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CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
639 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE
(:AMHR@DGE. MASSACHUSETTS 02139

TEL 498:9077

RENT CONTROL BOARD
ROGER MERVIS, exécurive oirecror

MEMORANDUM

T0:  Paul Healey,C1ty Clerk

FROM: Roger Mervis, Executlve Director ;Z ‘/ﬁVf

RE: -  City Solicitor's Opinion

DATE: VDecember 29, 1982

Attached you will find the Board's proposed resolution
of a potential conflict-of-interest problem with one of our
future employees. This proposal was forwarded to the City -
Manager and the City Solicitor both of whom approved this
_approach. As you can see from the notation on the attached
memo, the City Solicitor has requested that we place a copy
of his opinion in this matter on record with the City Clerk.

If you should require any additional information, I
will be happy to supply it. Thank you for your assistance.



CITY OF CAM BRIDG E
630 MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE
CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
YeL 498:9077

RENT CONTROL BOARD
. EXECUTIVE DIRECTON

Board Members

Roger Mervis ;?/)’/

RE:  Appointment of Pat Cantor
DATE: December 8, 1982 .
I am forwarding to the City Manager a recommendation that Pat Cantor
ed as General Counsel of the Rent Control Board effective Janu-

ary 3, 1983. I have discussed the potential conflict—of-interest situation
with Pat relative to both her husband, Jeff Petruccelli, and his legal
associate, Saul Shapiro, and I believe that it can be satisfactorily resolved.
Nevertheless, I think that it is essential that the Board feel comfortable
with this resolution as well. Therefore, I would appreciate it if each of
you would study my proposal -and the attached ethical opinions which Pat

has obtained. If you have any concerns, please let me know immediately.

I propose that in any case before the Board, its Hearing Examiners,
or other staff members wherein Jeff Petruccelli or Saul Shapiro represent
one of the parties, Pat should remove herself from any involvement whatso-

ever in the case. Moreover, where any such case is appealed to Court by
the parties or the Board, the Board should be represented by someone other

than Pat who will again have no involvement whatsoever with the matter.
r Saul represent one of the parties, the
and to the Court where an appeal

1 has a familial relationship

Finally, in any case where Jeff o
Board shall disclose to all the parties (
is taken) that the Board's General Counse
to one of the counsel but that she has in no way participated in the
Poard's handling of the case or in any way influenced the ultimate resolu-
tion of the case. - ’
My proposal is based on the prenise that Jeff and Saul should be
Even though thelr new stationery will list them
W rather than as a pactnership, they will
Moreover , they will share
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T X treated as one entity.
Q.S = " + i~ :

FSH o 35 A professional assoclation
gxE=  F  still share office space and a phone number.
w55 = office evpenses although not a financial interest in each other's cases
t;j“: - inhile they are probably indepcndent of cach other in a strictly legal sense
58 G for conflict-of-interest purposes, this legal distinction would probably be
~ L lost on the public. Treating Saul's cases as we do Jeff's would allow the
=3 imard to maintain the appearance of propricty which I belicve 15 essential
if the Poard is to maintain the public': confidence and reospoect. '
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Comm. from Roger Mervis, Exec. Dir., ,Rent Control
Board Re: City Solicitor's opinion on potentiali
conflict of interest regarding future Board em—:
ployees.

" In City Council,

December 27, 1982





