ity nf Cambridge

Unfinished Business Item # 4A

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR MYERS

ORDERED:  That the substantive issues raised in the communication received from Mr. Turk,
| dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters raised in the
communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1993 be referred by

the City Manager to the State Ethics Commission; and be it further

ORDERED: That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to instruct the Cambridge Rent
control Board to look thoroughly at some sample of cases, compile information
and do an analysis regarding cases in which Sally Ackerman, as a member of the
Cambridge Rent Control Board, may have voted on matters in which members
of the Shrewsbury Trust appeared before the Board.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 5; Nays 0; Absent 0; Present 2; Abstammo 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, C v 'werl\

A true copy; MQ }’7\%4 (o R RN ,K' “’muma
ATTEST:- 7 | /

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4B

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR DUEHAY

ORDERED:

That the substantive issues raised in items one and two of the comrmunication
received from Mr. Turk, dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters
raised in the communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1992, be
referred back to the City Solicitor for referral to the State Ethics Commission.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Failed of adoption by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 4; Nays 1; Absent O; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; L.Q M }(‘9‘/.,“2

ATTEST:-

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4C

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR WALSH

ORDERED: That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to investigate the law suit
mentioned in item number two of the communication received from Mr. Turk,
dated October 22, 1992, as it pertains to Councillor Walsh’s allegation that the
law suit was brought to harass him; and be it further

ORDERED: That said investigation would include a detailed report on conversation of Ms.
Cantor and/or Mr. Morris with Mr. Turk, Mr. Noble and Ms. Thibeault.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Failed of adoption on a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 3; Nays 4; Absent 0; Present 0; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

Atruecopy; K9, Maracnts }ngw»*/)
ATTEST:- ‘f ]/

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Russell B. Higley
City Solicitor

Donald A. Drisdell
Deputy City- Solicitor

Michael C. Costello
Assistant City Solicitor

Birge Albright
Legal Counsel

Gail S. Gabriel
Legal Counsel

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
Office of the City Solicitor
City Hall
795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139

Tel. (617) 349-4121
Fax. (617) 349:4307 4134

November 12,

Robert W. Healy

City
City

Manager
Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02139

Dear

took
from

this

Re: Opinion requested by City Council
Mr. Healy:

1992

Diane Wynshaw-Boris
Legal Counsel

Laura H. Yager
Legal Counsel

Linda A. Stamper
Legal Counsel

Arthur J. Goldberg
Legal Counsel

At the City Council meeting on November 2, 1992, the Council

up a communication, dated October 22, 1992, addressed to it

Michael Turk of the Cambridge Tenants Union (CTU). A copy of

letter is attached hereto.

In this letter, the CTU requests that the City investigate

"instances of what we believe to be serious abuses of public
office". The letter then makes certain allegations against former
Rent Control Board member Sally Ackerman and City Councillor
William Walsh, and charges that they may have been guilty of
violations of G.L. c. 268A, the Massachusetts conflict-of-interest
stafute.

I do not intend to discuss the specific allegations against

Ms. Ackerman and Councillor Walsh. I should mention, however, that



one of the allegations is that they both are general partners in
the Shrewsbury II Trust, a real estate trust having a total of 94
general partners. It is also alleged that Councillor Sheila
Russell is a general partner.

Regarding Ms. Ackerman, Mr. Turk asks that the Law Department
and the Rent Control Board conduct an investigation, and that the
City "refer the matter, with all relevant materials gathered, to
the appropriate authorities for legal action, where warranted ...."
Mr. Turk makes essentially the same request with respect to the
charges against Councillor Walsh.

The letter concludes as follows:

Finally, because Councillors Russell and Walsh
were also partners in the Shrewsbury II Trust,
we ask that they recuse themselves from any of
the council discussions and deliberations
regarding Ms. Ackerman's conduct. Because
Councillor Walsh is directly involved in the
other two matters we have raised, we ask that
he recuse himself from any council discussions
and deliberations on them.

The Council voted to refer the CTU communication to unfinished
business, pending an opinion from the City Solicitor as to whether
Councilors Russell and Walsh may discuss and vote on the
communication when it next comes before the Council.

UESTION

When the CTU communication next comes before the City Council,
may Councilors Russell and Walsh properly participate in the
discussion and vote on its disposition?

DISCUSSION

In order to answer this question, it is helpful to present an

overview of the conflict-of-interest statute, G.L. c. 268A,



3
including the provisions for its enforcement.

General Laws, c. 268A, §1 defines the various terms used in
the statute, including the term "municipal employee". It is clear
that Ms. Ackerman and Councilors Russell and Walsh were/are
municipal employees.

Sections, 2, 3, 17, 19, 20 and 23 are the substantive sections
which deal with the conduct of municipal employees. With the
exception of section 23, there is a criminal penalty for violating
all of these sections. For example the penalty for violating
section 19 is a fine of not more than $3,000 or imprisonment for
not more than two years, or both. Enforcement of these criminal
penalties is in the hands of the Attorney General and the District
Attorney.

In addition to the criminal penalties, G.L. c. 268B, §3k
provides for the civil enforcement of c. 268A by the State Ethics
Commission. Anyone can file a complaint with the Commission
concerning a conflict of interest, and the Commission can initiate
investigations based on these complaints or on other information.
G.L. c. 268B, S4(a). The Commission is authorized to impose civil
fines for violations of the law. See, e.g., Craven v. State Ethics

Commission, 390 Mass. 191 (1983).

In addition to these remedies, a violation of sections 2, 3,
17, 19 and 20 of c. 268A, which has substantially influenced the
action taken by a city council or other municipal agency in any
particular matter, will be grounds for avoiding, rescinding or

cancelling the action. G.L. c. 268A, §21(a). Furthermore, the



4
State Ethics Commission, the District Attorney or the city or state
may bring a civil action against any person who has acted to his
economic advantage in violation of sections 2, 3, 17, 19 or 20, and
may recover damages for the city. G.L. c. 268A, §21(b).

If a municipal employee is in doubt as to whether he or she
might be in danger of violating c. 268A, he or she may seek a
written advisory opinion from the State Ethics Commission. G.L. c.
268A, §10; c. 268B, §3(g). Or the employee may seek an opinion
from the City Solicitor. G.L. c. 268A, §22.

With this background, I turn to the question at hand, i.e.
whether, when the CTU communication next comes before the City
Council, Councilors Russell and Walsh may participate in the
discussion and vote on its disposition.

I believe that G.L. c. 268A and 268B provide a comprehensive
scheme for the enforcement of the prohibitions of c. 268A. This
scheme consists mainly in criminal and civil penalties which are
applied against individuals who violate one or more of the sections
in c. 268A. If a city councillor or other municipal employee wants
to protect himself, he may obtain a written advisory opinioﬁ from
the State Ethics Commission or the City Solicitor. If a municipal
employee chooses to engage in a course of conduct which may
constitute a violation of c. 268A without seeking such an opinion,
then he runs the risk of incurring the penalties set forth in the
statute. _

In short, I do not believe that G.L. c. 268A or any other

statute or case prevents a City Councillor charged with conflict of



5
interest from answering those charges on the floor of the Council.

I note, however, that Rule 14 of the Rules Of The City Council

As Amended (1990-91) states:
No member shall vote on any question, or

serve on any committee, where his private

interest is immediately concerned distinct

from that of the public....
When the CTU communication next comes before the Council, I assume
that there will be a discussion followed by a vote on its
disposition. Before that vote, a member could invoke Rule 14. If
a member asked that another member not be allowed to vote because
of Rule 14, I believe that this would give rise to a "question of
order" to be decided by the Mayor pursuant to Rule 4.

This will be a difficult Rule to interpret, because the
Council considers many matters in which one or more Councillors may
have a private interest, which is however, shared with the public
in greater or lesser degree. In view of this difficulty of
interpretation, if the Mayor were asked to rule on this question,
I would advise him to seek an opinion from the State Ethics
Commission, the agency primarily charged with enforcing the

conflict of interest law.

ly yours,

: ussell B. Higley
RBH/jab -

OPIN#2\CONFLICT.CTU



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139

TEL 349-4300
Fax. 349-4307

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
ROBERT W. HEALY
City Manager

RICHARD C. ROSSI
Deputy City Manager

November 16, 1992

To The Honorable, The City Council:

Please find attached, a legal opinion received from Russell B. Higley, City Solicitor, in
response to the request by the City Council made at the November 2, 1992 meeting for an
opinion on the communication from Michael Turk of the Cambridge Tenants Union.

Very tryly yours,

Robert W. Healy
City Manager

RWH/mev

100% Recycled Paper



Consent Agenda # 6
Regarding a legal opinion requested by
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Unfinished Business Item # 4A

IN CITY COUNCIL

November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR MYERS

ORDERED: That the substantive issues raised in the communication received from Mr. Turk,
dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters raised in the
communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1993 be referred by
the City Manager to the State Ethics Commission; and be it further

ORDERED: That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to instruct the Cambridge Rent
control Board to look thoroughly at some sample of cases, compile information
and do an analysis regarding cases in which Sally Ackerman, as a member of the
Cambridge Rent Control Board, may have voted on matters in which members
of the Shrewsbury Trust appeared before the Board.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 5; Nays 0; Absent 0; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; Kg . }}7\{:&4‘% (o R N /{Q&LMMA

Wr

ATTEST:-

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4B

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR DUEHAY

ORDERED:

That the substantive issues raised in items one and two of the communication
received from Mr. Turk, dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters
raised in the communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1992, be
referred back to the City Solicitor for referral to the State Ethics Commission.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Failed of adoption by a yea and nay vote:
Yeas 4; Nays 1; Absent 0; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; K9
. A O }(’9‘
ATTEST:- Ma/? AA?

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4C

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR WALSH

ORDERED: That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to investigate the law suit
mentioned in item number two of the communication received from Mr. Turk,
dated October 22, 1992, as it pertains to Councillor Walsh’s allegation that the
law suit was brought to harass him; and be it further

ORDERED: That said investigation would include a detailed report on conversation of Ms.
Cantor and/or Mr. Morris with Mr. Turk, Mr. Noble and Ms. Thibeault.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Failed of adoption on a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 3; Nays 4; Absent 0; Present 0; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

At copy; K9, WMereonss @i"w/’)
7
J

ATTEST:- & R

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4A

IN CITY COUNCIL

November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR MYERS

ORDERED:

ORDERED:

That the substantive issues raised in the communication received from Mr. Turk,
dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters raised in the
communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1993 be referred by
the City Manager to the State Ethics Commission; and be it further

That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to instruct the Cambridge Rent
control Board to look thoroughly at some sample of cases, compile information
and do an analysis regarding cases in which Sally Ackerman, as a member of the
Cambridge Rent Control Board, may have voted on matters in which members
of the Shrewsbury Trust appeared before the Board.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 5; Nays 0; Absent O; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; Kg >,}'?\,’V‘,-4§|a’,q_ LA /{:9»’44«(/’%:‘!
ATTEST:- & £

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4B

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR DUEHAY

ORDERED:

That the substantive issues raised in items one and two of the communication
received from Mr. Turk, dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters
raised in the communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1992, be
referred back to the City Solicitor for referral to the State Ethics Commission.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Failed of adoption by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 4; Nays 1; Absent O; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy;
ATTEST:-

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4C

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR WALSH

ORDERED: That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to investigate the law suit
: mentioned in item number two of the communication received from Mr. Turk,
dated October 22, 1992, as it pertains to Councillor Walsh’s allegation that the

law suit was brought to harass him; and be it further

ORDERED: That said investigation would include a detailed report on conversation of Ms.
Cantor and/or Mr. Morris with Mr. Turk, Mr. Noble and Ms. Thibeault.

In City Council November 16, 1992,

Failed of adoption on a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 3; Nays 4; Absent 0; Present 0; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

Atecopy; K9, Iereants /‘C@&wﬁf%rj
#7°Y
ATTEST:- J &/

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4A

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR MYERS

J

ORDERED: That the substantive issues raised in the communication received from Mr. Turk,

ORDERED:

dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters raised in the
communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1993 be referred by
the City Manager to the State Ethics Commission; and be it further

That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to instruct the Cambridge Rent
control Board to look thoroughly at some sample of cases, compile information
and do an analysis regarding cases in which Sally Ackerman, as a member of the
Cambridge Rent Control Board, may have voted on matters in which members
of the Shrewsbury Trust appeared before the Board.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Adopted by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 5; Nays 0; Absent 0; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; KQ )'}’M@,W KE«M@%

ATTEST:-

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4B

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR DUEHAY

ORDERED:

That the substantive issues raised in items one and two of the communication
received from Mr. Turk, dated October 22, 1992, along with procedural matters
raised in the communication from the City Solicitor dated November 16, 1992, be
referred back to the City Solicitor for referral to the State Ethics Commission.

In City Council November 16, 1992.

Failed of adoption by a yea and nay vote:

Yeas 4; Nays 1; Absent 0; Present 2; Abstaining 2.
Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; K9
ATTEST:- 2;
D. Margaret Drury
City.Clerk
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Unfinished Business Item # 4C

IN CITY COUNCIL
November 16, 1992

COUNCILLOR WALSH

ORDERED: That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to investigate the law suit
mentioned in item number two of the communication received from Mr. Turk,
dated October 22, 1992, as it pertains to Councillor Walsh’s allegation that the
law suit was brought to harass him; and be it further

ORDERED: That said investigation would include a detailed report on conversation of Ms.
Cantor and/or Mr. Morris with Mr. Turk, Mr. Noble and Ms. Thibeault.

In City Council November 16, 1992.
Failed of adoption on a yea and nay vote:
Yeas 3; Nays 4; Absent 0; Present 0; Abstaining 2.

Attest:- D. Margaret Drury, City Clerk.

A true copy; Kg. )'WQJ?W

ATTEST:-

D. Margaret Drury
City Clerk



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139

(617) 3494260
D.MARGARET DRURY FAX (617) 3494307 JOHNE.FLYNN

CITY CLERK DEPUTY CITY CLERK
November 4, 1992
Russell B. Higley
City Solicitor
City Hall
Cambridge, MA 02139
Dear Russ:

At the City Council meeting of November 2, 1992 the City Council referred a
communication received from Michael Turk, Co-Chair, Cambridge Tenants Union, requesting
an investigation into alleged abuses of public office to the City Solicitor for a report in one
-week, - e : S : A =

I have attached a copy of this communication for your information.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours,
D. MargZet Drury
City Clerk
DMD/dl

Enc.
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CTU CAMBRIDGE TENANTS UNION
‘ October 22, 1992

Cambridge City Council
City Hall

795 Massachusetts Avenue
Cambridge, Mass. 02139

To the Honorable; the City Council:

The Cambridge Tenants Union respectfully requests that the
city investigate the following instances of what we believe to
be serious abuses of public office.

1. Rent Control Board Member Sally Ackerman

During Sally Ackerman's tenure on the Cambridge Rent Control
Board (the "Board"), as far as we have been able to determine, she
failed to disclose that she was a general partner in the Shrewsbury
IT Trust, a real estate trust. Among other partners in this trust
were both landlords and lawyers from Ferraro and Walsh who appeared
routinely before the Board during the period in which Ms. Ackerman
was both a partner in this trust and a voting member of the Board.
Lists of the 94 partners in the Shrewsbury II Trust are attached
as Exhibit A. The first page of a sample partnership tax return
showing that the trust had 94 general partners is attached as Ex-
hibit B.

Earlier this year, through a Freedom of Information Act request
by the Cambridge Tenants Union, the city manager's office conducted
a diligent search of all relevant records, and turned up neither a
request by Ms+ Ackerman nor a response by the city manager, as pro-
vided for under Section 19(b) of Chapter 268A of the Massachusetts
General Laws, the conflict-of-interest statute, that would have al-
lowed Ms. Ackerman to hear cases involving her real estate partners
in the Shrewsbury II Trust. Consequently, we believe that Ms. Acker-
man acted improperly in any and all Board cases in which her busi-
ness partners appeared as parties or as lawyers representing parties,
before the Board.

Under the provisions of Chapter 268A, if Ms. Ackerman cast
the deciding vote in any case where she had an undisclosed and un-
excused conflict of interest, the Board's decisions in those cases
may be invalidated.

We ask that the city's legal department and Board establish
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which Board cases may have been tainted in this manner by Ms. Acker-
man's failure to disclose her business relationships. We ask fur-
ther that the city refer the matter, with all relevant materials
gathered, to the appropriate authorities for legal action, where
warranted, and consider ways of remedying the harm visited upon

all those individuals--largely tenants, we believe--whose cases
were, it appears, improperly decided. We also ask the city to
consider ways of remedying the harm to the public interest that

may have occurred, where apartments were, it appears, improperly
removed or otherwise decontrolled.

2. City Councillor William Walsh

a) We believe that Councillor Walsh misused his public office
when, on May 7, 1992, at the Budget Committee hearing on the Board,
he attempted to block a Board inquiry into the actions of a Ferraro
and Walsh lawyer, Mary Praught, in an alleged scheme to illegally
remove a controlled rental apartment.

The Board had gone to court to seek enforcement of a subpoena
against Ms. Praught. The subpoena required both testimony from
Ms. Praught and the production of documents from the files of Fer-
raro and Walsh, of which Councillor Walsh is senior partner. Al-
though the District Court had ordered Ms. Praught to comply with
the subpoena, Ms. Praught had succeeded in enjoining the Board pro-
ceeding until she was able to appeal the decision of the District
Court.

At the Budget Committee hearing Councillor Walsh stated that

he had contacted the city manager about the case. In our view,
Councillor Walsh appeared to be pressuring the city manager about
the Board's actions with respect to Ms. Praught. Walsh also

threatened the Board with legal action, then stated that his vote
on approving the Board's budget would be based on whether the
Board desisted from its efforts to pursue the subpoena issued to
Ms. Praught. When representatives from the Board refused to agree
to back down, Councillor Walsh voted against appropriating funds
to allow the agency to operate. :

We ask the city's legal department to review the tape of this
committee session and determine whether Councillor Walsh's actions
constitute violations of law, including, but not limited to, the
state conflict-of-interest statute. Where a violation is deemed
to have occurred, we request that it be referred to the appropri-
~ate authority.

b) On October 14, 1992, we learnéd, through public represen-
tations made by another lawyer, that, contrary to prior assertions
by Councillor Walsh that he did not represent clients in matters



before city agencies, Councillor Walsh is currently representing
a Cambridge landlord in a matter now before the Board.

At a hearing before the Board that evening, Mr. Frederick
Hayes, who represents the bank that now owns the property at 9
Upland Road, requested that the Board delay making a final deci-
sion as to the property's status and the legal maximum rents al-
lowed until he was able to obtain the testimony of Richard Farring-
ton, the former owner. of 9 -Upland Road.

While this property--a.multi-family structure that had not
been constructed after January 1, 1969--had been listed as exempt,
the agency could not find any basis for the exemption. Moreover,
while the Board routinely maintains files on properties when ex-
emptions are granted, no file for this property could be found.
For these reasons, the agency declared the property subject to
rent control and opened up a special case to determine the legal
maximum rents. If the Board confirms the status of the property
as controlled and establishes what the maximum rents should have
been over the years, Mr. Farrington will likely be liable to sub-
stantial charges of rent gouging.

According to the representations made by Mr. Hayes to the
Board, Farrington told Hayes that he would not speak directly to
him. TInstead, Farrington directed Hayes to contact his lawyer,
William Walsh. Mr. Hayes then indicated to the Board that he
had recently had difficulty reaching Mr. Walsh, and therefore
he asked the Board for additional time to get Mr. Farrington to
appear at an evidentiary hearing. On the basis of Mr. Hayes'
representations, including both his need to contact Mr. Walsh as
Mr. Farrington's lawyer and the problems that existed in reaching
Mr. Walsh, the Board agreed to delay making a final decision and
allowed for a remanded evidentiary hearing.

We believe it is a conflict of interest for William Walsh,
as a city councillor, to represent, as a lawyer, individuals on
matters that come before city agencies like the Board. Therefore,
we request that the city's legal department investigate this matter.

We request the city issue a report on all three matters as
soon as possible, but no later than January 1, 1993.

Where, after investigation, further actions appear warranted,
we request that the city refer these matters to the appropriate
legal_authorities. '

Finally, because Councillors Russell and Walsh were also part-
ners in the Shrewsbury II Trust, we ask that they recuse themselves



from any of the council discussions and deliberations regarding
Ms. Ackerman's conduct. Because Councillor Walsh is directly
involved in the other two matters we have raised, we ask that

he recuse himself from any council discussions and deliberations
on them.

Respectfully submitted,

. /
Michael Turk,

Co-chair
Cambridge Tenants Union



Exlibit A
MEMORANDUM

TO: Martha B. and Demnis C.

FROM: Fran .

DATE: February 17, 1987 : ' A ' . '
RE: RRANDYWINE, GREENTREE AND BRIARCLIFF CONDOMINIUMS

Please provide as soom as possible any and all information regarding
monies received from the investors in the fromt end purchasing in the above-
names complexes and indicating the breskdown of -investment applicable to the
807 cash-on-cash or 60% acquisition of units. »

This information is imperative to setup the partnership and equally
as important te verify rhe information with the investors. so as O prepare
the K-1 returns. We cannot afford this year to forward the MK-1 returns on

" April lérch. = ’

Thank you,
| AFGS
rtmf
cc: Bill
L
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Comm. from Michael Turk, Co-Chair,
Cambridge Tenants Union, requesting
an investigation into alleged abuses

of public office.

In City Council,
October 26, 1992





