factsalleged making out a violation of constitutional riglrts, andth; rights at issueo were clearlyestablished, and a reasonable person would have linowa oitt r*. A reasonable official wouldhave undersrood that what was being done viotated tilil;. -

DISABILITY DISCRIMINATION CLAIMS

20' Plaintiff is an individual with a disability, substance abuse. In his case, the abused substanceis alcohol' It is well documented through meoica records in the city,s possession that hisdiagnosis of alcohol use disorde" *." ."d.i.uct rcsult of exfieme hatassment related to hisemployment, and other circumstances exacerbated by the conduct of elected officials in the CityCouncil.

2.1'InAugust 2024, Plaintiff was arrested for operating under the influence of alcohol. That
charge was continued without a finding on october tsizaz:+.

4
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Item Number 12

22' onJu'Ly 22,2}zs,Plaintiffwas arrested on a number of charges related to his operating avehicle under the influence of alcohol and related matters. plaindffpro*ptrv-rrported his arrestto Everett Human Resources.

23' As a result of the anest, on August 11,2025 an "administufil, investigation,, of the July 22,2025 incident was commenced by the Everett Hurnan Resourc-es Deparfrnent. shortly thereafter,Plaintiffwent on medical leave under the Massachusetts puiaramily Leave Act, MGL chapterl75M' PlaintifPs chapter 175M leave expired in octobe, ilzs,-d h" was then placed on paidadrninistative leave "pending the outcomior*re investigatron.'i er-oiN;;;;; 17,2025, the"investigation" was "still.ongoing." Exactly *l,ut;;;;i;done to investigate this matter, orwhy the investigation took.o lorr!, has never b."n 
"*pl;;;i.

2a' pn Janr:ary 15,2026,two weeks after Mayor Van Campen took office, plaintiff wasterminated from his employment. He was informed tt 
"t 

tnJr. was ,Just cause for separationbased upon behaviorthat ii'nbecoming of an,-pr"y". Ji?" 
"ity.,'

25' The termination for "conduct unbecomingoo was both excessively harsh given the allegationsagainst Plaintiff, and a pretext for disability dlscriminatr"", *a retaliation for the exercise ofFirst Amendment righti. other individuals mproy"o uy iir city of Everett with alcohol abuseproblems' substance related attests and felony 
"o"ui.ti#.liave not been terminated. But forPlaintiff s disabilitv, and but for his exercise of hir Fi;r; ;;;ndment rights, his employmentwould not have been terminated.

26' Atthe time that Plaintiff was terminated just prior ro his imminent entry into a rehabilitationprogram (which he did indeed enter and *o""lrrfiruy rotnpr"t.al, r,, hJrlrt.;k *d 5 personaldays availabie for him to use. rnese-*houtd have u".rr ri" uuailable to plaintiff to use to dealwith his documented disability, .*;ily tt" 
"ir.umrturr*Jr,-o*ding his employment.

27' Mayot van campen said on several occasions that "some of my supporters don,t wantcertain people here.o' There *ur 
"r"uriy 

a nrsh to terminate praintiff.

28' Plaintiff was arested in Juty 2025 fudriving under the influence of alcohol and relatedmatters' The city became aware of this arest anib"g* *-J*inistative investigation onAugust lr'2025' Despiteknowing of these matters for six *olgf, and despite,,iivestigatingoothese matters for six months, no 
"ition 

r"* taken to t"t-i"*, plaintiffs employment untilJanuary l5,2026,shortly after Mayor v* cu,,,p.nos inaugwation.

29' Everett had all ofthe information needed to make a determination as to whether plaintiffshould be discipline!loltlese actions, tr six months. rrr, *ti.* were not deemed to merittsltnimtist\tr trrtn{ist\$ine,tor I \iL rnonths. \he1 rwere not deernedto rnenr dnscip\ine or
termindionrntr\MegiorVan Campentook offrce. Any c\alm ottermrnationtor off duty
misconduct is clearly pretextual.

5
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30' At the time the termination decision was made, Everett was aware that plaintiffhad been onleave under the Massachusetts Family Medical Leave art, *o that he wa.s goiGlo enter asubstance abuse rehabilitation progftun in a matter of days, Even without cJnsidiring thepretextual nature of thg claim of offduty misconduc! it Is clear that plaintiff was being
discriminated againstdue to his disability (having a record ofa substance abuse disorder), that noreasonable accommodatiol^Y* going to be madJ or considered, and that no interactive dialog
was going to occur. Plaintiffwas also being retaliated uguioJfot having tut *n iruu. under the
Massachusetts Family Medical Leave Act.

31' The termination.of PlaintifPs employment was in violation of MGL Chapter l5lB and 42U.S. Code section l}lll
32' As a result of the actions for which the city of Everett is liable, piaintiff has suffered muchfinancial and emotional harm.

AGdNsr rHE CITY oF EvERETTfficRrptrNATroN oN THE BAsIs oF,
DISABILITY

IN VIOLATION OF'MGL CHAPTER 15IB AND 421].S.CODE SECTION IhIII

lj .*r1"1*ntiffrealleges 
and incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein paragraphs l-

34t . By its actions set forth above in relation to the termination of piaintifps employment due,to bias against him because he suffered a disability, ;Jb;se of failure to accommodatePlaintifPs disability, *re !1tY of Everett discriminai"u ugoinriplaintiff on the basis ofhisdisabilitv, in violation of MGL Chapter istn *A 42 U.s. C;Je section 1,Zlll.

Item Number 12

CO\INT II:
AGAINST TIIE CITY OF EYERETT FOR RETALIATION,IN VIOLATION OF

MGL CHAPTER ISIB AND 42 U.S. CODE SECTION 12111

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffdemands that tfs Colrt enter judgment in his favor and againstDefendant in an amount to be determined by this court, inrr"oaing monies to compensate him forlost pay, Iost benefits,punitive damages, emotionar puin *a *ffering, attorney,s fees, interest,costs, lost future benefits, lostpensio-n be.refits, and;;;i;il and firther relief that this courtdeems just and proper.

6
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Item Number 12

35' Plaintiffrealleges and incorporates by reference as if fully set forth herein, lll-34 above.

36' By its actions set forth above, Defendants have engaged in illegal retaliation againstPlaintiff for exercising his rights under-ygt ct*J.;l;lu aoi qzu.s. c?derection 12111, inviolation of MGL chapter tstg ana +i u.s. coae secrion 12l I l.

WTIEREFORE' Plaintiffdemands that this court-enter judgment in his favor and againstDefendant' in an amount to be determined by thi* c;;,i;;iuding rnonies ro compensate him forlost pay, lost benefits, punitive oamages, ernotional p"i" *J suffering, afiomey,s fees, interest,costs' lost future benefits, lost pensioi benefits, una sucl, ;th"r and further relief that this courtdeems just and proper.

AcArNsr R'BERT valt cAMPa*, tffiffiL'y, FoR ATDING AND ABETTTNGDISCRIMINATION ON TIIE NESTSbP DISABILITY
IN VIOLATION OF MGL CHAPTER 1518

37 ' Plaintiffrealleges and incorporates by reference as if firlly set forth herein, 111-36 above.
38' Robert van campen, Individually, through his actions as Mayor set forth above, has aidedand abefted the disabilify discrimination to wtrictr plaintiff was subjected, in violation of MGLLChapter l51B section a(aA).

WHEREFORE' Plaintiffdemands that this court enter judgment in his favor and againstDefendant Van campen, tndividualtf,L * amount to bi determined by fhis court, includingmonies ro compensfpS^l1i;, n"lJgst benefits, p*rio"" damages, emorional pain andsuffering' attornev's fees, interest, iosts, rort n tur" uJ*nl, r"" pension benefits, and such otherand turther relief that thil C;"n;;;;l;r. and proper.

42 usc sECTIoN-19E3-x'IRst o*ffi*rtALIATroN-AGATNsT crry oF,EYERETT ATID ROBERTV;N CAMdN TNfiffITVUVIDUAL CAPACITY

ll;*lt"o"realleges 
and incorporates by reference as if firlly srated hereinparagraphs l-38

40' By their actions set forth herein, both the city of Everett and Robert van campen haveengaged in First Amendment retatiaiion against praintir, ;;;rg plaintiff damages.

41' The actions of the city of Everett and Robert 
J.an campen were taken under color of statelaw, and were underrakenlntenti";Jt;; u,ith reckres, di-;;er{d for Mr. slattery,sconstitutional rishts to fteedom or rf J""r, *,f,1';;atffi";"rl?",uorn.

42' Areasonable oublic official would have known that the actions of the city of Everett andRobert van campen were in 
"iorution 

oirln . siattery's coltitotio.ruily protected rights.

7
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43. As a direct and proximate result of the actions of the City of Everett and Robert Van
Campen, Mt. Slattery suffered serious harm including lost salary and benefits, a reduction in the
anticipated amount of his pension upon retiremen! mental anguish and emotional distress.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffdemands that this Court enter Judgment in his favor and against
Defendants City of Everett and Robert Van Campen, jointly and severally, in an amtunt to be
determined by this Court, including monies to compensate hiur for lost back pay and benefits,
punitive damages, interesg costs, attorneyos fees, and such other and further ielief that this Court
deems just and proper.

couNTy
MGL CTIAPTER T2 SECTIONS 1lH AND ITI.RETALIATION FOR DGRCISING

RIGHTS TO FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION AND ASSOCIATION, AGAINST CITY OF
EVERETT ANI} ROBERT VAN CAMPEN IN IIIS INDTVIDUAL CAPACITY

44. Plaintiffrealleges and incorporates by reference as if firlty stated herein paragraphs 1-43
above.

45. By their actions set forth hereino the City of Everett and Robert Van Campen have engaged
in First Amendment retaliation against ptaintiff.

50' The actions of the City of Everett and Robert Van Campen were taken under color of state
law, and were undertaken intentionally or with reckless disrigard for Mr. Slattery,s
constitutional rights to freedom of speech and freedom of ass6ciation.

11: A reasonable public official would have known thar the actions of the City of Everett and
Robert Van Carnpen were in violation of Mr. Slattery's conrtitotionalty protecteJrights.

l2' As a $1ect and proximate result of the actions of the City of Everett and Robert Van
campen" trzlr. Slattery suffered serious harm including lost rul*y and benefits, a reduction in theanticipated amount of his pension upon retirement, *-"nta- *guir6 and emotional distess.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffdemands that this C_ourt enter Judgment in his favor and againstDefendturts Crty of Everett and Robert van Campen, jointli and severally, in an amount to bedetermined by this Court, including monies to compensate him for lost back pay and benefits,
qunitivg damages, interest, costs, attorney's fees, and such other and frr:ther relief that this Co,rtdeems just and pnoper. 

, 
- -*

qogNT vr

FoRRErtf fr iliJ^?'P^T+il""ffi Sffi-gJSJEffi **,7sM

53' Plaintiffrestates and incorporates by reference as if firlly set forth herein paragraphs l-52
above.
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*MERAFT
5 i ' By its aetions se! forth above, and by the actions of its supervisors and managers forwhich it is reiponsibJ,etD..fe-nd*t cirv ;f dr.t rd;;lir"ir""o against Mr. srattery in violationof MGL chapter r7svr,the Massachusetts paia eamilv nreair.: Leave Ac1 Mr. siattery sufferedan adverse action within 6 months of when he was on i"uu. *derthe rururrurt uretts paid FamityMedical Leave Act.

WHEREFORE' Plaintiffdemands that this.coy enter Judgment in his favor and againstDefendant city of Everett, in an amount to be determin;J ft dir court, including monies tocompensate him for lost back pay and bene{t1, ttipi" [rt;;;s and benefits pursuant to chapterl75M seotion 9(d), lost fut*re pay and bengfitr, iqiot to t ir-i*""r, p"anitive damages, emotionalpain and suffering, interest, tortr, aftorney's rres, aoo ;;;h* and frrther relief that this courtdeernsjust and proper.

TBr,{Bl4

KEITH STATTERY
By his Attbmey,

Mitcheil
Law Office of

,|

Mitchell J Notis

/s/

27 Harvad Street
Brookline, MAAZ445
617-487-8677
mitchnotis@aol.com
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