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it - shareholder inan Upper West Slde ,

Recently, when mice invaded our

able actton to eltmznate the ¥ eStatianf The
board’s premdent satd that & )i

-r65pun51b1hty fur mice to an’ mdﬁndual'

shareholder,” said Andrew Brucker, a Man-
hattan co-op lawyer. “Mice usually are not
isolated in one apartment. They must get
mtq ‘the. apartment through the common
dreas of the. bulldmg If they are inside the
: wal]s thiss the co- 0p’s commern-area.
“1f they are in the basement, this; too, is
the commen area. The problem of mice and
rais; i almost always buildingwide. There-
_forerit.is Togical'that ’
spons1ble Mo
Mz Brucker- said- the state £ Mulnple
Dwellmg Law stipulates that the owner of a
buﬂdmg the co-op corporation in this case
— i§' responsible for keeping the bullchng
clean and free from vermin.

“In fact;" " he said, “this prublem is so seri-

ous’ that the Multlple Dwellmg Law also
states’that évery building -etected after 1946
mist be-congtructed to be ratproof 4

He added, however, that it is conceivable

that in unusual situations a board might try -

to hold an owner hable for extermination
costs.
“If the tendnt-shareholder has been S0

negligent as to cause the problem, the board -
might take the position that the tenant-
-shareholder is iiable for the extermmatmn

costs,” he smd.,_ P i

against the shareholder;.'. ’

orporatmn is re- -



