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' January
Twenty-ninth,
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To ' the Honorable ,
The City Council,
City of Cambridge, btassachusettm

Gentlemen:-
At the regular mCeting of your Honor- '

able body held January 22, 1929 one of your .

number was reported in the public press to '

have said,in the course. of a somewhat impas-
sioned address,that the undersigned while -a

,
member of the City Council a few years agO,
attempted to put over what that member termed

, a "deal" with reference to the city owned land '

on Commercial Avenue. .

'."Mile I believe that the member so quoted"
did not intend to convey the impression of
wrong 'doing, "in fact, tluit member has since
your last meeting positively assured me he did
not so intend, - yet the "f&t is in the fire"
and by the light of the glow I would react to
you from the official record concerning the
so-called "deal" ,

On April 24, 1923 the Committee .on Ordi-
nances, of which I was Chairman, reported ds

.

foIlows : - AN ORDINANCE -

In Relation to the Indu3tria1 Com-mission" .

Be it ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge
as foiiQws :-SeetiQn 1. In any lease which the Indu3tri.al Commission

. may make of the' property managed by it pursuant to Chapter 39,5

of the Acts of 1913 and nmendments thereto, said Commission
is authorized to provide as. one of the terms of such lease
that there shall be paid by the lessee to the 'broker negotia-
ting such lease a commission not to exceed the sum of five per-
cent of "the annual rent plus two and one-half percent of the
rent for the balance of the term beyond one "year; provided,
however, that on a lease for a term of more thah twenty-one '

years the commission shall be Computed on the, first twenty-one
years of the term only.

Section 2. Any amount paid by the lessee in lieu of taxes
Ishal1"not be rega-rded as rent for the purpose of computing. I
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brokerage commission.

The proposed ordinance failed to pass .

The reason for the proposal was that '

the Irldu3trial Commission was itself unable
to rent the land and could not seCure the co-
operation of brokers, unless said brokers were
psiid for their services.

You will no'te that the lessee (whoeve-ri· ·

he might be) was to paY the commission - not
the City. The mnount of commission to be paid,
as provided in the proposed cmiinance,was the
amount scheduled for such services by the Boston
Real Estate Exchange .

I believed then - I believe now that the
ordinance was both proper anCl necessarv and with
all due humility I recommend it even at this. late
date to your favorable consideration.

Re spe c tfully,

tiLc. -I"t:FJL.I, U,
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To the Honorable, the City Council
V

of the City of Cambridge:
L

The undersigned respectfuny pray
.
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, Attest:
" Q3g,::au'=,:tt '

City Clerk.




