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Counci liar David Sii11ivan and Counci 11or Graham have notified the City
Clerk of their intention to move Reconsideration of the vote of the City

, Council on November i6, 19gl adopting a resolution indicating that it is
the policy of the Cambridge City Council that the iinits located at 36-42

""

.
T,innaean Street and 4-6 Washington Avenue be exempted from Ordinance

"'

., Number 966, requiring removal permits to permit the current tenants at
" ,, ,, these addresses to omer/occupy his or her om iinit under the authority

, of the Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 43, Section iO4.
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'I

IN c1Ty COUNCIL

November i6, 198l
C

COUNCILLOR VELLUCCI

RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO CERTAIN TENANTS
.

OF 36-42 LINNAEAN STREET AND 4-6 WASHINGTON AVENUE
CAMBRIIFE, MASSACHUSETTS

WHEREAS: All tenants residing at the two above addresses received -

notice on July 6, i98i, from an outside developer to the
effect that he had entered into an agreement with the
common owner of the two buildings to which all iO6 rental
units at the above premises would be converted to condo-
miniums and sold by the developer on or before July 30,
1981; and

WHEREAS: Investigation by tenants convinced them that there Has no
way to retain these premises as rental units and no
alternative to condominium conversion existed; and that
without tenant initiative these units would be owned by a
collection of outside investors whose interest and willing- "

ness to improve and maintain the property was very doubtful;
and

WHEREAS: Therefore, the tenants of said buildings organized, formed
a steering committee, polled the residents¶ and consulted
with other Cambridge tenants whose buildings had undergone
conversion and consulted with the Rent Control Board; and

WHEREAS: It was the concensus of the vast majority of tenants of saidpremises that the only way to protect their interests was
to control the conversion process themselves by negotiating
with the developer an arrangement allowing the tenants to buy
out the developer and conduct the conversion themselves; and

WHEREAS: Such an arrangement was worked out between the developer and
the tenants on july 23, i98i, conditional on securing permanent
financing by November 20, i98i; and

m

WHEREAS: Pursuant to this arrangement each tenant was offered his/
her unit at cost plus $3,000 to be set aside for repairs
and iirprovements, with the result that the tenant nego-tiated purchase price was lower than what had been

" y
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. offered to tenants by the developer; and it also included
0 0

a "set aside" for improvements that was 200% greater
b «

than the developers; and

0

WHEREAS:
When the City Council adopted Ordinance 926 in August 1979,

it was the intent of the Council to allow tenarits to ·

~

purchase their units as condominiums; and

WHEREAS i Chit of 63 units occupied by pre-August 10, 1979 tenants
in 30 of those units have bought their own apartments;

,
· and out of the 43 units occupied by post-Al]eust 10, 1979

Pf: '
tenants, tenants in 28 units have sought permits from

·' the Cambridge Rent Control Board to owner-occupy their
t

apartments; and
t

WHEREAS : If the permit applicants residing in these 28 units are not
Allowed to buy and owner-occupy their units, the tenants

· would not have majority control. of the association and "

therefore the principal. purpose oF their effort would be

lost; and

WHEREAS: The permit applicants have appeared before a Rent Control
' Board hearing examiner on three occasions: August 19,

° September 11, and September 25; and their request to
owner-occupy their units have been supported in testimony,
two petitions and numerous letters by other tenants as
well as other tenant buyers, all of which is part of the
Rent Control Board record, but no decision has as yet been
reached ; and

K m
.

WHEREAS : Due to the complex financial arrangement whi'ch the tenants
had to be accept in order to be able to oversee their own
conversion, the tenant buyers absolutely must meet a
November 20, 1981, deadline by which they must jiave
permanent financing, in place, the securing of which is
directly tied to the ability of the tenants of all 58 unit8
(30 pre-l979 and 28-post 1979) to owner-occupy their units
and control their association; and

WHEREAS : The tenants have obtained estimates from compentent
contractors and developers that the properties in question

m

are in need of immediate renovation costing in excess of
$300,000, but if the post-August 1979 tenants of said
28 units are not allowed to owner-occupy their units, most
such units are likely to revert back to the developer
who has already indicated that he will not supply the
necessary funds to carry out these renovations; and

m
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WHEREAS: There are pre-August 1979 tenants in 33 units who did not
. choose to buy and occupy their units, although they were

Feligible to do so, and all of whose units were bought by
. investors, had all of these pre-August 1979 tenants chosen

P

to buy, there would be 63 fully legal condominium units
in these premises; and

?. WHEREAS : If the tenants who are asking permits are allowed to ·

f" owner-occupy the 28 units in question, the number of4 j-0 '
.

9' owner-occupied units would total 58, which does not exceed
t

the total number of units (63) occupied by pre-August 1979

tenants who were eligible at the time of conversion to
owner-occupy their units; this is to say that if tenants
are allowed to owner-occupy 58 units, as is their desire,
the nwnber of rerit controlled apartments that will remain
(48) is still in excess of the maximum potential number
of rental units (43) that would have been possible under
the existing law at the time of conversion; and

4

0

WHEREAS : The conversion process has been an extraordinary creative
and thoughtful one carried out by and for tenants under
extreme time pressures; and under which no tenant has
or shall be displaced; and whereas i-t is clearly ,

in thC interest of all residents (owners and tenants) and
the City that resident control by present tenants of
the properties in question be permitted and indeed encouraged;

t

" and

WHEREAS : It is believed that the foregoing combination of unusual '

circumstances is unique to these premises and granting
exceptions for the 28 units in question would therefore
not adversely affect the future enforcement of the applicable
City Ordinance and regulations; and whereas the granting
of the 28 exceptions sought would not adversely affect
the Cambridge rental housing stock, first because there
is no way to reconvert these premises to landlord-controlled
rental housing; these units are and will remain condominiums
irrespective of whether the tenants or outside invepitors

' control the conversion process and the association; and
second because the exceptions will not create a greater
number of owner-occupants that the 63 permitted by the
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS : It is essential. that the post-August 1.0 1979 tenants be
F

allowed to owner-occupy promptly the 28 units in questions
'

so that

0
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...tenant Euyers can control the association and
therefore the destiny of all residents

·B .permanent financing for all tenant buyers can
be obtained before the deadline

...the existing sense of community can be preserved
and protected

. . .essential repairs and renovations can be adgquately
and properly carried out '

i

t

now therefore be it
e

RESOLVED: That it is the policy of the Cambridge City Council that the
following units be exempted from Ordinance 966 of the City
of Cambridge insofar as absent such exemption removal permits
would be required to permit the current tenant to owner-occupyhis/her unit :

m

q

Units to be EXenpted
Linnaean Street Name of Tenant

36-1 Stephen and Louise Lewis
36-2 Nicholas Moughis
36-5 Michael Glenn

A36-8 Lisa Jacobson
36-12A Martha Topol
3&-2 Jayne Hildermuth
3&-3 John Reinstein

' 38-4 Rob Adelberg
%-6 . Betty Arnquist
36-6 William Welch
µ-12A Marty Weinstock S

3&-15 Susan Kaufman
40-4 Geof Simons & P. Zaremba-Simons
4Q-5 Lucie Searle
40-j2a Emily Bailen

.

40-U Sylvia Darrow
12-4 Valerie Zimber
1,2-7 Diane and William Bartley

.
*

0

m
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Units to be EXenipted
WashinRton Avenue Name of Tenant

4-3 Amy Gray and Ann jones4-6 ' Steven Heikin
4-g Jeong-hyeon Lee
4-12 Joan Goldberg
4-i9 William "Hanlon
6-7 Robert Farragher
6-lO David Jerison
6-ll Ann Sotan
6-12a Martha Heintz
6-i6 Linda Dias

and be it
Q

RESOLVED: Pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 43,
Section iO4 that this resolution be effected.

.

f
b

In City Council November i6, i98i, "

)

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:-Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.
Attest:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

A true copy;
L

ATTEST:-

'L2"'«
M
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IN CITY COUNCIL
J

A

·

i'loveruber 9, 1%'1

coUNcTT,T,nR VELLUCCI

RESOLUTION PERTAINING .IK) CERTAIN TENANTS
OF 36-42 LINNAEAN STREET AND ij-6 WASHINGTON AVENUE

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

WHEREAS: All tenants residing at the two above addresses received
- notice on July 6, i%i, from an outside developer to the °

effect that he had entered into an agreement with the
common owner of the two buildings to which all iO6 rentalunits at the above premises would be converted to condo-

.
miniums and sold by the developer on or before July 30,.

i98i; and
.

0

WHEREAS: Investigation by tenants convinced them that there was no
way to retain these premises as rental units and noalternative to condomirlium conversion existed; and thatwithout tenant initiative these unii..s would be owned by a

.collection of outside investors whose intcrest and willing--

ness 'to improve and maintain the property was very doubtful;and
t

WHEREAS: Therefore, the tenants of said buildings organized, formed
. a steering committee, polled the residents, and consulted

with other Cambridge tenants whose buildings had undergone
" conversion and consulted with the Rent Control Board; and

,

WHEREAS: It was the concensus of the vast majority of tenants of saidpremises that the only way to protect their interests wasto control the conversion process themselves by negotiatiftg: with the developer an arrangement allowing the tenants to buy"

out the developer and conduct the conversion themselves; and '

WHEREAS: Such an arrangement was worked out between the developer andthe tenants on july 23, i98i, conditional on securing permanent
financing by November 20, 1981; and

.

- WHEREAS: Pursuant to this arrangement each tenant was offered his/
her unit at cost plus $3,ooo to be set aside for repairs 0

and improvements, with the result that the tenant nego-tiated purchase price was lower than what had been
T

.

.
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F offered to tenants by the developer; and it also included
a "set aside" for improvements that was 200Z greater

, e

. than the developers; and
P

WH EREAS : When the City Council adopted Ordinance 926 in August 1979,

it was the intent of the Council to allow tenants to4 F

purchase their uni ts ,1s con(|ol|li|) intns; :ind
P

'

WHEREAS i (jut of 6) units o(:(:tll)ic(| by l'r(!-A(lt:(j!'t 10, 1979 tenants
P

in 30 of those units have boup,ht tl}(:ir own ,ipartments;
_\ , · ttnd out of the 43 units o(:('t|l)ie(l by 1)OAt-All/: (lSt LO, 1979
A.

·." tenants, tenants in 28 units hmie sjouXht permits from
" ' the Cambridge Rent Control Board to owner-occupy theLr

apartments; and
t

IJH ER EAS : If the permit applicants residinj; in these 28 units are not
allowed to bny and owner-occupy their units, the tenants

' would not have majQrity control "of the association and
therefore the principal purpose of their effort would be

lost; and

WHEREAS : The permit applicants havc :ippcarcd before a Rent Control
Board hearinR examiner on three occasions: Auj',ust 19,
September 11, and September 25; and their request to .

owner-occupy their units have been supported in testimony,
two petitions and numerous letters by other tenants as
well as other tenant buyers, ,i1.1 of whi.ch is part of the
Rent Control Board record, but no decision has as yet been
reached; and

WHEREAS : ' Due to the complex financial arrangement which the tenants
had to be accept in order to be able to oversee their own
conversion, the tenant buycrs absolutely must meet a
November 20, 1981, deadline by which they must have
permanent financinj', in place, the securing of which is
directly tied to the ability of the tenants of all 58 unit8
(30 pre-l979 and 28-r'ogt 1979) to owner-occupy their unit8
and control their association; and

WHEREAS : The tenants have obtained estimates from compentent
contractors and developers that the properties in question

J 1

are in need of immediate renovation costing in excess of
$300,000, but if the post-August 1.979 tenants of said
28 units are not allowed to owner-occupy thcir units, most
such units are likely to revert back to the developer
who has already indicated that he will not supply the

. necessary funds to carry out these renovations; and
LA 1
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LTHERFAS: There are pre-August 1979 L('|);|[)t.q in 33 units who did not
. choose to buy and occupy their units, a1thouph they were

eligible to do so, and all of whose units were bought by

investors, had all of thcsc pre4\uj;us: t ).979 tenants chosen

to buy, there would be 63 fully 1.(.'R;]1 condominium units
in these premises; and

Ee., WHEREAS : If the tenants who are asking permits are cllowed to ·

· owner-occupy the 28 units in question, the number of
'C

,' ' owner-occupied units would total 58, which does not exceed
' the total number of uni.ts (63) occupied by pre-August 1979

- tenants who were eligible at the time of conversion to
owner-occupy their units; this is to say that i f tenants
are 'allowed to owner-occupy 58 units, as is their desire,
the number of rent controlled apartments that will remain

' (48) is still in excess of the maximum potential number

of rental units (43) that would have been possible under
the existing law at the time of conversion; and

,

P

WHEREAS : The conversion process h:is bt?en an extraordinary creative
and thoughtful one carried out by and for tenants under
extreme ti.me piessures; and under which no tenant has

or shall be displaced; and whereas it is clearly
in the interest of all residents (owners and tenants) and

the City that residcnt control by present tenants of
the propert ies in question 1)(' pcrinl ttcd mid indeed encouraged;

· and

WHEREAS : It is believed that the fore!:oin/: combinat ion of unusual
circumstances is unique to these premises and granting
exceptions for the 28 units in question would therefore
not adversely affect the future enforcement of the applicable
City Ordinance and regulations; and whereas the granting
of the 28 exceptions sought would not adversely affect
the Cambridge rental housing stock, first because there
is no way to reconvert these premises to landlord-controlled
rental housing; these units are and will remain condominiums

irrespective of whether the tenants or outside investors
control the conversion process and the associ.ation; and
second because the exceptions will not create a greater
number of owner-occupant's that the 63 permitted by the
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS: It is essential that the post-Auj;ust IQ 1979 tenants be

allowed to owner-occupy proinptly the 28 units in questions
"

so that

C
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. ..tenant tuyers can control the association and
therefore the destiny of all resicents

·Q5 .permanent financing for all tenant buyers can
be obtained before the deadline

...the existing sense of community can be preserved
and protected

. ..essential repairs and renovations can be adequately
and properly carried out

now therefore be it
fRESOLVED: That it is the policy of the Cambridge City Council that thefollowing units be exempted from Ordinance 966 of the Cityof Cambridge insofar as absent such exemption removal pemitswould be required to permit the current tenant to owner-occupyhis/her unit:

b

0

/

Units to be Exenpted
Linnaean Street Name of Tenant

.
36-1 Stephen and Louise Lewis36-2 Nicholas Moughis36-5

, Michael Glenn
36-8 Lisa Jacobson36-12A Martha Topol
%-2 Jayne Wilderrmth3&-3 John Reinstein
%-4 Rob Adelberg
%-6 Betty Amquist36-6 William Welch
38A2A Marty Weinstock S

38-15 Susan Kaufman
40-4 Geof Simons & P. Zareniba-Simons
4Q-5 Lucie Searle
40-J2A Emily Bailen
4O-U Sylvia Darrow
42-4 Valerie Ziniber
42-7 Diane and William Bartley

0

.
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Units to be EXempted
Washinkton Avenue Name of Tenant

1

- 4-3 Any Gray and Ann jones
4-6 Steven Heikin
4-g Jeong-hyeon Lee
4-12 Joan Goldberg
4-i9 William Hanlon
6-'7 Robert Farragher
6-lO David Jerison
6-ll Ann Sotan
6-12a Martha Heintz
6-i6 Linda Dias

and be it
0 V

RESOLVED: Pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 43,
Section iO4 that this resolution be effected.

F

,

In City Council November i6, i98l. '

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:-Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent C).

Attest:- Paul E. I-lealy, City Clerk.

A true copy;

" ATTEST:
-

L2""^"S

RECONSIDERATION FTT,En BY COUNCILLOR DAVIb SULLIVAN AND COUNCILIJOR GRAHAM
a
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fd"ovewber 9, 19$'1

COUNCIILOR VELLUCCI

RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO CERTAIN TENANTS
OF 36-42 LINNAEAN STREET AND 4-6 WASHINGTON AVENUE

CAMBRITGE, MASSACHUSETTS

WHEREAS: All tenants residing at the two above addresses received :

notice on July 6, 1981¶ from an outside developer to theeffect that he had entered into an agreement with the
common owner of the two buildings to which all iO6 rentalunits at the above premises would be converted to condo-miniums and sold by the developer on or before July 30,i98i; and

.

WHEREAS: Investigation by tenants convinced them that there was no'

way to retain these premises as rental units and noalternative to condomirdum conversion existed; and thatwithout tenant initiative these units would be owed by acollection of outside investors whose interest and willing-nesS to improve and maintain the property was very doubtful;and

WHEREAS: Therefore, the tenants of said buildings organized, formed
a steering committee, polled the residents, and consultedwith other Cambridge tenants whose buildings had undergone

, conversion and consulted with the Rent Control Board; and
WHEREAS: It was the concensus of the vast majority of tenants of saidpremises that the only 'way Lo protect their interests wasto control the conversion process themselves by negotiating

mwith the developer an arrangement allowing the tenants to buyout the developer and conduct the conversion themselves; and
,WHEREAS: Such an arrangement was worked out between the developer andthe tenants on july 239 i98i, conditional on securing permanentfinancing by November 20, 1981; and

WHEREAS: Pursuant to this arrangement each tenant was offered his/her unit at cost plus $3,ooo to be set aside for repairs"

and improvements¶ with the result that the tenant nego-tiated purchase price was lower than what had been
¶
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. offered to tenants by the developer; and i.t also included
a "set aside" for improvements that was 2007, greaterm

. than the developers; and
$

WHEREAS : When the City Council adopted Ordinance 926 in August 1979,

it was the intent of the Cntinci1. to Mlow ten:ints to. .

purchase their units as con(|olnini(lms; :ind
'

WHEREAS i nut of 63 units o(:(:u|)i(?(l by l'r(!-jAll[nl:'t 10, .1979 tenants
in 30 of those units have l)o|u',l)t their own apartments;

i,' ' · md out of the 43 units: o(:c|ll)ie(| by I)('St-A|l/}(lSt 10, 1979
.i

tenants, tenants in 28 units have sjoURht permits from"'
'

the Cambridge Rent Control Board to owner-occupy thelr.

apartments; and
t

WHEREAS : If the permit applicants residing in these 28 units are not,U1oweci to buy and owner-occupy thci.r units, the tenants'would not have majority control. of the associatioti and
therefore the principal purpose of their effort would be
lost; and !

WHEREAS : The permit applicants have appeared before a Rent Control
Board hearing examiner on three occasions: August 19,
September ll, and September 25; and their request to
owner-occupy their units h:ivc' been supported in testimony,
two petitions and numerous let:ttrs by other tenants aswell as other tenant buyers, :i1.1 of 'whi.ch is part of the
Rent Control Board record, but no decision has as yet been
reached ; and

.

WHEREAS : Due to the complex financial arrangement which the tenantshad to be accept in order to be able to oversee their ownconversion, the tenant buyc'rs absolutely must meet a
November 20, 1981, deadline by which they must have
permanent financinp, in place, the securing of which isdirectly tied to the ability of the tenanU of all 58 unit8(30 pre-1979 and 28-ro8t 1.979) to owner-occupy their Unlt8and control their association; and

WHEREAS : The tenants have obtained estimates from compentent
contractors and developers that the properties in question
are in need of immediate renovation costing in excess of$300,000, but if the post-August 1.979 tenants o"f said
28 units are not allowed to owner-occupy thcir units, most
such units are likely to revert back to the developer
who has already indicated that he will not supply the
necessary funds to carry out these renovations; and
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WI'IEREAS: There are pre-August 1979 tc'imnts in 33 units who did not
. choose to buy and occupy their iini t.s, a1t"l)(mith they were'

eligible to do so, and all of whose units were bought by
investors, had all of thesc pre-Auj;us:t 1.979 tenants chosen'

to buy, there would be 63 full y ].q';'i1 cond(minium unitsq

' \

' in these premises; and
1

'

hi: '
WHEREAS : If the tenants who are asking permits are allowed to ·

· owner"occupy the 28 units in question, the number of1' ' owner-occupied units would total 58, which does not exceed'
the total number of units (63) occupied by pre-August 1979

- tenants who were eligible at the time of conversion to
, owner-occupy their units; this is to say that if tenants

are allowed to owner-occupy 58 units, as is their desire,
athe number of rent controlled apartme[lts that will remain

(48) is still in excess of the maximum potx'ntial number
of rental units (43) that would have been possible under

. the existing law at the time of conversion; and
O

WHEREAS: The conversion process h,is been an extraordinary creativeand thoughtful one carried out by and for tenants under
extreme time pressures; and under which no tenant has
or shall be displaced; and whereas it is clearly
in the interest of all residents (owners and'tenants) and
the City that resident control by present tenants ofthe properties in (lue.qtfol) 1)(' l')(!rln j ttcd :ind lndecd encouraged;

.· and
'

WHEREAS :
"

It is believed that the forekoinlq combinat ion of unusual
circumstances is u,nique to these premises and granting
exceptions for the 28 units .in question would therefore
not adversely affect the future enforcement of the applicable
City Ordinance and regulations; and whereas the grantingof the 28 exceptions sought would not adversely affectthe Cambridge rental housing stock, first because thereis no way to reconvert these premises to landlord-controlled
rental housing; these units are and will remain condominiums
irrespective of whether the tenants or outside investors"

control the conversion process and the association; and
second because the exceptions will not create a greater
number of owner-occupants that the 63 permitted by the
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS : It is essential that the post-Auj;ust 10 1979 tenants be
m

4

allowed to owner-occljpy j'romj't.l.y the 28 units in questions
'

so that
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...tenant l:uyers can control the association and
therefore the destiny of all residents

.« .permanent financing for all tenant buyers can
be obtained before the deadline

...the existing sense of community can be preserved
and protected

.. .essential repairs and renovations can be adequately
and properly carried out

t

now therefore be it
RESOLVED: That it is the policy of the Cambridge City Council that thefollowing units be exempted from Ordinance 966 of the Cityof Cambridge insofar as absent such exemption removal pemitswould be required to permit the current tenant to owner-occupyhis/her unit:

b

Units to be Exenipted
Linnaean Street

'

Name of Tenant

.
36-1

Stephen and Louise Lewis%-2
. Nicholas Moughis%-5 Michael Glenn36-8 Lisa jacobson36-12A

Martha Topol%-2 Jayne Wildermuth
%-3 John Reinstein
3&4 Rob Adelberg
3&6 Betty Amquist36-6 William Welch '

3>12a Marty Weinstock S

38-15 Susan Kaufman
40-4

. Geof Simons & P. Zaremba-Simons
4Q-5 Lucie Searle
40-12A Emily Bailen
4O-l4 Sylvia Darrow ·

42-4 Valerie Zimber
42-7 Diane and William Bartley
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Units to be EXempted
WashinRton Avenue Name of Tenant

1

4-3 Amy Gray and Ann Jones
4-6 Steven HeikinD

4-g
. Jeong-hyeon Lee

4-l? Joan Goldberg
4-19 William Hanlon
6-7 Robert Farragher
6-lO David Jerison
6-ll Ann Sotan
6-12a Martha Heintz
6-i6 Linda Dias

F

" and be it
4

.

RESOLVED: Pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 43,
Section 104 that this resolution be effected.

b

In City Council November llj, 198i. '

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:-Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent C).

Attest;- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

A true copy;

ATTEST:-
L2Au¶lS

\

.RECONSIDERATION FTT,En BY COUNCILLOR DAVIb SULLIVAN AND COUNCILIDR GRAHAM
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IN CITY CC(JNC1L

fioveniber 9, 1%1

COUNCILLOR VELLUCCI

RESOLUTION PERTAINING IK) CERTAIN TENANTS
OF 36-42 LINNAEAN STREET AND i,-6 WASHINGTON AVENUE

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETFS

WHEREAS: All tenants residing at the twj above addresses receivednotice on july 6, i98i, from an outside developer to theeffect that he had entered into an agreement with the
common owner of the two buildings to which all 106 rentalunits at the above premises would be converted to condo-miniums and sold by the developer on or before July 30,
i98i; and

WHEREAS: Investigation by tenants convinced them that there was no
way to retain these premises as rental units and noalternative to (:ondomirlium conversion existed; and thatwithout tenant initiative these units would be owned by acollection of outside il1ves("mrf3 Oo3c interest and willing-ness to improve and maintain the property was very doubtful;and

WHEREAS: Therefore, the tenants of said buildings organized, formed
a steering comittee, polled the residents, and consulted
with other Cambridge tenants whose buildings had undergone
conversion and consulted with the Rent Control Board; and

WHEREAS: It was the concensus of the vast majority of tenants of saidpremises that the only way to protect their interests wasto control the conversion process themselves by negotiatingwith the developer an arrangement allowing the tenants to buy
out the developer and conduct the conversion themselve3; and

WHEREAS: Such an arrangement was worked out between the developer and
the tenants on july 23, i98i, conditional on securing permanent
financing by November 20, 198i; and

· _ r

WHEREAS: Pursuant to this arrangement each tenant was offered his/
her unit at cost plus $3,000 to be 3et aside for repairsand irr!provementsg with the result that thC tenant nego-tiated purchase price was lower than what had been

W
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offered to tenants by the developer; and it also included
a "set aside" for improvements that was 200% greater.

. than the developers; and

WHEREAS : When the City Council adopted Ordinance 926 in August 1979,

it was the intent of the Council. to allow tenants to
purchase their units as: c()n(|o|l|initms; :inc1

'

WHEREAS i nut of 63 units o(:(:tll)tc(l by pre-Alu:|l!'t LO, 1979 tenants
in 30 of those units have boiip,ht their own apartments;
and out of the 43 units o('('l|l)ie(| by pc'st-Auj;ust LO, 1979E'
tenants, tenants in 28 units: h,'ive !doukht permits from

"' the Cambridgc Rent Control Board to owner-occupy theLr
apartments; and

WH EREAS : If the permit applicants residing in these 28 units are not
allowed to buy and owner-occupy tliei.r units, the tenants
would not have majority cnntrol of the association and
therefore the principal purpose of their effort would be
lost; and

WHEREAS : The permit applicants have nppeared before a Rent Control
Board hearing examiner on three occasions: August 19,
September 11, and September 25; and their reqiiest to
owner-occupy their units have been supported in testimony,
two petitions and numerous letters by other tenants as
well as other tenant buyers, .i1.1 of 'whi.ch is part of the
Rent Control Board record, but no decision has as yet been
reached; and

WHEREAS : Due to the complex f inancial arrangement which the tenants
had to be accept in order to be able to oversee their own
conversion, the tenant buyers absolutely must meet a
November 20, 1981, deadline by which they must have
permanent flnancinp, in place, the securing of which is
directly tied to the ability of the tenants of all 58 unit8(30 pre-l979 and 28-po8t 1979) to owner-occupy their unlt8
and control their association; and

WHEREAS : The tenants have obtained estimates from compentent
contractors and developers that the properties in question
are in need of immediate renovation costing in excess of
$300,000, but if the post-/higust 1.979 tenants of said
28 units are not allowed to owner-occupy thc'i.r units, most
such units are likely to revert back to the developer
who has already indicated that he will not supply the
necessary funds' to carry out these renovations; and
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WHEREAS : There are pre-August 1979 t('|l;!l)tS In 33 units who dld not
. choose to buy and occnpy their units, a1thoup,h they were

eligible to do sq, rind all of whose units were bouµht by
investors, had all of thesc l)re-Auj:us;t 1.9 79 tcnants chosen"

to buy, there would be 63 full y ]'!1:')1 condnminium unitsin these premises; and

hi.' WH EREAS : If the tenants who are asking permits are allowed to ·· owner"occupy the 28 units in question, the number of0

,' ' owner-occupied units would total 58, which does not exceed!'

the total number of units (63) occupied by pre-August 1979
- tenants who were eligible at the time of conversion to

owner-occupy their units; this is to say that if tenants
are allowed to owner-occupy 58 units, as is their desire,the number of rent controlled apartlnents that will remain(48) is still in excess of the maximum potential number
of rental units (43°) that would have been possible under
the existing law at the time of conversion; and

¶

P

WHEREAS: The conversion process h,is been an extraordinary creativeand thoughtful one carried out by and for tenants under
extreme ti.me piessures; and under which no tenant has
or shall be displaced; and whereas it is clearlyin the interest of rill residents (owners rind tenants) and
the City that resident control by present tenants ofthe propert ies in question 1)1' µcrin1 t' t"('(l :ind jl](](!c(| encouraged;

· and

WHEREAS : It is believed that the fore!:oinl{ combination of unusual
circumstances is unique to these premises and granting
exceptions for the 28 units in question would therefore
not adversely affect the future enforcement of the applicableCity Ordinance and regulations; and whereas the grantingof the 28 exceptions sought would not adversely affectthe Cambridge rental housing stock, f irst because thereis no way to reconvert these premises to landlord-controlled
rental housing; these units are and will remain condominiums
irrespective of whether the tenants or outside investors
control the conversion process and the association; and
second because the exceptions will not create a greaternumber of owner-occupants that the 63 permitted by the
Ordinance; and

NHEREAS : It is essential that the l)ost-Al]m)st 10 1979 tenants be
dallowed to owner-occupy j'ronq'tly the 28 units in questions'

so that
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' ...tenant Myers can control the association and
therefore the destiny of all resiCfents

.B .permanent financing for all tenant buyers can
be obtained before the deadline

...the existing sense of community can be preserved
and protected

...esSential repairs and renovations can be adequately
and properly carried out

0

.

now therefore be it
.

RESOLVED: That it 13 the policy of the Cambridge City Council that thefollowing units be exempted from Ordinance 966 of the Cityof Cambridge insofar as absent such exemption removal permitswould be required to permit the current tenant to owner-occupyhis/her unit;Y

t

Units to be Exenpted
Linnaean Street Name of Tenant

P

36-1
, Stephen and Loiiise Lewis%-2 Nicholas Moughis%-5 Michael Glenn36-8 Lisa jacobson36-12A

Martha Topol%-2 Jayne Wilderrmth38-3 John Reinstein3&4 Rob Adelberg3&6 Betty Amquist36-6 William Welch
3>12A Marty Weinstock S

38-15 Susan Kaufman
40-4

. Geof Simons & P. Zareniba-Simons40-5 Lucie Searle
40-12A "

Emily Bailen4O-l4 Sylvia Darrow
42-4 Valerie Zimber

" 42-7 Diane and William Bartley
P
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Units to be EXempted
Washinkton Avenue Name of 'l'enant

F

4_3 Arny Gray and Ann Jones
4-6 Steven Heikin
4-g Jeong-hyeon Lee
4-l? Joan Goldberg
4-i9 William Hanlon
6-7 Robert Farragher
6-lO David Jerison
6-ll Ann Sotan
6-12A Martha Heintz
6-i6 Linda Dias

LA

and be it
4 0

RESOLVED: Pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 43,
Section 104 that this resolution be effected.

- In City Council November i6, i98i. '

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:-Yeas 5; Nays 4; Absent 0.
Attest:- Paul E. I-lealy, City Clerk.

A true copy;

ATTEST:- .

A ,QS
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RECONSIDERATION FTT,FA BY COUNCILLOR DAVIb SULLIVAN AND COUNCILI,0R GRAHAM
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IN CITY COUNCIL

coUN6'EEbe*mTm=mm October i9, i98i
RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO CERTAIN TENANTS

OF 36-42 LINNAEAN STREET AND 4-6 WASHINGTON AVENUE

i: CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS
'

,:S

'*
4

,

WHEREAS:
'

All the tenants residing at the two above addresses
received notice on July 6, 1981, from an outside
developer to the effect that he had entered into an
agreement with the common owner of the two buildings
to which all 106 rental units at the above premises
would be converted to condominiums and sold by the
developer on or before July 30, 1981; and

WHEREAS: Investigation by tenants convinced them that there was

no way to retain these premises as rental units and no

alternative to condominium conversion existed; and

that. without tenant initiative these units would be
owned by a collection of outside investors whose interest
and willingness to improve and maintain the property
was very doubtful; and

WHEREAS: Therefore, the tenants of said buildings organized,
formed a steering committee, polled the residents, and

consulted with other Cambridge tenants whose buildings
had undergone conversion and consulted with the Rent

, Contrcl Board; and

WHEREAS: It was the concensus of the vast majority of tenants of
said premises that the only way to protect their interests
was to control the conversion process themselves by

negotiating with the developer an arrangement allowing
the tenants to buy out the developer and conduct the
conversion themselves; and

WHEREAS: ," Such an arrangement wasworkedout between the developer
and the tenants on July 23, 1981, conditional on securing

.

4|ygc permanent financing by November 20, 1981; and

WHEREAS. Pursuant to this arrangement each tenant was offered
his/her unit at cost plus $3,000 to be set aside for
repairs and improvements, with the result that the tenant
negotiated purchase price was lower than what had been

"'"V"": '
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...tenant buyers can control the association and

therefore the destiny of all residents

f P

...permanent financ:uig for all tenant buyers can
be obtained before the deadline

...the existing sense of community can be preserved
IE., ' and protected

,

"

W·

":' ...essential repairs and renovations can be adequately
and properly carried out

"°"=°µq" 'hCa-L4y ';yj cm~j'm±
resolved: That'jthe following units be exempted from Ordinance 969

of the City of Cambridge insofar as absent such exemption
removal permits would be required to permit the current
tenant to owner-occupy his/her unit:

J

Units to Le Exenipted \

Linnaean Street Name of Tenant ·

36-l Stephen and Louise Ikwis
36-2 Nicholas Moughis
36-5 Michael Glenn

!' 36-B , Lisa jacobson
t

'" 36-12A Martha Topol
38-2 jayne Wildermuth
38-3 john Reinstein
38-4 ' Rob Adelberg
38-6 Betty Arnquist
36-6'. William Welch
38-12A Marty jNCinstock
38-15 Susan Kaufrran
40-4 Geof Simcjns & P. Zarerrba-Simns
40-5 Lucie Searle
40-12A Emily Bailen
40-14 ' Sylvia Darrow
42-4 Valerie Ziniber
42-7 Diane and William Bajtley
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Units to be Exempted
Washington Avenue Nam of Tenarit

4-3 Amy Gray and Ann jones
4-6 Steven Heikin

' 4-9
,

jeong-hyeon Ike
4-12 Joan Goldberg
4-19 William Hanlon
6-7 Robert Farragher
6-lO .

· David jerison
6-ll Ann Sotan
6-12A Martha Heintz
6-16

' Linda Dias
>

· g_& jbd-LEL :±
'

(Ll&, m~= " j^-f (A-g 1L- cA,tm t>
,

-- " A,^:# iOY ALt 1E: ^~A^7'"— J-q-
g

j - «+°
In City Council October 19, 1981.

Failed of adoption by a yea and nay vote:-
Yeas 4; Nays 5; Absent 0.
Attest:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

' A true copY;
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IN CITY COUNCIL
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November 2, i98i

0

C0UNCTT,T,OR WALTER SULLIVAN
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ORDEKEb: That Ordinance No. 966 /and Ciiapter 23 of the General Ordinances
entitled "Regulations Pertaining to Controlled Rental Housing
Units" be and hereby is amended by adding at the end of section
(c Q) the following sentencCf This section shall not apply to the

4 tenants who wish to purchase the units located at the premises
numbered 36-42 Linnaean Street and 4-6 Washington Avenue; and
therefore shall be exempt from the provisions of this Ordinance."
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CHARTER RIGHTED BY C0UNCTT,TDR DAVID SULLIVAN
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CALENDAR ITEM NO. 15

IN CITY COUNCIL

November 16,
19¢l

COUNCILLOR VELLUCCI

RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO CERTAIN TENANTS

OF 36-42 LINNAEAN STRKM' AND 4-6 WASHINGTON AVENUE
.

CAMBRIIRE, MASSACHUSETTS

WUEIIEAS: All tenants residing at the two above addresses received
notice on July 6, i98i, from an outside developer to the
effect that he had entered into an agreement with the
common owner of the two buildings to which all i06 rental
units at the above premises would be converted to condo-
miniums and sold by the developer on or before July 30,
i98i; and

WHEREAS: Investigation by tenants convinced them that there was no
way to retain these premises as rental units and no
alternative to condominium conversion existed; and that

" without tenant initiative these units would be omed by a
collection of outside investors whose interest and willing-
ness to iinprove and maintain the property was very doubtful;
and

WHEREAS: Therefore, the tenants of said buildings organized, formed
a steering committee, polled the residents, and consulted
with other Cambridge tenants whose buildings had undergone

,

conversion and consulted with the Rent Control Board; and

WHEREAS: It was the concensus of the vast majority of tenants of said
premises that the only way to protect their interests was
to control the conversion process themselves by negotiating
with the developer an arrangement allnwing the tenants to buy
out the developer and conduct the conversion themselves; and

WHEREAS: Such an arrangement was worked out between the developer and
the tenants on July 23, i98i, conditional on securing permanent
financing by November 20, i9&i; and

,

WHEREAS: Pursuant to this arrangement each tenant was offered his/
her unit at cost plus $3,000 to be set aside for repairs
and in:provements, with the result that the tenant nego-
tiated purchase price was lower than what had been

0
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offered to tenants by the developer; and it also included
a "set aside" for improvements that was 200% greater
than the developers; and

WHEREAS: When the City Council adopted Ordinance 926 in August 1979,,

iUUas the intent of the Council to allow tenants to
purchase their units as condominiums; and

WHEREASi Out of 63 units occupied by pre-August 10, 1979 tenants
in 30 of those units have bought their own apartments;

· and out of the 43 units occupied by post-August 10, 1979
g
" tenants, tenants in 28 units have sought permits from
L

the Cambridge Rent Control Board to owner-occupy their
apartments; and

)

WHEREAS: ' If the permit applicants residing in these 28,units are not
alloyed to buy and owner-occupy their units, the tenants
would not have majority control of the association and

therefore the principal purpose of their effort would be

lost; and

WHEREAS: The permit applicants have appeared before a Rent Control
Board hearing examiner on three occasions: August 19,
September 11, and September 25; and their request to
owner-occupy their units have been supported in testimony,
two petitions and numerous letters by other tenants as
well as other tenant buyers, all of which is part of the
Rent Control Board record, but no decision has as yet been

reached; and
m

I

WHEREAS: Due to the complex financial arrangement whi"ch the tenants
had to be accept in order to be able to oversee their own

conversion, the tenant buyers absolutely must meet a
November 20, 1981, deadline by which they must have

permanent financing in place, the securing of which is
directly tied to the ability of the tenants of all 58 units
(30 pre-1979 and 28-post 1979) to owner-occupy their units

. and control their association; and

WHEREAS: The tenants have obtained estimates from compentent
contractors and developers that the properties in question
are in need of immediate renovation costing in excess of
$300,000, but if the post-August 1979 tenants of said .

28 units are not allowed to owner-occupy their units, most
such units are likely to revert back to the developer
who has already indicated that,he will not supply the

necessary funds to carry out these renovations; and

b
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WHEREAS: There are pre-August 1979 tenants in 33 units who did not
. choose to buy and occupy their units, although they were

eligible to do so, and all of whose units were bought by

itivestors, had all of these pre-August 1979 tenants chosen
' to buy, there would be 63 fully legal condominium units

in these premises; and

WHEREAS: If the tenants who are asking permits are allowed to ·
'

by.
i" owner-occupy the 28 units in question, the number of

, owner-occupied units would total 58, which does not exceed
the total number of units (63) occupied by pre-August 1979

tenants who were eligible at the time of conversion to
owner-occupy their units; this is to say that if tenants
are allowed to owner-occupy 58 units, as is their desire,
the number of rent controlled apartments that will remain
(48) is still in excess of the maximum potential number

of rental units (43) that would have been possible under
the existing law at the time of conversion; and

C

WHEREAS:
"

The conversion process has been an extraordinary creative
and thoughtful one carried out by and for tenants under
extreme time pressures; and under which no tenant has

or shall be displaced; and whereas it is clearly ,

in the interest of all residents (owners and tenants) and

the City that resident control by present tenants of
the properties in question be permitted and indeed encouraged;

· and

WHEREAS:
, It is believed that the foregoing combination of,unusua1

circumstances is unique to these premises and granting
exceptions for the 28 units in question would therefore
not adversely affect the future enforcement of the applicable
City Ordinance and regulations; and whereas the granting
of the 28 exceptions sought would not adversely affect
the Cambridge rental housing stock, first because there
is no way to reconvert these premises to landlord-controlled
rental housing; these units are and will remain condominiums

irrespective of whether the tenants or outside investors
control the conversion process and the association; and
second because the exceptions will not create a greater
number of owner-occupants that the 63 permitted by the
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS: It is essential that the post-August 10 1979 tenants be

allowed to owner-occupy promptly the 28 units in questions
"

so that

0
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. ..tenant "buyers can control the association and

therefore the destiny of all residents

.O .permanent financing for all tenant buyers can
be obtained before the deadline

...the existing sense of commnity can be preserved
" and protected

...essential repairs and renovations can be adequately
and properly carried out

now therefore be it
RESOLVED: That it is the policy of the Cambridge City Council that the

following units be exempted from Ordinance 966 of the City
of Cambridge insofar as absent such exemption removal permits
would be required to permit the current tenant to owner-occupy

.
his/her unit:

F

P

.

.

Units to be EXerrpted
Linnaean Street Name of Tenant

36-1 - Stephen and 'Louise Lewis
%-2 Nicholas Moughis
%-5 Michael Glenn

.

36-8 Lisa jacobson
36-12A Martha Topol

µ-2 jayne Wildermuth
%-3 John Reinstein
%-4 Rob Adelberg
µ-6 Betty Arnquist
36-6 Wi' Iii am Welch

'

µ-12A Marty Weinstock ?

38-15 Susan Kaufman
4O-4 Geof Simons & P. Zaremba-Simons
40-5 Lucie Searle
4q-j2a Emily Bailen
4q-jjl Sylvia Darrow
42-4 Valerie Zimber

42-7 Diane and William Bartley
*
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Units to be EXempted
WashinAton Avenue Name of Tenant

4-3 Arny Gray and Ann Jones
4-6 Steven Heikin
4-9 Jeong-hyeon Lee
4-12 Joan Goldberg
Ci9 William Harilon
6-7 Robert Farragher
6-lO David jerison
6-ll Ann Sotan
6-12a Martha Heintz
6-i6 Linda Dias

Q
.

D

and be itT

. 4

RESOLVED: Pursuant to Massachusetts General Laws, Chapter 43,
±

.
Section 104 that this resolution be effected. "

q

.

'b

1

In City Council November. i6, i%i. "
Adopted by a yea and nay vote:-Yeas 5;" Nays 4; Absent 0. -

Attest:- Paul E. Healy, City Clerk.

.
A true copy;

, .
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.' Calendar. Item Number Fifteen

0"5 6
C. Ve11ucci re: RESOLUTION PERTAINING TO CER-
TAIN TENANTS OF 36-42 L¥NAEAN sTREEr AND "
4-6 wAsH*GTuy, AVENUE, LAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUS-
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^~==b In City Council,

November 23, 1981
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