
Second in a series 

IF EVER there was a consumer-oriented business that could stay open all night without disturbing 
anybody, it was the Boston Sports Club on Boylston Street in the Back Bay. The gym is located in the basement 
of an office building, well out of earshot of the genteel brownstones of Commonwealth Avenue. So when the 
gym’s owners sought permission in 2006 to operate around the clock, most people saw the proposal as an ame-
nity for late-night workers at the John Hancock Tower and other nearby buildings, not as something that would 
attract rowdies or turn Back Bay into a red-light district. 

The proposal had the support of the Boston Redevelopment Authority and the business-oriented Back 
Bay Association, and even a letter of non-objection from the Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay. Yet 
the proposal fell short before the city’s Zoning Board of Appeals. Robert Shortsleeve, the chairman of the board, 
couldn’t recall the circumstances, but noted that some proposals fail when board members can’t see the need.

Yet just because a need doesn’t register with the board of appeals — a seven-member group appointed 
by the mayor — or with the city’s elected leadership doesn’t mean it doesn’t exist. When stores and restaurants 
shut down at night, life gets difficult for people who work long hours, or odd hours. Among the pillars of Bos-
ton’s economy are institutions where 9-to-5 hours are rare — hospitals with overnight shifts; financial firms 
whose employees make deals in faraway time zones; and law firms whose billable-hour requirements keep at-
torneys at their desks deep into the night. Boston’s recent play for more tech firms, which abound with entrepre-
neurs who work late, only adds to the need for spots to shop, exercise, and get a bite to eat after 11 p.m. 

It’s time for the city to rethink its broad resistance to late-night commerce. A compelling public-safety 
case can be made for amending state law to stagger bar closings so that all the crowds don’t spill out onto the 
streets at 2 a.m., the current closing time. But even without that change, the mayor and other Boston officials 
should be open to allowing more late-night hours for other businesses. 

Neighborhood activists are understandably wary of late-night noise and activity. Exacerbating the prob-
lem, the gaps in the city’s transportation network become all too apparent after midnight. Yet there are ways to 
keep Boston open later without first reinventing the MBTA — and without hurting anyone’s quality of life. The 
city needs to pursue them. In a 24-hour economy, a dismissive civic attitude toward late-night commerce looks 
less like a quality-of-life choice than an economic hindrance.

Other communities see the value in round-the-clock gyms, which exist not just in New York and Los 
Angeles, but in Austin, Seattle, Charlotte, and Raleigh — mid-sized cities with which Boston is often thought 
to compete. There are even 24-hour gyms in a variety of suburban communities in Massachusetts. Boston’s 
economy won’t rise and fall on whether type-A lawyers can blast their abs at 3 a.m. But the Boylston Street case 
raised a vital question: Is Boston flexible enough to accommodate residents with out-of-the-ordinary needs? 

“Nothing good happens after midnight,” goes an old refrain — variants of which pop up time and again 
at community meetings. This attitude is a vestige of when only muggers and prostitutes would brave city streets 
in the wee hours. But for longtime residents, it’s easy to underestimate how thoroughly parts of Boston have 
been transformed in recent years. Between 2000 and 2010, Boston’s tiny urban core — an area of less than 4 
square miles stretching from the Fenway to the North End — added more than 13,000 residents. As once-de-
crepit properties fill with people and life, as the former Combat Zone gives way to luxury apartment towers, the 
automatic equation of late-night hours with seedy activity is less applicable than ever. 

As a practical matter, few shop owners and restaurateurs in the city’s quieter, less dense neighborhoods 
are clamoring to stay open past 11 p.m. In some areas, though, Boston should be working actively to promote 
late-night commerce. City Hall could designate a few areas — the obvious candidates include Boylston Street, 
Downtown Crossing, the Theatre District, and the Innovation District — as target sites for late-night stores, din-
ers, and other businesses. 

With such clusters, weeknight workhorses would know where to go for 2 a.m. Cobb salads, and week-
end revelers would know where to sober up over pizza after the bars let out. Police could focus their patrols on 
these areas, too. And if the MBTA were ever to resurrect its Night Owl service 
— as Governor Patrick contemplates doing, at least on weekends — the exis-
tence of specific late-night business zones simplifies the job of creating viable 
bus routes. 

The lack of late-night transit complicates the ability of businesses to 
hire workers, many of whom have no way to get home beyond walking or, 
until recently, riding their own bikes home. A cab ride back to Brighton or Ja-
maica Plain can eat up much of what a downtown restaurant server earns on a 
slow night. Meanwhile, the limit on the number of taxi medallions means that, 
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I
F EVER there was a consumer-orient-
ed business that could stay open all
night without disturbing anybody, it
was the Boston Sports Club on Boyl-

ston Street in the Back Bay. The gym is lo-
cated in the basement of an office building,
well out of earshot of the genteel brown-
stones of Commonwealth Avenue. So when
the gym’s owners sought permission in
2006 to operate around the clock, most peo-
ple saw the proposal as an amenity for late-
night workers at the John Hancock Tower
and other nearby buildings, not as some-
thing that would attract rowdies or turn
Back Bay into a red-light district.

The proposal had the support of the Bos-
ton Redevelopment Authority and the busi-
ness-oriented Back Bay Association, and
even a letter of non-objection from the
Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay.
Yet the proposal fell short before the city’s
Zoning Board of Appeals. Robert Short-
sleeve, the chairman of the board, couldn’t
recall the circumstances, but noted that
some proposals fail when board members
can’t see the need.

Yet just because a need doesn’t register
with the board of appeals — a seven-mem-
ber group appointed by the mayor — or
with the city’s elected lead-
ership doesn’t mean it
doesn’t exist. When stores
and restaurants shut down
at night, life gets difficult
for people who work long
hours, or odd hours.
Among the pillars of Bos-
ton’s economy are institu-
tions where 9-to-5 hours
are rare — hospitals with
overnight shifts; financial firms whose em-
ployees make deals in faraway time zones;
and law firms whose billable-hour require-
ments keep attorneys at their desks deep in-
to the night. Boston’s recent play for more
tech firms, which abound with entrepre-
neurs who work late, only adds to the need
for spots to shop, exercise, and get a bite to
eat after 11 p.m.

It’s time for the city to rethink its broad
resistance to late-night commerce. A com-
pelling public-safety case can be made for
amending state law to stagger bar closings
so that all the crowds don’t spill out onto
the streets at 2 a.m., the current closing
time. But even without that change, the
mayor and other Boston officials should be
open to allowing more late-night hours for
other businesses.

Neighborhood activists are understandably
wary of late-night noise and activity. Exac-
erbating the problem, the gaps in the city’s
transportation network become all too ap-
parent after midnight. Yet there are ways to
keep Boston open later without first rein-
venting the MBTA — and without hurting
anyone’s quality of life. The city needs to
pursue them. In a 24-hour economy, a dis-
missive civic attitude toward late-night
commerce looks less like a quality-of-life
choice than an economic hindrance.

Other communities see the value in
round-the-clock gyms, which exist not just
in New York and Los Angeles, but in Austin,
Seattle, Charlotte, and Raleigh — mid-sized
cities with which Boston is often thought to
compete. There are even 24-hour gyms in a
variety of suburban communities in Massa-
chusetts. Boston’s economy won’t rise and
fall on whether type-A lawyers can blast
their abs at 3 a.m. But the Boylston Street
case raised a vital question: Is Boston flexi-
ble enough to accommodate residents with
out-of-the-ordinary needs?

“Nothing good happens after midnight,”
goes an old refrain — variants of which pop
up time and again at community meetings.
This attitude is a vestige of when only mug-
gers and prostitutes would brave city streets
in the wee hours. But for longtime resi-

dents, it’s easy to underestimate how thor-
oughly parts of Boston have been trans-
formed in recent years. Between 2000 and
2010, Boston’s tiny urban core — an area of
less than 4 square miles stretching from the
Fenway to the North End — added more
than 13,000 residents. As once-decrepit
properties fill with people and life, as the
former Combat Zone gives way to luxury
apartment towers, the automatic equation
of late-night hours with seedy activity is less
applicable than ever.

As a practicalmatter, few shop owners and
restaurateurs in the city’s quieter, less dense
neighborhoods are clamoring to stay open
past 11 p.m. In some areas, though, Boston
should be working actively to promote late-
night commerce. City Hall could designate a
few areas — the obvious candidates include
Boylston Street, Downtown Crossing, the
Theatre District, and the Innovation Dis-
trict — as target sites for late-night stores,
diners, and other businesses.

With such clusters, weeknight workhors-
es would know where to go for 2 a.m. Cobb
salads, and weekend revelers would know
where to sober up over pizza after the bars
let out. Police could focus their patrols on
these areas, too. And if the MBTA were ever
to resurrect its Night Owl service — as Gov-

ernor Patrick contemplates
doing, at least on week-
ends — the existence of
specific late-night business
zones simplifies the job of
creating viable bus routes.

The lack of late-night
transit complicates the
ability of businesses to hire
workers, many of whom
have no way to get home

beyond walking or, until recently, riding
their own bikes home. A cab ride back to
Brighton or Jamaica Plain can eat up much
of what a downtown restaurant server earns
on a slow night. Meanwhile, the limit on the
number of taxi medallions means that, at
least on weekends, even people who can af-
ford cabs can’t always find them.

In the past, these problems seemed un-
solvable. The T’s Night Owl experiment
from 2001 to 2005 was underused, in part
because the buses arrived too infrequently.
But in just eight years, public transportation
has become far more predictable; in the
smartphone era, a bus that comes only ev-
ery half-hour is still convenient because T
customers know when to expect it.

Smartphone technologies can also take
pressure off the taxi system — as long as lo-
cal regulators leave car-hailing services like
Uber to their own devices. Cab companies
bristle at the competition; taxi regulators
complain about fares based on GPS instead
of traditional cab meters and about prices
that spike when cars are scarce. Yet every-
one who pays so-called “surge prices” for a
car during late hours is freeing up a cab for
someone else.

Other advances hold promise as well. Ex-
cept in the winter, the Hubway bike-sharing
system is available round the clock. Local
universities may be persuaded to use their
van fleets in innovative ways. Such advances
make Boston’s late-night transportation
problem look less complicated — and take
away the excuse that Boston logistically
can’t operate as a 24-hour city.

City Councilor Mike Ross frames the is-
sue in an intriguing way: In a densely
packed city without much easily develop-
able space, extending the city’s operating
hours is a way for more people to share its
amenities. Software engineers eating burg-
ers at 2 a.m. probably weren’t occupying a
restaurant table four hours earlier. Emer-
gency-room nurses running treadmill
sprints at 4 a.m. aren’t taking up machines
at 8:30. And who’s to say their preferences
are wrong? A city that’s open later is more
accommodating in every sense of the term.

OPEN UP, BOSTON

Hard-charging workforce
requires a 24-hour city

Letters should be written exclusively to the Globe and include
name, address, and daytime telephone number. They should be
200 words or fewer. All are subject to editing. Letters to the Editor,
The Boston Globe, P.O. Box 55819, Boston, MA 02205-5819;
letter@globe.com; fax: 617-929-2098
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TOM TOLES

Boston’s recent play
for more tech firms
only adds to the need
for spots to shop,
exercise, and get a bite
to eat after 11 p.m.

WASHINGTON, NATION BRACE FOR CUTS

THE ARTICLE “With no deal,
cuts will start biting in 1st week
of March” (Page A5, Feb. 24)
notes that people’s unemploy-
ment checks may drop by an
average of $132 a month as of
late March or early April. In ad-
dition, physicians’ Medicare re-
imbursements would be re-
duced. A lot of defense and ed-
ucation cuts would also happen
if sequestration goes into effect
as scheduled on Friday.

Doctors would treat fewer
Medicare patients. Jobless peo-
ple, already struggling to get by
on their present benefits,
would have an even harder
time making ends meet. The
article suggests that the impact
of sequestration could be eased
by cutting Medicare further
and cutting Medicaid.

We haven’t gotten where we
are as a country by attacking
the most vulnerable. Yet that
seems to be so much more ac-
ceptable to our leaders than
raising taxes more significantly
on the wealthiest members of
our society.

Why shouldn’t the wealthy
pay their fair share? America is
supposed to be about fairness.
Let’s restore a little fairness to

our country by making a deal
to avoid sequestration in which
those who can afford to have a
few dollars missing from their
portfolios experience that. They
still won’t have to know how it
feels to be unemployed and not
be able to put enough food on
the table for their children.

GREGORY R. KING
West Roxbury

Instead of hitting
vulnerable, call on
wealthy to step up

THE EDITORIAL “Sequester or
not, Pentagon must face fiscal
reality, too” (Feb. 22) was spot
on in its demand that the Pen-
tagon take on greater budget
accountability.

Pentagon spending is out of
hand, laden with waste and
without any real check on bud-
get growth. Of course funding
is necessary to keep Americans
safe and our country strong,
but this allocated money needs
to be used wisely.

As Congress seeks an alter-
native to the automatic seques-
ter cuts, the Pentagon should
reevaluate spending in light of
strategic needs. For example,
we could eliminate unneces-
sary purchases of tanks and ex-
travagant aircraft programs, or
shrink the Cold War-sized nu-

Time of austerity
calls for Pentagon
to reset priorities

clear arsenal, which is slated to
cost us about $640 billion over
the next decade. Instead, as the
editorial rightly identified,
changing threats in today’s
world, such as terrorism and
cyber security, should be Penta-
gon spending priorities.

Most important, we need to
make investments to strength-
en our economy with programs
to benefit American families
and create sustainable jobs. We
especially need to focus on re-
integrating returning veterans
from Iraq and Afghanistan into
the civilian workforce.

HANNAH WHEELER
Brighton

I DON’T understand why the
Washington establishment has
to be so cantankerous. It seems
so easy to me — the Republi-
cans have a plan, the Demo-
crats have a plan. Why don’t
they sit down with a cup of cof-
fee and discuss their respective
plans?

No side is going to get every-
thing. We sent these people to
Washington to do our business,
not their political business. It
seems as if playground egos
have taken over down there.

RICHARD MCCORMACK
New Durham, N.H.

Can’t they just
hash this out?

BRIAN MacQUARRIE present-
ed a remarkably balanced arti-
cle on the new bottled water
ban at the University of Ver-
mont (“At Vt. school, no admis-
sion for bottled water,” Page
A1, Feb. 15). The article also
discussed the larger underlying
issue — selling water in plastic
bottles.

As a 7-Eleven owner, I sell
bottled water, a lot of it, to peo-
ple heading to the gym or to
work, or to folks who simply
prefer to buy and drink their
water bottled. It is convenient
and safe, but most important, it
is their choice.

The word “banned” bothers
me. It really bothers me when
someone decides what I can
and cannot buy. Banning litter-
ing is a more reasonable alter-

Today, ban on
bottled water;
tomorrow,
ice cream?

native.
The bottled water compa-

nies have made huge improve-
ments in eco-friendly bottles
and responsible recycling. My
fleece jacket is made from recy-
cled plastic bottles.

To University of Vermont
students: Be careful what you

wish for. Those students who
were standing in line for free
Ben & Jerry’s ice cream may
one day find that someone has
banned it for their own good.
Too much sugar, bad for your
heart, etc.

DENNIS LANE
Quincy

IAN THOMAS JANSEN-LONNQUIST FOR THE BOSTON GLOBE

Bottled water has been banned at University of Vermont,
but flavored water and seltzer are still available.

I DID not read Representative
Edward J. Markey’s comments
about the Dred Scott and Citi-
zens United Supreme Court de-
cisions as equating the horrible
evil of slavery with the distort-
ing effects of unlimited third-
party campaign spending on
elections (“Edward Markey
holds firm on his analogy to
slavery ruling,” Feb. 21). In-
stead, I understood the re-
marks to suggest only that both
decisions imperiled basic rights
of citizenship, including the
fundamental right to self-deter-
mination.

It is worth adding that there
is an important, if ironic, legal
connection between the two
cases. Citizens United built on
the court’s 1886 decision that
effectively extended to corpora-
tions the rights of persons as
established by the 14th
Amendment, the constitutional
provision passed to guarantee
citizenship rights to African-
Americans following the aboli-
tion of slavery.

Thus an amendment de-
signed specifically to provide

basic rights to one of history’s
most oppressed populations
was, less than two decades lat-
er, put to the purpose of confer-
ring such rights on the most
powerful form of private eco-
nomic organization history had
ever seen: the American corpo-
ration.

PETER CLEARY YEAGER
Framingham

The writer teaches the sociol-
ogy of law at Boston Universi-
ty.

As it happens,
Citizens United
does have a tie to
slave history
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I
F EVER there was a consumer-orient-
ed business that could stay open all
night without disturbing anybody, it
was the Boston Sports Club on Boyl-

ston Street in the Back Bay. The gym is lo-
cated in the basement of an office building,
well out of earshot of the genteel brown-
stones of Commonwealth Avenue. So when
the gym’s owners sought permission in
2006 to operate around the clock, most peo-
ple saw the proposal as an amenity for late-
night workers at the John Hancock Tower
and other nearby buildings, not as some-
thing that would attract rowdies or turn
Back Bay into a red-light district.

The proposal had the support of the Bos-
ton Redevelopment Authority and the busi-
ness-oriented Back Bay Association, and
even a letter of non-objection from the
Neighborhood Association of the Back Bay.
Yet the proposal fell short before the city’s
Zoning Board of Appeals. Robert Short-
sleeve, the chairman of the board, couldn’t
recall the circumstances, but noted that
some proposals fail when board members
can’t see the need.

Yet just because a need doesn’t register
with the board of appeals — a seven-mem-
ber group appointed by the mayor — or
with the city’s elected lead-
ership doesn’t mean it
doesn’t exist. When stores
and restaurants shut down
at night, life gets difficult
for people who work long
hours, or odd hours.
Among the pillars of Bos-
ton’s economy are institu-
tions where 9-to-5 hours
are rare — hospitals with
overnight shifts; financial firms whose em-
ployees make deals in faraway time zones;
and law firms whose billable-hour require-
ments keep attorneys at their desks deep in-
to the night. Boston’s recent play for more
tech firms, which abound with entrepre-
neurs who work late, only adds to the need
for spots to shop, exercise, and get a bite to
eat after 11 p.m.

It’s time for the city to rethink its broad
resistance to late-night commerce. A com-
pelling public-safety case can be made for
amending state law to stagger bar closings
so that all the crowds don’t spill out onto
the streets at 2 a.m., the current closing
time. But even without that change, the
mayor and other Boston officials should be
open to allowing more late-night hours for
other businesses.

Neighborhood activists are understandably
wary of late-night noise and activity. Exac-
erbating the problem, the gaps in the city’s
transportation network become all too ap-
parent after midnight. Yet there are ways to
keep Boston open later without first rein-
venting the MBTA — and without hurting
anyone’s quality of life. The city needs to
pursue them. In a 24-hour economy, a dis-
missive civic attitude toward late-night
commerce looks less like a quality-of-life
choice than an economic hindrance.

Other communities see the value in
round-the-clock gyms, which exist not just
in New York and Los Angeles, but in Austin,
Seattle, Charlotte, and Raleigh — mid-sized
cities with which Boston is often thought to
compete. There are even 24-hour gyms in a
variety of suburban communities in Massa-
chusetts. Boston’s economy won’t rise and
fall on whether type-A lawyers can blast
their abs at 3 a.m. But the Boylston Street
case raised a vital question: Is Boston flexi-
ble enough to accommodate residents with
out-of-the-ordinary needs?

“Nothing good happens after midnight,”
goes an old refrain — variants of which pop
up time and again at community meetings.
This attitude is a vestige of when only mug-
gers and prostitutes would brave city streets
in the wee hours. But for longtime resi-

dents, it’s easy to underestimate how thor-
oughly parts of Boston have been trans-
formed in recent years. Between 2000 and
2010, Boston’s tiny urban core — an area of
less than 4 square miles stretching from the
Fenway to the North End — added more
than 13,000 residents. As once-decrepit
properties fill with people and life, as the
former Combat Zone gives way to luxury
apartment towers, the automatic equation
of late-night hours with seedy activity is less
applicable than ever.

As a practicalmatter, few shop owners and
restaurateurs in the city’s quieter, less dense
neighborhoods are clamoring to stay open
past 11 p.m. In some areas, though, Boston
should be working actively to promote late-
night commerce. City Hall could designate a
few areas — the obvious candidates include
Boylston Street, Downtown Crossing, the
Theatre District, and the Innovation Dis-
trict — as target sites for late-night stores,
diners, and other businesses.

With such clusters, weeknight workhors-
es would know where to go for 2 a.m. Cobb
salads, and weekend revelers would know
where to sober up over pizza after the bars
let out. Police could focus their patrols on
these areas, too. And if the MBTA were ever
to resurrect its Night Owl service — as Gov-

ernor Patrick contemplates
doing, at least on week-
ends — the existence of
specific late-night business
zones simplifies the job of
creating viable bus routes.

The lack of late-night
transit complicates the
ability of businesses to hire
workers, many of whom
have no way to get home

beyond walking or, until recently, riding
their own bikes home. A cab ride back to
Brighton or Jamaica Plain can eat up much
of what a downtown restaurant server earns
on a slow night. Meanwhile, the limit on the
number of taxi medallions means that, at
least on weekends, even people who can af-
ford cabs can’t always find them.

In the past, these problems seemed un-
solvable. The T’s Night Owl experiment
from 2001 to 2005 was underused, in part
because the buses arrived too infrequently.
But in just eight years, public transportation
has become far more predictable; in the
smartphone era, a bus that comes only ev-
ery half-hour is still convenient because T
customers know when to expect it.

Smartphone technologies can also take
pressure off the taxi system — as long as lo-
cal regulators leave car-hailing services like
Uber to their own devices. Cab companies
bristle at the competition; taxi regulators
complain about fares based on GPS instead
of traditional cab meters and about prices
that spike when cars are scarce. Yet every-
one who pays so-called “surge prices” for a
car during late hours is freeing up a cab for
someone else.

Other advances hold promise as well. Ex-
cept in the winter, the Hubway bike-sharing
system is available round the clock. Local
universities may be persuaded to use their
van fleets in innovative ways. Such advances
make Boston’s late-night transportation
problem look less complicated — and take
away the excuse that Boston logistically
can’t operate as a 24-hour city.

City Councilor Mike Ross frames the is-
sue in an intriguing way: In a densely
packed city without much easily develop-
able space, extending the city’s operating
hours is a way for more people to share its
amenities. Software engineers eating burg-
ers at 2 a.m. probably weren’t occupying a
restaurant table four hours earlier. Emer-
gency-room nurses running treadmill
sprints at 4 a.m. aren’t taking up machines
at 8:30. And who’s to say their preferences
are wrong? A city that’s open later is more
accommodating in every sense of the term.

OPEN UP, BOSTON

Hard-charging workforce
requires a 24-hour city
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TOM TOLES

Boston’s recent play
for more tech firms
only adds to the need
for spots to shop,
exercise, and get a bite
to eat after 11 p.m.

WASHINGTON, NATION BRACE FOR CUTS

THE ARTICLE “With no deal,
cuts will start biting in 1st week
of March” (Page A5, Feb. 24)
notes that people’s unemploy-
ment checks may drop by an
average of $132 a month as of
late March or early April. In ad-
dition, physicians’ Medicare re-
imbursements would be re-
duced. A lot of defense and ed-
ucation cuts would also happen
if sequestration goes into effect
as scheduled on Friday.

Doctors would treat fewer
Medicare patients. Jobless peo-
ple, already struggling to get by
on their present benefits,
would have an even harder
time making ends meet. The
article suggests that the impact
of sequestration could be eased
by cutting Medicare further
and cutting Medicaid.

We haven’t gotten where we
are as a country by attacking
the most vulnerable. Yet that
seems to be so much more ac-
ceptable to our leaders than
raising taxes more significantly
on the wealthiest members of
our society.

Why shouldn’t the wealthy
pay their fair share? America is
supposed to be about fairness.
Let’s restore a little fairness to

our country by making a deal
to avoid sequestration in which
those who can afford to have a
few dollars missing from their
portfolios experience that. They
still won’t have to know how it
feels to be unemployed and not
be able to put enough food on
the table for their children.

GREGORY R. KING
West Roxbury

Instead of hitting
vulnerable, call on
wealthy to step up

THE EDITORIAL “Sequester or
not, Pentagon must face fiscal
reality, too” (Feb. 22) was spot
on in its demand that the Pen-
tagon take on greater budget
accountability.

Pentagon spending is out of
hand, laden with waste and
without any real check on bud-
get growth. Of course funding
is necessary to keep Americans
safe and our country strong,
but this allocated money needs
to be used wisely.

As Congress seeks an alter-
native to the automatic seques-
ter cuts, the Pentagon should
reevaluate spending in light of
strategic needs. For example,
we could eliminate unneces-
sary purchases of tanks and ex-
travagant aircraft programs, or
shrink the Cold War-sized nu-

Time of austerity
calls for Pentagon
to reset priorities

clear arsenal, which is slated to
cost us about $640 billion over
the next decade. Instead, as the
editorial rightly identified,
changing threats in today’s
world, such as terrorism and
cyber security, should be Penta-
gon spending priorities.

Most important, we need to
make investments to strength-
en our economy with programs
to benefit American families
and create sustainable jobs. We
especially need to focus on re-
integrating returning veterans
from Iraq and Afghanistan into
the civilian workforce.

HANNAH WHEELER
Brighton

I DON’T understand why the
Washington establishment has
to be so cantankerous. It seems
so easy to me — the Republi-
cans have a plan, the Demo-
crats have a plan. Why don’t
they sit down with a cup of cof-
fee and discuss their respective
plans?

No side is going to get every-
thing. We sent these people to
Washington to do our business,
not their political business. It
seems as if playground egos
have taken over down there.

RICHARD MCCORMACK
New Durham, N.H.

Can’t they just
hash this out?

BRIAN MacQUARRIE present-
ed a remarkably balanced arti-
cle on the new bottled water
ban at the University of Ver-
mont (“At Vt. school, no admis-
sion for bottled water,” Page
A1, Feb. 15). The article also
discussed the larger underlying
issue — selling water in plastic
bottles.

As a 7-Eleven owner, I sell
bottled water, a lot of it, to peo-
ple heading to the gym or to
work, or to folks who simply
prefer to buy and drink their
water bottled. It is convenient
and safe, but most important, it
is their choice.

The word “banned” bothers
me. It really bothers me when
someone decides what I can
and cannot buy. Banning litter-
ing is a more reasonable alter-

Today, ban on
bottled water;
tomorrow,
ice cream?

native.
The bottled water compa-

nies have made huge improve-
ments in eco-friendly bottles
and responsible recycling. My
fleece jacket is made from recy-
cled plastic bottles.

To University of Vermont
students: Be careful what you

wish for. Those students who
were standing in line for free
Ben & Jerry’s ice cream may
one day find that someone has
banned it for their own good.
Too much sugar, bad for your
heart, etc.

DENNIS LANE
Quincy

IAN THOMAS JANSEN-LONNQUIST FOR THE BOSTON GLOBE

Bottled water has been banned at University of Vermont,
but flavored water and seltzer are still available.

I DID not read Representative
Edward J. Markey’s comments
about the Dred Scott and Citi-
zens United Supreme Court de-
cisions as equating the horrible
evil of slavery with the distort-
ing effects of unlimited third-
party campaign spending on
elections (“Edward Markey
holds firm on his analogy to
slavery ruling,” Feb. 21). In-
stead, I understood the re-
marks to suggest only that both
decisions imperiled basic rights
of citizenship, including the
fundamental right to self-deter-
mination.

It is worth adding that there
is an important, if ironic, legal
connection between the two
cases. Citizens United built on
the court’s 1886 decision that
effectively extended to corpora-
tions the rights of persons as
established by the 14th
Amendment, the constitutional
provision passed to guarantee
citizenship rights to African-
Americans following the aboli-
tion of slavery.

Thus an amendment de-
signed specifically to provide

basic rights to one of history’s
most oppressed populations
was, less than two decades lat-
er, put to the purpose of confer-
ring such rights on the most
powerful form of private eco-
nomic organization history had
ever seen: the American corpo-
ration.

PETER CLEARY YEAGER
Framingham

The writer teaches the sociol-
ogy of law at Boston Universi-
ty.

As it happens,
Citizens United
does have a tie to
slave history



at least on weekends, even people who can afford cabs can’t always find them.
In the past, these problems seemed unsolvable. The T’s Night Owl experiment from 2001 to 2005 was 

underused, in part because the buses arrived too infrequently. But in just eight years, public transportation has 
become far more predictable; in the smartphone era, a bus that comes only every half-hour is still convenient 
because T customers know when to expect it. 

Smartphone technologies can also take pressure off the taxi system — as long as local regulators leave 
car-hailing services like Uber to their own devices. Cab companies bristle at the competition; taxi regulators 
complain about fares based on GPS instead of traditional cab meters and about prices that spike when cars are 
scarce. Yet everyone who pays so-called “surge prices” for a car during late hours is freeing up a cab for some-
one else. 

Other advances hold promise as well. Except in the winter, the Hubway bike-sharing system is avail-
able round the clock. Local universities may be persuaded to use their van fleets in innovative ways. Such ad-
vances make Boston’s late-night transportation problem look less complicated — and take away the excuse that 
Boston logistically can’t operate as a 24-hour city. 

City Councilor Mike Ross frames the issue in an intriguing way: In a densely packed city without much 
easily developable space, extending the city’s operating hours is a way for more people to share its amenities. 
Software engineers eating burgers at 2 a.m. probably weren’t occupying a restaurant table four hours earlier. 
Emergency-room nurses running treadmill sprints at 4 a.m. aren’t taking up machines at 8:30. And who’s to say 
their preferences are wrong? A city that’s open later is more accommodating in every sense of the term. 
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