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348 Franklin Street

Cambridge, MA 02139
Telephone 617-491-7181
September 21, 1994

TO THE HONORABLE, THE CAMBRIDGE CITY COUNCIL:

RE: Proposal to end condo evictions
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Enclosure 1, Proposal

1. HUD Tenants and similarly situated, post-rent control through 1983 housing:

a. State Condominium Conversion Statute.

Amend chapter 527 of the Statutes of 1983, as ame
period at the end of the third unnumbered patagra
inserting the following in place thereof:

nded, by deleting the
ph of Section 2, and

» except that this act, including but not limited to the local.
legislative powers granted hereby, shall apply in the City of Cambridge
to rental units the construction of which was completed on or after
January one, nineteen hundred and sixty-nine, or which are housing units
created by conversion from a non-housing to a housing use on or after
said date and prior to January nineteen hundred and eighty-four.

"Rental Units" as used in the immediately preceding sentence shall be
defined as stated in Section 3(a) of the Chapter 36 of the Acts of 1976
as amended. "Rental Units" controlled by this act in the City of
Cambridge shall be the "Controlled Rental Units" subject to said Chapter
36 of the Acts of 1976 as amended, as defined in section 3(b) thereof
exclusive of Section 3(b)(2). To the extent that units receiving any or
all of the benefit of this act are restricted by this act in communities
other than the City of Cambridge, these definitions, in the City of
Cambridge, shall replace any and all such contrary provisions elsewhere
In this act. Administration of this act in the City of Cambridge shall

be by the Cambridge Rent Control Board in accordance with the provisions
of said Chapter 36 of the Acts of 1976 as amended.

. b. Cambridge Rent Control Act.

Amend Chapter 36 of the Acts of 1976
sentence immediately following the f
with this insertion, the first two s

» @s amended, by inserting a new

irst sentence of Section 5 (1), so that,
entences.read:

This act shall be administered by a rent control board.
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as amended,

Said rent
pter 527 of the Statutes of 1983
insofar as it is applicable in the City of Cambridge.

2. Proposed removal ordinance change.

Amend Chapter 8.44 of the Cambri

dge Municipal Code by amending section
8.44.020.D.6, -
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a. by inserting therein after the first "August 10, 1979,": "and which has been
once legally occupied by the unit owner prior to January 1, 1993." and

b. by deleting the balance of that sentence so that the paragraph picks up
again with the last sentence, :

38s a result of which said section reads as follows:

"Removal from the market" does not include occupancy of . . . a condominium
unit as to which it can be shown with respect to its initial sale after the
3 recording of the master deed that a purchase and sale agreement has been
entered into prior to August 10, 1979, and which has been once legally
occupied by the unit owner prior to January 1, 1994. No condominium unit

once legally occupied by the unit owner shall ever again be subject to this
section for any reason.
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A communication was received from Jane
Coker regarding the propcsal to end condc
evictior by Robert LaTremouille.

Consent Communication #3

In City COuncil October 31, 1994





