
 

MEMORADUM  
 
Cook County Proposal: Residential Tenant and Landlord Ordinance (RTLO) 
Ordinance Number: 20-3562 
 
As of December 7th, and after three RTLO Task Force meetings, the 
proponents and bill sponsors have made very few, and very minor changes to 
the introduced Ordinance following our discussions.  We ask that you to give 
serious consideration to the reasonable changes we are seeking.   
 
1. Include an exemption for single-family homes in condominium units that 
are not owned by an S corporation or C corporation. 
 
Explanation: Many owners of single-family homes and condos are not 
affiliated with professional associations or are experienced real estate 
professionals. This type of exemption would allow the small landlord and/or 
small investors the flexibility to operate without being discouraged by 
complex regulations. We ask that small landlords with less resources be 
prioritized in the RTLO.  
 
2.   Remove a rent late fee cap $10 for the first $1,500 and 5 percent for any 
late rental amount above $1,500. 
 
Explanation: A $10 cap on late rent payments severely limit the incentive to 
pay rent on time. If a tenant does not pay, the landlord is at risk of accruing 
late mortgage fees that can range in amounts of 15 percent of the mortgage 
payment. We ask that at the very least make the fee more reflective of the 
true costs for late rent payments.  
 
3. Allow reasonable move in/out fees.  
 
Explanation: Many homeowners associations charge a move-in or move-out 
fee which is outside of the owner’s control. These fees ensure no damages are 
done to the property when a resident moves in or out of a housing unit. We 
ask that landlords are allowed to charge a reasonable move-in or out fee 
helps to ensure buildings are properly maintained. The fee may be returned 
after the move. 
 
4. Judicial discretion for areas that may be contentious between the 
landlord and tenant. 
 
Explanation: The RTLO relies on private right of action meaning that there is 
no County administrative body overseeing disagreements between the two 
parties. Therefore, court cases resulting from the passage of this ordinance 
must give the judge complete ability to make a fair decision. We ask to change 
the term “shall” to “may” when a judgement is being made in sections 42-85 
and 42-86. 


