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Mr . Paul E . Healy

J City Clerk
City Hall

. Cambridge , Massachusetts
J

Re: Met.hod of repealing city ordinance

Dear Mr. Healy:
i

- In your memorandum of March 17 , you request
my opinion regarding the proper procedure for repeal of a
city ordinance. In this regard, G.L.C.43, ©21 states:

No ordinance shall be amended or repealed
except by an ordinance adopted in accordance
with this chapter.

¢

I conclude from this language that the procedure for repeal
of an ordinance is the same as that for adoption of an
ordinance . See Oleksak v. Westfield,342 Mass. 50, 53 (1961) :
"An ordinance. . .can be repealed 'by a later ordinance. " In
6 McQuillin, Municipal Corporations, §21.13 (1980) , it is

'

stated:
A municipal corporation can repeal an ordinance

only by an act of equal dignity, that is, by an
ordinance, and not by methods not passed and pub-
lished with the same formality as is required of
an ordinance .

"' ""'"ii)),
Russell B. Higley rCity Solicitor
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. Comm. from Paul E. Hea1y, Ci'ty C1erk, trans-
'

mitting comm. frQm Rasse11 B. ilig1ey, City
Solicitor Re: procedure for the repealing of
a city ordinance.
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In cjty Council,
.

March 22, 1982 " '
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