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OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
CITY HALL, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
(617) 498-9017
JOSEPH E. CONNARTON JOHN E. FLYNN
CITY CLERK DEPUTY CITY CLERK

August 24, 1990

TO: VICE MAYOR KENNETH E. REEVES
CHAIR OF THE RENT CONTROL COMMITTEE

FROM: JOHN E. FLYNN “J& €
DEPUTY CITY CLERK

SUBJECT: COMMUNICATION REGARDING CHANGES TO THE RENT CONTROL
REGULATIONS.

Enclosed you will find a copy of a communication received by this
office requesting that said communication be transmitted to you regarding
changes to the Rent Control Regulations.

Your kind attention in this matter will be greatly appreciated.




348 Franklin Street

Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
City Clerk

August 19, 1990
City of Cambridge

Enclosed are two transmittals of the same document.

One transmittal is directly to the City Council.
communication at the next meeting.

Please transmit it as a
The other transmittal is to the Committee on Rent Control.
recordings of that as well.

Thank you for your assistance.

Please transmit

it to Vice-Mayor Reeves for the Committee, with the appropriate official
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348 Franklin Street
Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
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Vice-Mayor Kenneth Reeves e
Chair m

City Council Committee on Rent Control
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Dear Vice-Mayor Reeves:

I regret that I was unaware of your hearing on proposed changes to rent
control conducted on August 16, 1990 until it was past.

Enclosed are my proposed changes.

I would appreciate it if the committee could inform me of future
meetings at which I might present these proposals.
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Robert JJ/|La Tremouille




348 Franklin Street
Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
August 19, 1990

Vice-Mayor Kenneth Reeves
Chair
City Council Committee on Rent Control

Dear Vice-Mayor Reeves:

I regret that I was unaware of your hearing on proposed changes to rent
control conducted on August 16, 1990 until it was past.

Enclosed are changes which I hope the City Council will adopt. I am
supporting one initiated from the City Council, and propose two others which
are important because they clearly can save people's homes and minor because
the loss of rights upon landlords will be very little.

I support implementation of the protection against eviction for
occupancy by relatives.

I propose ending of the "transition exemptions" to the removal
ordinance, and ending of a practice in the Rent Control Board in which the
largest percentage rent increases are inflicted on those who can leas®& afford
it, the very poorest tenants living in rooming houses.

The "transition exemptions" were stated as created to help small owners
in the process of buying condos for home ownership in August 1979,

The language has since been used to allow evictions even if all that had
been done prior to August 1979 was the filing of a master deed combined with
unit deeds to the converter or a straw, WITH NO MONEY FXC”ANGTNG HANDS AND NO
OWNER OCCUPANCY REQUIREMENT WHATSOEVER.

The language and its interpretation is a threat to all rent ccntrolled
tenants because the only way they can be certain their home is safe is to
check the registry, but, if they have no reason to check, and if they think
they are safe, why should they? AFTER ALL AREN'T RENT CONTROLLED TENANTS
PROTECTED FROM CONDO EVICTION?

People have been evicted from my rent controlled building for owner
occupancy with no fake trusts or other games. 18 to 20 Ware Street could

have been affected except for an error made by Harvard. -Other properties
seem to be affected WHICH ARE OWNED BY MAJOR LANDLORDS.

The protection of Rooming House (SRO) tenants is equally important. If
a person is in abject poverty, living in a rooming house for $100.CO per
month, that person would get a 30%Z increase under the last G.A. because the
Rent Roard considers that rented room an apartment, because the rent hoard
thinks apartments renting under $200.00 are difficult to justify, hecause the
Rent Roard simply will not recognize that the poorest of the poor are being
improperly and needlessly harmed.

T would appreciate it if the committee could inform me of future
meetings at which I mightypresent these proposals.
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348 Franklin Street
. Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
August 19, 1990

Vice-Mayor Kenneth Reeves
Chair
City Council Committee on Rent Control

Dear Vice-Mayor Reeves:

I regret that I was unaware of your hearing on proposed changes to rent
control conducted on August 16, 1990 until it was past.

Enclosed are changes which I hope the City Council will adopt. I am
supporting one initiated from the City Council, and propose two others which
are important because they clearly can save people's homes and minor because
the loss of rights upon landlords will be very little.

I support implementation of the protection against eviction for
occupancy by relatives.

I propose ending of the "transition excmptions" to the removal
ordinance, and ending of a practice in the Rent Control Board in which the
largest percentage rent increases are inflicted on those who can leask afford
it, the very poorest tenants living in rooming houses.

The "transition exemptions" were stated as created to help small owners
in the process of buying condos for home ownership in August 1979.

The language has since been used to allow evictions even if all that had
teen done prior to August 1979 was the filing of a master deed combined with
unit deeds to the converter or a straw, WITH NO MONEY FXCNANGTNG HANDS AND NO
CWNER OCCUPANCY REQUIRFMENT WHATSOEVER.

The language and its ZInterpretation is a threat to all rent controlled
tenants because the only way they can be certain their home is safe is to
check the registry, but, if they have no reason to check, and if they think
they are safe, why should they? AFTER ALL AREN'T RENT CONTROLLED TENANTS
PROTECTED FROM CONDO EVICTION?

People have been evicted from my rent controlled building for owner
occupancy with no fake trusts or other games. 18 to 20 Ware Street could
have been affected except for an error made by Harvard. -Other properties
seem to be affected WHICH ARE OWNED RY MAJOR LANDLORDS,

The protection of Rooming House (SR0) tenants is equally important. If
a person is in abject poverty, living in a rooming house for $100.00 per
month, that person would get a 307 increase under the last G.A. because the
Rent Roard considers that rented room an apartment, because the rent board
thinks apartments renting under $200.00 are difficult to justify, because the
Rent Roard simply will not recognize that the poorest of the poor are being
improperly and needlessly harmed.

T would appreciate it if the committee could inform me of future
meetings at which T mightypresent these proposals.
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348 Franklin Street
N Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
Augus:- 19, 1990

Vice-Mayor Kenneth Reeves
Chair
City Council Committee on Rent Control

Dear Vice-Mayor Reeves:

I regret that I was unaware of your hearing on proposed changes to rent
control conducted on August 16, 1990 until -t was past.

Enclosed are changes which I hope the City Council will adopt. I am
supporting one initiated from the City Council, and propose two others which
are important because they clearly can save people's homes and minor because
the loss of rights upon landlords will be very little.

I support implementation of the protection against eviction for
occupancy by relatives.

I propose ending of the "transition exemptions" to the removal
ordinance, and ending of a practice in the Kent Control Board in which the
largest percentage rent increases are inflicted on those who can leas®& afford
it, the very poorest tenants living in rooming houses.

The "transition exemptions" were stated as created to help small owners
in the process of buying condos for home ownership in August 1979.

The language has since been used to allow evictions even if all that had
been done prior to August 1979 was the filing of a master deed combined with
unit deeds to the converter or a straw, WITH NO MONEY EXCHANGING HANDS AND NO
OWNER OCCUPANCY REQIITIREMENT WHATSOEVER. '

The language and its interpretation is a threat to all rent controlled
tenants because the only way they can be cerzain their home is safe is to
check the registry, but, iZ they have no reason to check, and if they think
they are safe, why should they? AFTER ALL AREN'T RENT CONTROLLED TENANTS
FROTECTED FROM CONDO EVICTION?

People have been evicted from my rent controlled building for owner
occupancy with no fake trusts or other games. 18 to 20 Ware Street could
have been affected except for an error made Sy Harvard. Other properties
seem to be affected WHICH ARE OWNED BRY MAJOR LANDLORDS,

The protection of Rooming House (SRO) tenants is equally important. If
a person is in abject poverty, living in a rooming house for $100.00 per
month, that person would get a 30% increase under the last G.A. because the
Rent Roard considers that rented room an apartment, because the rent hoard
thinks apartments renting under $200.00 are difficult to justify, because the
Rent Roard simply will not recognize that the poorest of the poor are being
improperly and needlessly harmed.

T would appreciate it if the committee could inform me of future
meetings at which I mightypresent these propcsals.
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348 F-anklin Street
Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
Augusz 19, 1990

Vice-Mayor Kenneth Reeves
Chair
City Council Committee on Rent Control

Dear Vice-Mayor Reeves:

I regret that I was unaware of your hearing on proposed changes to rent
control conducted on August 16, 1990 until -t was past.

Enclosed are changes which I hope the City Council will adopt. I am
supporting one initiated from the City Counecil, and propose two others which
are important because they clearly can save people's homes and minor because
the loss of rights upon landlords will be very little.

I support implementation of the protection against eviction for
occupancy by relatives.

I propose ending of the "transition exemptions" to the removal
ordinance, and ending of a practice in the Rent Control Board in which the
largest percentage rent increases are inflicted on those who can leas® afford
it, the very poorest tenants living in room=ng houses.

The "transition exemptions" were stated as created to help small owners
in the process of buying condos for home owmership in August 1979.

The language has since been used to allow evictions even if all that had
been done prior to August 1979 was the filing of a master deed combined with
unit deeds to the converter or a straw, WITH NO MONEY PXCHANGTNG HANDS AND NO
OWNER OCCUPANCY REQIUIRFMENT WHATSOEVER.

The language and its interpretation is a threat to all rent controlled
tenants because the only way they can be certain their home is safe is to
check the registry, but, if they have no reason to check, and if they think
they are safe, why should they? AFTER ALL sREN'T RENT CONTROLLED TENANTS
PROTECTED FROM CONDO EVICTION?

People have been evicted from my rent controlled building for owner
occupancy with no fake trusts or other games. 18 to 20 Ware Street could
have been affected except for an error made by Harvard. Other properties
seem to be affected WHICH ARE OWNED RY MAJOF ILANDLORDS,

The protection of Rooming House (SRO) tenants is equally important. If
a person is in abject poverty, living in a rooming house for $100.00 per
month, that person would get a 307 increase under the last G.A. because the
Rent Roard considers that rented room an apartment, because the rent board
thinks apartments renting under $200.00 are difficult to justify, because the
Rent Board simply will not recognize that the poorest of the poor are being
improperly and needlessly harmed.

I would appreciate it if the committee could inform me of future
meetings at which T mightypresent these proposals.
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348 Franklin Street
V. Cambridge, MA 02139-3731
August 19, 1990

Vice-Mayor Kenneth Reeves
Chair
City Council Committee on Rent Control

Dear Vice-Mayor Reeves:

I regret that I was unaware of your hearing on proposed changes to rent
control conducted on August 16, 1990 until it was past.

Enclosed are changes which I hope the City Council will adopt. I am
supporting one initiated from the City Council, and propose two others which
are important because they clearly can save people's homes and minor because
the loss of rights upon landlords will be very little.

I support implementation of the protection against eviction for
occupancy by relatives.

I propose ending of the "transilion exemptions" to the removal
ordinance, and ending of a practice in the Rent Control Board in which the
largest percentage rent increases are inflicted on those who can leas®& afford
it, the very poorest tenants living in rooming houses.

The "transition exemptions" were stated as created to help small owners
in the process of buying condos for home ownership in August 1979.

The language has since been used to allow evictions even if all that had
been done prior to August 1979 was the filing of a master deed combined with
unit deeds to the converter or a straw, WITH NO MONEY FXCHANGTNG HANDS AND NO
OWNER OCCUPANCY REQIIREMENT WHATSOEVER.

The language and its interpretation is a threat to all rent controlled
tenants because the only way they can be certain their home is safe is to
check the registry, but, if they have no reason to check, and if they think
they are safe, why should they? AFTER ALL AREN'T RENT CONTROLLED TENANTS
PROTECTED FROM CONDO EVICTION?

People have been evicted from my rent controlled building for owner
occupancy with no fake trusts or other games. 18 to 20 Ware Street could
have been affected except for an error made by Harvard. Other properties
seem to be affected WHICH ARE OWNED BY MAJOR LANDLORDS.

The protection of Rooming House (SRO) tenants is equally important. If
a person is in abject poverty, living in a rooming house for $100.00 per
month, that person would get a 307 increase under the last G.A. because the
Rent Roard considers that rented room an apartment, because the rent board
thinks apartments renting under $200.00 are difficult to justify, because the
Rent Board simply will not recognize that the poorest of the poor are being
improperly and needlessly harmed.

I would appreciate it if the committee could inform me of future
meetings at which T mightypresent these proposals.
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Communication from Robert LaTremouille
regarding changes to the Rent Contfol
Regulations.
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