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THE CITY OF NEW YORK
RENT GUIDELINES BOARD

Hotel Order No. 12-Rent Levels for llotel Unlits,
July 1, 1982 Through June 30, 198],

PURSUANT TO THE AUTHORITY VESTED IN IT BY THE RENT STADILE-
2ATION Law of 1969 and Chapter 576 of the Laws of 1974, imple-
mented by Resolution No. 276 of 1974 of the New York City
Council and extended by Chapter 20) of the Laws of 1977, and
further extended by Chapter 383 of the Laws of 1981, the Rent
Guidellines Board hereby establishes and adopts the following
quidelines for levels of falr rent Increase over lawful
rents charged and paid on June 10, 1982,

Applicability

This Order shall apply to all units In buildings subject
to the lotel Section of the Rent Stabillzation Law, as amended,
or Chapter 576 of the Laws of 1974 and occupied by a non-transiunt
hotel tenant, The level of fair rent increase granted hereln
shall be effective as of the anniversary of the tenant's commencing
occupancy with respect to any such tenants who have no lease
or rental agreement. This anniversary date will also serve
as the effective date for all subsequent Rent Guidellnes
Board Hotel Orders, unless the Board shall apecifically
provide otherwise in the Order. Where a lease or rental
agreement is in effect, this Order shall govern the rent
increase collectible on or after July 1, 1982 upon expiration
of such lease or rental agreement, unleas the parties have
contracted to be bound by thig Order as of July 1, 1982, or
a subsequent date. But, in no event shall there be more than
one guidelines incrcase during the term of one guideline period.

As regards any unit for which an increase pursuant to
this Order is collectible, demand for such increcase shall be
made within 90 days of the date of this Order or its effective
date, whichever is later, or the increase may only be collectcd
prospectively, That portion of the increase that is to be
collected retroactively shall be collectible from a. tenant in
monthly installments, each installment not to exceed one-halt
of the monthly increase permitted under this Order. Where the
rental period is other than monthly, installments for rental
periods prior to the date the increase was demanded shall bLe
prorated accordingly,

Gulideline For Rent Increases

The level of fair rent increases over the lawful rent
actually charged and paid on June 30, 1982, shall be two (2}
per cent.

Additlonal Charges

It is expressly understood tnat the rents increased under
the terms of this Order are intended to compensate in, full for
" all services provided without extra charge to the statutory
date for the particular hotel dwelling unit or at the commence-
ment of the tenancy if subseguent thereto. No additjonal charyes
may be made to a tenant for such scrvlcen,hoyever such charges
may be called or identified.

Excluded Unlts

This increase shall not apply where forty (40) per cent
or more of the dwelling units in a hotel are vacant and
unoccupied on June 130, 1982, In such case the owner will not
be allowed the increase unless he can prove to the statis-
faction of the Conciliation and Appeals Board that he has
attempted in good falth to rent said unlts. s

Special Guidelines

Pursuant to Section YY51-5.0e of the Rent Stabilization Law
and Chapter 576 of the Laws of 1974, special guidelines relatiny
to adjustment of initial legal regqulated rents are inapplical.le
to hotel dwelling units,

Pated: June 30, 1982 .
Filed with the City Clerk: June 30, 1982
)

//’L(,a it /’1 Ll

Marvin Markus, Chairman
Rent Guidelines Board
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RENT GUIDELINES BOARD

Explanatory Statement and Findings of the Rent Guidelines Board
Concerning Increase Allowances for Hotel Units Under the Jurls-
diction of the Rent Staplilization Law, Pursuant to Hotel Order

No. 12. E[fectlve July 1. 1982 Through and lncludlnq June. 10 1903 '

Pursuant to the Rent Stabtll:ntlon Law ol 1969 and Chapte!
576 of the Lawa of 1974, ‘implemented by Resolution No. 278 of - ..
1974 of the Now York City Council]l and extended by Chapter 201}
of the Lawa of 1977 and further extended by Chapter 3183 of the
Laws of 1981, it ia the responsibllity of the Rent GQuidelines
Board to establish guidelines for hotel rent, inareames, - Hotel . ™
Order Nao, 12, adopted on Juno 25, 1982, applies to stabilized.
hotel units occuplad by non-transtent tenants,

ot
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Hotel Order No. 12 provldea for an allowable increase of . :
two (2) per cent over the lawful rent actually charged and paid
on June 30, 1982. Sald incrcase sllowance shall be effective for
a twelve month period commencing on July 1,1982 and ending on
June 30, 1983, The Order does not limit rental levels fox
commercial spaces, non-stabilized residential units, transiept y
units or vacancy leases to new tenanta ot hotel atabtllzed unl:n Ty
during the quldallne pertod. IS y et

- i
Background = - - N A T DR . . . B §

The Doard conducted two public hcartngn,uafte; full public P
notice, on June 7, 1982 and June 10, 1982 to gather testimony ."si ' |
from the publlc on the issue of rent Increages for atablll:qg i
hatel units, - The hearing of June 1b, 1982 was hcld in the _
evening to permit working people to spuak.‘ Twénty. persons © . iiis
testifled at the hearings on the subject of stabilized hotel
cent increases, . Public meetings of the Board were held on Lo
May 21 and 26, and June 14, 18 and 25th, 1482 fellpwing public: RN
notice. AL the meeting of May 26, data cancerning the stabilized’
hotel sector was presented and discussed -On June 25, 1982, the it
guidelines set forth in Hotel Order No. 12 were adoptod

.

L
As with previous Orders, the Board's declnlon is based upon

‘materlal gathered f[rom a number of sources, including thao report

on the Economic Condition of the Resldential Hotel Induatry in ?
the City of New York: 1980-81 prepared by the accounting flem ¢
of Laventhol & llorwath for the Metropolitan Hotel Industry Stablll-
zat'ion, Assocliation, Inc. (METHISA),.the 1982 Prjce Index of o .
Qperating Costs for Rent Stabilized Apartment Houses In New York'
City, prepared by Urban Systema Hesearch & Englrdeering, and ~ .
nformation as provided by the Mayor's Office of SRO Housing and
the Law Project, The Board also heard testimony from the Cit ;
Office of Crisis Intervention: Bervlcen and the Mayor s Otflce of !
5RO Housing, ' ) i PR o i!t o
According to statistical lnformatiuh”produced by HETHISAzas
of December 11, 1981 there were 244 regicteread hotels with 28,942

- registered units; METHISA raported that ‘64 of thepe hotels had

very few registered units, "had new owners, werc in the process of
rehabilitation or vacancy for reconstruction, or had been terminated’
from membership since January 1, 1982, leaving a balance of 178
registered hotels contalnlng 24,823 registered units. “The sample
survey of. 46 hotcls containing 7,577 reqlstered‘units upon which’

the Laventhol & liorwath Report (L&H Report) ls based was conducted,
to provide the Board with as much -data as possible on the operating

' cost characteristics of hotel stabllized units, The sample consists:

. : S
,_-'., Coo e e e R kg ke, b L it Pt n;\:p_-'luuw:h'.f 1

-voting in the majority. It is not moant Lo summargqe a{* qt th?‘
D . it

only of hotcls with substantial numbers of stabilized units.whoce
fiscal calendars end in the last third of the year that returnod z ;
questionnaires in time for inclusion in Lho L&l Report.

*This hxplanatorﬁ'utntemnnt cxplaina the Ectlonu taken by the Board
members bn 1ndlvldual points and reflects the general views of thode;

viewpoints exptossed. T

Hotels in d;fferent ateas of Manhattan and one in nrooklyn ?re S
represented in the sample. - .

The data contained in the Laventhol & Horwath report were
analyzed Ly thc staff of the Rent Guidelines Moard using severa
different methods. Table 1 summarizes the analyses prepared by’
the staff at the request of the Board. Both prlcc and cast .
(expondxtuxo),phanqe analyses werg ptFpa:eq o i PR

PR

R

~ )‘J}‘



Explanatory Statement
Hotel Order No. 12

' mu?i*"i S

hltnrnative Methods. of Petetmining §5ﬂ«
Mugtants Cﬁl‘wz 1.“‘!“5“?{’&:.3 thiaril

10 1980-81" WeH htod Prioe’ Increass Appradch: (Lavonthol . & uo(ua;hi,‘
' aj@dt,tdjus ont: s i ng 1080 wpiahke and: opezaf ingrrakin afs T4n. MY

., 98p-81 Woighted Sost. lnaroala:Apptnuuh ALaven 1 Ly,

ﬁ-?. . 'Ront ad1u52:ant g:an ‘1980 welghts ‘and Onﬂiattha¥!ztfpﬁeﬁ ‘75" lfllkﬁﬁ
»3,:! “.overall Mean-Coat:Inorsany .(Btatf.caloujation. w#aﬂ«wj ARl an AST R
ot ad;umm:-n{ pslnq operatlnq unn ot .764:

= Ovorall Mcdlan Cost lnczeaso (Staff calculatlons uaing L&t data)
Ibnt adjubtmunt using operat;nq ratio of , 7641 - 6.83%
. N R Y "+4‘w"1=:“‘ N !
B - ‘muo Bl Coust Incrense for 'mtnl alumln (sqm Yt N bul'.'not utgnm;
e Rent ad]uaLnnnt u&lnq apctapinq rablo oﬂ 764:,‘8}0!\ EEIY )
- 1981412 Mércentage Chango in Price Indéx of Cxleratlnrj Cmu Udl
AL 'Ptlcq Ohunge Information Fram USRI, 144 Report g Rgu Sdpdule
J‘n :

75 hent Adjugtaent Using Opetating Ratle af . 76d: ' K

" For each’ analysais, tho opernting cast uelqhtl were dorlved fﬁ
from the pattern of dollar axpenditures for 1980 and 1981 fet!vi 17
the hotels covered in the Laventhol & Horwath' report. ... Price and
exponditure .chanqge data were- compared with correspanding: !igurz

from independent . sources, including Urban’Syastems Reseacch & i
lanqinenrind, Inc. and the public -Servigp cOnm1usion. 5ﬂ3g,:

I The pouaiblo rental’ adjuatmentn £ lternatlvel 1 th!ough i*
‘in Table 2 were calculated by multiplying various’ mapsuces of . ot
tupufating cost change Ly. Lthe 198) (fatla of qperating costs tq :qu i
of (764 reported in the Laventhol & Hlorwath. t.port , Lhe sa nggl
‘of 46 bLuildinga. ' The measures pof npera;ing comt’ chnngq u,gd ?9
pqch ‘af. ;hu s x altornativet uttc a,lvod aq tol wal e
- ‘hl 3 ‘-". =~4n..r 3
‘1, For Lhe 1anu a1 Hoighted Price. lncreana AP roach the‘ ’
~+" percentage increases from 1980 tg 1983 in the. priee: PN
’ f vight-categorics of operating costs were weiqghted
3 o hy tho celative inpo:tanco of each gomponent and uunnad
S dcrlvn a 11 IV change in‘codts, aa‘shuwn ‘di-Pable'iai
E B P sl R T A I TS 11‘41
!_.- I‘nr lhc =19a0 Bl. Heightcd Qont lncronse Approach the . n~
Tpercedtage’ incredses from 1980 160! 198) {n tho opst-of.n.
- ciuht‘cnteqotiba ‘oF bporating coat wero welghtéd hy the |
relatidve importanco -of- each*componont and. sﬂmqed tnvderivn
a lq 1| chanqe ln cpsts as nhdwn A Tahlo 1.‘..‘w

3, For the overall Hean Col§ Incraaae Appioach. utaf! .f
™ calculated the percentage change frum 980 to L96) -
"in’gperating ‘costs from dataln Laventhol & Horwath: <
forieach of the 46 huildings;cqverad "in the report
and divided hy the number of buildings in khe lamnle,
ta derlyn A mean petcantaga nhqnga ln coat; ot 10 1\1
4. . For Lhn ‘Overall uedlan Cont lncrense Apprnach the staf!
located the median value in thn tranae of percentage ch nqpl*
in ¢osts dencrihed 'ln 3 ‘ahove’'to derive’ a, mcdlan pltuo tagn
.' chpngc in ‘costs ot LB Qil.h'jﬁ FRRL U K

FERE 2 :;"4 _"Zn' ‘-;‘.«. y,.l

5 ra: "the . 1900 81 Cost Increase ror The Total s.npl-;il

;, -~ the aum of tha costx vaported in Laventhol & Horwath

far the sample of 46 bu ldlnqp far 1980 §nd: ‘1081 were,

,com ared by ntart tc deriva a’ pegqenthe lqproalq ot
10, 7\. : : :

&. For th&l altexnatlvo thc parcantaga changtl tron 1’01
‘. to 1982 in . the price of eight gategarisa.of op-ratgog
coats were weighted by tha-ralativy ipportance of .
each’ component and summed .to deiive a 6.9% change In':
costa, Price change information far each of the ..
?om ;Tnt: was dar vad Eron vgrtqua unurcea ll lhowq
’1 e c._,jlf . : ’

Pk ,-.h-‘..l
iy

X The Eaard ﬁlso took*tnto connldetatlon thn 1 l‘ fnurcaqo int
operating cngta for fent atab;lf:qd a?attnantu from'1981 to 1983°
[ foported by LSRLE, -~ : VI g e gl b d o



Explanatory Statement
Hotel Order No. 12

Summary of Welqhtad Price Incroanes ‘for

tho Residentlal Hotel lndustry:’ 1980-81 Ny
) " % Increase 1980-81 l\blqhwd ‘
Category o 1980 Weight  1980-81 . Price Index .
o B} r
Payroll 42.3 . 14.40% 6 D\
Real Entatu Taxes 9.0 . 133 }.20
Fuel ' 7.6 16.4 1.25
Steam ‘ .7 32,9 .2
. Electricity = 7.2 £ 5 1 IO 2,40
WS I Y e - -  f
"Insurance D L 11.3 R PR
Other* 29.4 " 9.8 " 2.88 A
Total _ -100.0 ' ) T < :14,32% :
Operating Ratio : Co : .76‘§ o SRS
Percent rent inctease o Lo L
*Includes Eorucr cateqories of rr-palrv and mtntonanct{, 1aundry ].'lnen, -
replucement and other opcrqt ing costs. . TR s \
Soucce: Lavonthol & lorwath, 1982 Report. ' e
: 1 A N v v . '
TN!LC i) .
. : i
Summary of wiql\ted Omt Inctea'.o., ' : ot
for lhu lesidential Ibtel Industry: 1980-81. oo
: 1990 gl 1980-681 Weighted
Category . 1980 Wr_"lght A Increase* Cost 1ndex )
Payroll . 423 el Coaas Lo
heal fstate Taxes . 9.0 - . 10,93 .98 o
Fuel .16 6.48 49
Steam 7 - - D i
Electricity ) 7.2 . "22.60 ‘ ' 1_§]' S
wes : T B I o8 . .26 LA
"lnsurance e L0 et e
Other 294 . 1073 . 1 318 C
Total "100.0 o T 10.697 S e
Ql?rnttnq latlo . ‘ o : R B © 764 N . . ,l : e
Percent rent lncrca..c R o I R A
b, . Lo . . _‘ ‘ ,:. " l’j )

*Mhis represents the percentage xncrcase in the ar)gregate cxpondxtures for B
the sample. ' :

. 3
Source: l.aventhol and lbrwath, 1982 Report. ¢ .
oy . . . - .
- - ) ) . w.-‘pt; [ -.—M;;
. e 8 b T S T R LT 13 SR F B ...ux....?.“u-....l_..‘m PR GN, LR -



Explanatory Statement
Hotel Order No. 12

' ¥ >;“‘"’»’ "3‘ ;':“ 'I'NILE i "j.‘l.‘.a [ RO
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ST oo 1961-82 Perconthqe Change in Price Tndex of
Eo . . Q’xe;;!!n!i! Costa. for. Hotelg Using Price (v:hl_mg 4
T e Informat lon fqu,usm,e, kﬁlh m“ & ‘
T Rate Schodule. 3 {nﬂ 'ﬁ Wc

Dbk el e

- . - . 1 M
Phad oatieT g T

ateqgor ‘_,.r',l

Ppyroll ancl relatud couLa ’ B
Fuel - - : .
' Thoe _,;',. T ,e N
Dlectrlclty Tata b u e
water ‘and Se\!erag

[RRCIPES

g -

Chalie

ERE IR

. ) ‘Tlnsurance it : .. AR 2 2 l'lt- »" o Figp
'. o m.l Latate Tma :, ’«W u Y { 'l‘ SEL 11. ;(.’ .
" Otheg D{gt:rgtlm Costg .,.,“....1: 25.9' .'Q-i~ s, 3003 4

'.} 'Ibtal 3 .“‘ P ARt - 100, o"u v"( i >Q4 Iﬁt\.c‘
1.~ Operating’ Ratlo (frm Lawnthol‘s llorupth 1”2 Rnport) ‘
o Percept rent lncrease _‘ watEEL Y e,

W
el

‘ ‘uventhol l- llorwath 1902 I!eport. l-b(hibit. l, p, 8.
i . Lo tLley A 'x_‘,', ‘.J:v'v ”:.
o ‘. *!Note on;»ourg_g ot brice Chnngg Quta' Ly ’

. ' 1 ; RITNIRTTRR AN X0 ‘_-~ |.:*vu)l‘
£, ST T PR T sy et

T e
S Information. pn wage: rates and paymu ;md f:tuge bene[itg Io; un onqt;qqp;
.. with the lotel Assoclation of N.Y.C. and Metropolitan Motels & Motels it a]
b .. reported in Laventhol & Hopwath 1982 | t. & 1% l l\n 1t Bchadyles Q .
P and A-3 wore:uged. - Weekly wages: as. af 1. 1982 yota
S T determined and 1981 and 1982 fr-ingd benetlu At tho percentages : remttod-' -
. . In’the 1982 L&H report were added. - The' two categarina of wages and paymll_
were then weighted equally following the: appreach . in- Schedule 8~) of the . oy
1982 Lavonthol & liorwath repart. L4 uport.un 11,58 increase from 199) R
to lngg fcl'lecttnq Julx 1 wige rates. B LA o [ ST AT ‘
Wiy ""N‘ LRY Aﬁ"’P’ -J‘l h EX T4 l}‘ ,41"}“"
S -—w—”m' by ST - R EEAN T YD O
©7 0 The price’ index for 16 fual ?il ‘trom’ lSR&E's report' was used,
T Acrording to the Laventhol & llorwath rlgxt {8chadule™ ) this lo
L. the: apéropria;e fuel type fot hotbl au lized huthlngl.v»“

.iiElectricity : ','-,“ "“-A"‘»‘*”i ST ALl w"??‘ »v
. e v Using Gans thson ntes ‘and fuel ldjultuqnn (i m;l 1901 and A
. : April 1982 and the hypothetical consumption } q v, thI [
S o0, Horwath (3,000 kw demand, 1,200,000 kwh' oner gy)y tht thly
IR eleott{g current cogts is Etcm $1431,6}4 to 3124. 693 . (befa Q tnnlh
Pt Qecreass. of $18,921 ap 13,2\ C1staff ¢I cglnuon Fecm Bdisan uta'
o - sehedules for 6.C. No. 9, et ectiva April ‘16, 198; and March’$; 1982
. and fuel adjustmants for Aprll 1501 and’ Apt.ll 199 ql ;obo ted'in the
IR 1981 and 1982 Laventhol . lloruath Repor o ety ok
MWatar and Sewerage ./'_r.AA:; SR ',;\,; e ‘,( . ',‘” o
'1‘he I..aw"ntl’nl & Horwath and USRLE: (n[x)rha ‘agree that .there 'was. m N
‘chanq\e in wata; and sewragg' ooate’ 14 on 1901 ta 1882, v o dagr b

,-‘“\. LY

{,f..

At =

Vot R RTPIRERS

T, THe percenr.age chanq« of 1 1n inuprm coets frq:aliwﬂ thtough 193
e _ for the sample of 46 buildings ocovered -in the 1982 venthbl & Horwe

© T W repoct, Exhibit- 2, page 6, has, mn uged, s Thig waa ﬂ?ﬂ ,.‘N\. R
s ;v tupreferable to the USRAE ingurance oom: ngu Qdex (LAY Hhic:h 15 «
el baaed on'a supvey of atabluzed apart;nent 4 nqn.‘ \ ALY

b

Ncal l-‘nrate 'l‘axea =

47 The peroentage change of 10.9¢ 1n tax bula tran Nlcal 'loar 1981 to ‘7‘

" Fiscal Year 1982 for the sampla of 46 hotels in the 1982 Laventhol ¢ .

Horwath report, Schedule G-2, page a, wap used, This: was ‘congiderpd A 14

S0 L. mope appropriate for estimating the’ real’estate tax on' hotela than t.l‘n "é §

; ‘. USReE Taxes, Fees, and Permits component, which ompa;ed annual t.au hu ¢
= . for utabllued apattqent bmldings 'unly, : . ‘

.e u. [

Othorﬂ:emtin] Cnsks

" This curponcnt covers re.,idual operating rtn nat oovered by othe[
. . " categorless  the 1981-82 change In the USRLE Prlce Index COMPONENLE e~
i of Contractor Services, Administrative Coats, Parts & Supplies & R
S heplacements Costs was used. The Laventhol and' Harwath price cmnqc *?’:,
data for this component was the annual petcentdge change {n- tim Qonsumer-.

= f": Pricﬁ Index {echndulg )" for New York ang norkhess ;gfll m ea‘ga? &J&M
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~5- Explanatory Statement
Hotel Order No. 12
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, After examining this information and taking into conaideraf; n.
the testimony of hotel tenants about lack of hotel sgrvtccl,'tho”“‘ﬁu
availability of market rents on’ vacancy and methodological problems !
with the Laventhol & Horwath survey including possible resppnge bias,
the Board, by a vote of 7-2, authorized an allowable increoase of 3|$g
. 7 Tn addition,the Board evaluated the extensive testimony "of '
hotel tenants received during the Public Hearings. Many Lenants
cited abuses of the apirit if not the letter of the existipg law.
The Board made beveral efforts to ameliorate the situation.
One prohlem brought to the attention of the Board was the practice
Iinvolving tenants who move into a unit at a market rent, only to '
find several months later on the effective date of the Board’s Hote}
Guideline Ordet that he or she is subject to a rent increase under ¢
the Order To address this problem the applicability section of this
Order con[alnn language to prevent a tenant who moved in on or afteg
July 1, 1981 from being charged a Guidelines Board Order increase . |
prior to the tenant having been In occupancy for one Xear‘n time;
‘and to make all future increases for such tenants collectible as |
-of the anniveraary date of the first permissible fncrease gharged. !
The languags in Hotel Order 12 io as followa: L )

i
il

"The level of fair rent increase granted herein shall be
effective as of the anniversary of the tenant's commencing
. @ccupancy with respect to any such tenants who have nho

lease or rental aqreement, This anniversary will also :

serve as the ecffective date for all subsequent Rent Guidelin
Board Hotel Orders, unless

otherwise in the Order.*

i
i

en’
.the Board shall specifically ptovide

With this new provision, the level of fair rent increase-established
‘by Order 12 shall be collectible from any"hotel stabillzed tenants
who have no lease or rental agreement, ag of one year from the
last level of fair rent increase charged to such tenant, or ag of .
one year from the date of the tenant's commencing occupancy, which-
ever la later. Lovels of fair rent increase granted by all :
subsequent Rent Guidelines Board Hotel Orders shall be collectible |
from any such tenants who have no lease or rental agreement as of !
N one year from the last level of falr rent increase charqged to such :
tenant, or as of one year from the date of the tenant's commenc ing
accupancy, whichever is later, unless the Board shall specifically
pravide otherwise in its Order. Where a lease or rental agreecment
.is in effeot, this ptdei shall govern the rent increase collectille
on or after July 1, 1982 upon expiration of such leasc or rental.
agreement, unlcss. the parties have contracted to be bound by this
Order as of July 1, 1982, or a subsequent date, in which case the |
—rees L ;- . - P e o . a ‘[_ -Y';?T‘".U BLEX'V’SI;‘""‘/:"‘T’”'
‘ is collectible as of Lhe date contracted for. ut,
;2c;$2§i shall there be more ghan one qu@?qlipgp:ingreps{;d?r}??.
the term of one guldeline perfod. - ™ o

i

AT -

B ' A Y
" oty c N 12 will i from not secking the
L Order No. 12 will prevent an owner ,
aifbwiggzg}ncreaae‘under a Rent Guidelines Bo:;ﬂ ?;d?; :oiu:;qy
' i t retroac e .
months and then asking for the amoun . P
laces a 90 day time m
sum from the tenant. The new language p : A L ses
king for the new lIncr ;
from Lthe effective date of the Order, on as 3 e Metronctively
jvely, It then spreads out the payments
Sﬁir?ﬁiﬁe:.a’in a manner designed to avgiq uQQu? natdahﬁp on the
tenant. . " \ .

' : " % Sector consists of a
: Board recognizes that the “iHotel® ;
wide vEE?ety ;f housing'?rtanquznt:;d :3et§:§:6z§l?2::;gqeg:}{ion
this area is complica ) | t
3¥ig§:é?§'a;3 tenants. The Board in its meetings and hearings

i tion presented to it
d, weighed and debated all the informa nted ¢ .
;ﬁgq;:: ;eflczted fts considered: judgment in this Qtder.‘

The Board looked into the tax charged tenants in hotels a?q
found the following: ' It is provided for by sVVlG-l.Oletas;;Ed:;lCd
the administrative Code of tgerC1§{hofuﬂ?: v9;t'islﬁutsappltcah1e L

on the rent charge or e . : d
::xpgizggeﬁt residents. A pecrmunent reqidenthlsdagg zﬁgag;nt of
: or rooms in a hotel for a least pne hundr
zgxszgﬁtive days. The issue then centers upon the refund procedure
(see §VV46-7.0). The statute prfaovides that an applicationhto the
Finance Administrator shall be made within one year from the
payment of the tax. :

‘ h : tor or other
lication may be made by the occupant, opera
T:::oszho has actually paid the tax. Such application may such
E)s; be made by an operator who has cT;lgc::dtazgep:;gl?:::lo:c‘8
i Administrator provide a .
;:;etsi:RTnFogznszar of the payment by thedoc:upanthtgpz?gtgga;::?;,
tual refund cf moneys shall be made to Buc }
::tsngl:cf?:st establish to the satisfaction of the Fénini:trator
Administrator,'unﬁersuch regulation: as Lhe Ptn::zeazoznz A h
ibe, that he has repaid the occupan
ng gig;?:afﬁén for refund is made. "The Board concludzd ;h:ttiziq .
was nLt‘an isaue requiring any“:nmedyfbgt rather one of -educating ﬂ
“the piblid to the'situation. W oL .

. 7 - ac ‘ta k funding from .the City’
11 the Board took action to see
for an:i?ﬁdegéndent consultant to co:duct anyegg:gzéie;t:ﬁ¥sf3:a‘
ilized units, simllar to.the survey ¢ B
23‘3:h2§‘§yatema Rosea;ch & Enginegxing. Inc. torABtablllggd Coa
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