
IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, EASTERN DIVISION 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and ) 
JAMES T. LYNN, Successor to Georg~ 
W. Romney, Secretary of the ) 
Department of Housing and Urban ) 
Development, et al., ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

No. 66 c 1459 
66 c 1460 

(Consolidated) 

CHA'S MEMO~~NDUM IN OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR A 

DISCOVERY HFARING IN OPEN COURT 

Over three years ago, on April 16, 1971, pursuant 

to agreement of the parties, CHA was directed to file quarterly 

reports setting forth its activities to comply with the judg-

ment order of July, 1969, and other orders of this Court. 

CHA's twelfth quarterly report was filed on April 1, 1974. 

For the convenience of the Court, relevant portions of 

the quarterly reports (without attachments) covering the last 

fifteen month period which report the facts as to projects 2-85, 

2-86, 2-87 and the Section 23 leasing program are attached hereto 

as indicated below. 



Exhibit No. Report No. Date Filed 2-85 2-86,87 Sec. 2 3 

A 8 3-30-73 pp.l-4 4 
B 9 6-29-73 pp.l-2 2,3 
c 10 10-1-73 pp.l-2 
D 11 12-31-73 pp.l-2 
E 12 4-1-74 pp.l-2 3 3,4 

Also for the convenience of the Court, attached hereto, 

marked Exhibit F, is CHA's letter of March 29, 1974, to counsel 

for plaintiffs, with attachments, dealing with the same subject 

matters. 

At the Project 2-85 opening o f construction proposals 

on April 18, 1974, to which counsel for plaintiffs was invited 

(See Ex. G) but did not attend, three proposals were received. 

They are now being examined by CHA staff. 

There has, therefore, been no information gap - CHA 

regularly has been reporting to this Court and plaintiffs about 

its activities. For this good and sufficient reason, the plaintiffs' 

motion should be denied. 

There is, however, another and more basic reason why the 

motion should be denied: it is contrary to the letter and spirit 

of the rules governing procedures in this Court which make it 

clear that "discovery'' has no place in the 6ourtroom. 

On March 11, 1971, in the course of the proceeding which 

culminated in the quarterly report order of April 16, 1971, this 

Court said that the then "discovery'' effort of plaintiffs (which 
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CHA objected to) was analogous to a supplementary proceeding 

after judgment (Tr. p.lO). CHA agrees. That being the case, 

Rule 69 F.R.C.P., applied. And that rule was amended in 1970 

to provide: "In aid of judgment***the judgment creditor***may 

obtain discovery from any person***in the manner provided in 

these rules***". By reason of the 1970 amendment to Rule 69, 

"***the judgment creditor***is entitled to the full range of 

discovery devices provided for in the Rules". 7 Moore's Fed. Prac-

tice ~ 69.05[1], p. 69-28. 

Thus it is clear that plaintiffs' remedy with respect 

to any asserted information gaps is to be found outside the court-

room. 

Further underscoring the reason why plaintiffs should 

not be taking up the Court's time with "discovery" in open court 

is Rule 12(d) of the General Rules for this Court which, to 

"curtail undue delay in the administration of justice", provides 

that discovery matters shall not be brought to court unless 

"moving counsel shall first advise the court in writing that 

after personal consultation and sincere attempts to resolve 

differences they are unable to reach an accord". Obviously, this 

Court's rule providing that disputes regarding discovery have 

no place in the courtroom until counsel have tried ~o resolve 

them makes it clear that discovery itself does not belong in 

the courtroom. 
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For all of the foregoing reasons, plaintiffs' motion 

for a discovery hearing in open court should be denied. 

OF COUNSEL: 

MAYER, BROWN & PLATT 

Respectfully submitted, 

-4-

Patrick W. O'Brien 
One of the attorneys for 
Chicago Housing Authority 
231 South LaSalle Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 
STate 2-0600 
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IJT 'r"iiE tJ1HT1~D S"PA':'E) DTS'"!"',: · ~ · · ; r P :\''' 
FOH THE NOR .. PJB:m DJ ;-L.• : n~: · r (Y:, J i1'l . .i ~:c l :-_; 

EAST~~!?:~ DJVTSJ < ;, 

DOROTHY GAUTREhUX, et A]. , 

Plaintiffs 

vs. 

GEORGE 'W. ROI1J1EY And 
CHICAriO HOUSIITG AUTHORIT'I, 
et ol., 

Defendants 

) 
) 

~ 

l 
~ 

HO. GG C l'~' 'I 

NO. ()6 C lh' .. 

(Consoli <111 t · · r1 ) 

REPORT 1m. 'l 'rO 'rF1"2 CC:l :·p 
PURSUAIH' TO ORDJ~I~ o:,• A "Pf\ll, l;:.. ! rl?l 

1. rrnjj n~t Jl J.. ?-r.r:, 

. ~ t t. t ,'1 t; f ~,.. '"l 1 ..... (' ('" D11~es n an es ll1R -p ... , cos o -l o..l , 1r , J' -' • ·'-' • As 

report because the Zon:i np: Bo9r.·cl of' ATlp t- ·nl ro de.>niec1 

CIJA' s Application For A Spc>c:i fl] Us"' t•) p.-.rt Jt t f5rnllnl1 

floor apartments. 

f 'I. 8 
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t (l FICC O r:lC'IO ~ rtt (! 7h < ~ We l l i W"' ~mii ; c, . (~ J ,-r ' d l ~ · 1 .'~ , 1 : ' •:, 

con£:truction 0f ~0 un i ts nn 1n f: i 1.• r. . 

f3ubGP.']llent to this nc t ·i nn, on ;iun r· 

\'T<lS submitted to HHD for nppJ·nv nl. c~ , . 0 
/ \ ! ·. ~ .:w ' 0 

I • . I I . 

·aclvisinp: thnt they cHrl not concur j n !.1 1··· p r n;)·•:. • ·· 

fnvard. (See Attachm,.nt No. :.S.) 0n <Tl:tlf ' ;>p., 1 'Y;n. 

the Commissi oYi,ers of CHA dil~cet.-..,,·l s tr~ r ~~ to rcnp() nc1 to 

Mr. Waner's letter hy rN]Uesl;i.nf" thRt t.l1r mFttter he 

refeJ'red to '-"~shinr:tnn for J'0vim·J and Approval. 

Ill. ?.-R5, with delet.1ons of cnrt.ain nit"s indie r-~t 0d, 

otntus of acquisition of rernRinin~ vinhlP ~itcs, nn~ 

construction oontrnc t m·mrd in~'or:nn t .i on in contwi. n.-.r1 i11 

In order to substi tut(> for 1 ost sj trs 11!1-'1 to T'•.? ~'tnrP 

t'w totol number of uni. ts to ;J(-.,7, C!fA hns snb:!li t ~:r : cl 

(,q additional sites, e r; t imntr, rl to nccor:: ndFtt•• ?31 

AttFtchment No. s.) 

An prP.viously :report0cl: ( Fl) CHA subni t t c·d Dev('l opr1cnt 
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discontinue dc·.r~lopment Rcti v:i t i 0r: r 0 ln 1.1-, . t;o 

t'~wsP projects, Apparentl~r ~Jl in nc C'r)l '(~· ~ · H ' · v:i L' 1 

the current ;t'loratoriu[;'J nn '~-1ouslnr·; (r· ) 0 11 r~~ · r. 1 ' '1 , 

1973, the HUD Area Offic0. return rrl f!li h' :· ' '1 '' .1 i <; i l l· i •' ! 

to a directive of fiDD, RppAreYl t l;y in < I Cc: c J1''~ ~1!1C e ':!i t l. 

th~ r.urrent uorntoriwo on houf;i lY~. 

still in effect. 

Nucl0.us of ChicaEto Houe OI·Tnt?J'f.l Anso1 ~ i Ati on (Uo Cll'.) 
ct c~l v. IIDD nncl ' c:IA - S11~;; e NCJ . (;'-C-J.l <ll' 

Nnti. on~l Environmentnl Po licy i~ ct Rnrl S f"( · l · n to ettj c ~ i n 

iTlvnJved :i.r! 

Projects Ill. ~-85, Il.1.. ? -GG ~ud Ill. 

co;:-~pliance ~tri th envir.-mrJI') TitA 1 <nlH 1 ~' s i :.: p r ·rJ Cf'<1ur~~~.i o ~ 

Section 10?. of the Nationnl Env i. ronr:-~r· nt; al Policy h.ct. 

19'13. Parties to t he sui..t are now p J' ::'lW:d.n(l" Fintlin f!" S 

of Fact and supportin~ hriPfs. 

-~-



IN THE illJITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NOR'l'HERU .DISTRICT OF ILLH!C>IS 

EAS'tERU DIVISION 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., 

Plaintiffs 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) NO. 66 
) NO. 66 ) 

vs. 
c 1459 

c 1460 
) (Consolidated) 

GEORGE W._ RONNEY and 
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY, 
et al., 

Defendants 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

REPORT NO. 10 TO THE COUR'l' 
PURSUANT TO ORDER OF APRIL 16, 1971 

CHA ACTTVITIES - FAr·liLY PU!3LTC HOUSnlG SITES 

1. Project ILL-2-85 

The current status of sites is set forth in Attachment No. 1. 

In addition, the following comment~ arc~ pe:rtinE:nt: 

(a) Parcel A-22. There are some d~fects in title 
\-Jhich must be cleared b~forc c 1 os1ng. Thi 5 

is expected to be done by Oct ob~c 15, 1973. 

(b) Parcel A-27. Optic~ ha~ bc~n rxecuted; 
owner delaying deli vc>r'f of d c·c:d . 

(c) Parcel A-51. Resi d e-ntial Pln !H ic :1 Dc:v cl op:nc nt 
application heard by !:.>a.i ldin 'J ~ ?..c•!li!lLi nn 
Septcrn~cr 5, 1973. Yet to h e· ;tr: Lc d u p-::-n by 
Planning und Hou s.!.ng ~:r~d · C.i ty :·: u:1ciJ. 

In adclition, rec<>nt H\I ~ J rcguL ~ icn~~; u.·c· •.d.re 
that a full cnviro:1:T:'·n~"'J l:n~j .-,ct ~ ·. •_t\~c ·nt .nt 
be prcpllrcd on t!\i~; cu:·. ,!)i.ndt .ic •:t i·:ld.-·rl;:­
'1-'u:n.i..ly Di t<..!. St•1ff L-. no\·/ rw,. :·· ri I.'J t::li. ::; 
doc:umenl. A rninimum (Jf :;~-; no:1l . h :: i .::; n . <·~t.i.t~l'd 
Ctftcr document.:tion i~ co:.~;J1l~l<: ;! . 

r;; 'f. . c . 



As noted in our previous Report, ClfA submitted to HUD a 

list of 69 sites estimated to accorTh"T\odate 231 units for 

preliminary site approval as replacement for deleted 

sites. On September 20, 1973 a letter was directed to 

Mr. Waner requesting a written response on the status of 

our June 28th submittal. (See Attachment No. 2.) 

With respect to award of construction contracts in con-

nection with acquired sits, as previously reported the 
. 

Area Office of HUD rejected CHA' s recommendution for a\van:i. 

Subsequently, on July 2, 1973, CHA requested the Area Office 

to withdraw its rejection and to submit the matter to the 

HUD Commissioner, i.e. Secretary, for fin~l revi~v. (Sec 

Attachment No. 3.) On August 10, 1973 1 the Area Office 

advised CHA that after reviewing curren t prototype con-

struction costs, they had concluded th0 t ~;uch co~~ts \·tere 

"relevant and consistent Hi th current c on ~.; tr:-uctio:1 ex-

perience" and advised that there Has no basis for for-

warding our appeal to CentrrJ. lmthority. (Sec Attach-

ment No. 4.) On August 16, 1973, C!1h suhr:littcd to the 

Regional Administrator of HUD a rcquc::.L t h.-_lt the.: Regio:1al 

Office revie\·1 the decision of the Area Off.i:-.:e and approv;'. l 

be given to the construction contt·u.c t t.:' ·.' flt· ds or, in the 

event such approval was not forthco~in1, lo sub~it the 

matte!." to the Secretary of ~iUl> ·for f i n:ll r c ':icH. {See 

Attachment Ho. 5.) On the b"sj s of in fO J.'!.~it J. i!'lc~·.:~_ rie:!:;, 

..___ by the Re')ional Office to f!UD \-Ja ~- hi n,_; l ot: . 

- 2 -



-----~----------::o=;;;;:;;o----~~~-~--- ---- -- --~--

r ' 

2. Proj~cts ILL-2-86 and ILL-2-87 

The status is the same as Report No.· 9, dated June 30, 

1973. 

CHA ACTIVITIES - INFORMING THE PUDLIC 
RE THE NEvi PUBLIC HOUSING PRO~.:;RA11 

Distribution of special printed materials on the New Look to area~ 
:;. ' .. , . .,.... ... ....... -...., ·... .... '\ .. , ~ 

on the Northeast Side of the city where new scattered sites develop-

ments are scheduled to be located has been held up pending IIUD's 

approval of construction contracts for Project ILL-2-85. 

In the meantime, a new 15-page publication called "CHA-Fact~ 1973" 

has been produced and distributed to ~taff, the news media, govern-

ment and city agencies, and community leader ~ and organizations. 

"'----' "CHA Facts 1973" contains a section on the Ne\-J Look. Perhaps the 

most thorough explanation of CHA programs ever published, ''CilA 

Facts 197 3" \'Jill l:)e p,l;:.QV.J.Qecl to religious and co:~~.1uni ty lec.:der s in 

Uptovm, Lak(~ View, and \·lest Tov:n \·.ohen co:1struction is approved by 

HUD. (See Attachment Ho. 6.) 

The Nevi Look .._·as prominen~ly fe<ttu::-ed in C!IJI.' s Cc!1tra.l Offj cc 

liilliard Center tours and di~cussions during the quarter for 

approximately 45 persons. 

All request::; for printed matcr.i~~ls relaU rtg to th e Nevi Loa~ \:ere 

filled and r>t<tff responded to r. Jl rt..·c~uest :; for pc:r::;onal uP!)( <J.r2! ·tcc·~~. 

Lcfloy rc:cordcd an intcrviev1 vtilil StC\:1 Fen·i;, of · . .'i-!£3! Rudio for. 

roHdCu!:t on "1\c:cent: COi:snuni ty" on ,July ?.3 • 

..., - .... -



CHA ACTIVITIES - AGREEI'lEtJT \'liTH 
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF COOl~ COUNTY 

No new developments since Report No. 8, dated March 30, 1973. 

Respectfully submitted, 

7d.~-:t ~~) (2 .£l ~ . .... ~ -~ (~ _.'---/ 
------~----· ~--~~~·----------Harry J. -"" Schneid ..: r 

Executive Director 

September 30, 1973 • 

- 11 - r 



DOROTHY 

' . -1 

IN THE UNITED STJ...TE:S DISTRIC:' COUC 
FOR THE NORTHER~! DISTRICT OF ILLI:~CIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 

GAUTREAUX, et a1., ) 
) 

Plaintiff.s ) 
) 
) NO. 66 c 

vs. ) 
NO. 66 c ) 

) 

1459 

1460 

GEORGE w. ROMNEY and ) (Consolidated) 

CHICAGO 
et al., 

HOUSING AUTHORITY, ) 
) 
) 

Defendants ) 

REPORT NO. 11 TO THE COURT 
PURSUANT TO ORDER OF APRIL 16, 1971 

CHA ACTIVITIES - FAMILY PUBLIC HOUSING SITES 

1. Project ILL-2-85 

As previously reported, CHA awarded contracts for the con­

struction of 59 dwelling units on scattered sites. The 

awards were disapproved successively by the Area, Regional 

an·d Washington Offices of the Department of Housing and 

Urban Development because they exceeded HUD's prototype 

cost limits for Chicago for dwelling construction and 

equipment. See the HUD Regional Administrator's letter 

of October 11, 1973 attached hereto as "Exhibit A." 

Although CHA's experience and preliminary research indi-

cates that construction costs for these units cannot be 



....;; .~ -·- --

substantially reduced, CHA staff has been instructed by 

the Board of Commissioners to pursue ever.y approach, method 

and design that holds any promise of providing family 

housing units within the HUD prototype costs. Currently, 

staff is preparing a Turnkey proposal for submission to 

HUD. Further, staff has met with small contractors to 

explore the feasibility of construction cost reductions. 

2. Projects ILL-2-86 and ILL-2-87 

No new developments since Report No. 9, dated June 30, 1973. 

CHA ACTIVITIES - INFOru~ING THE PUBLIC 
RE THE NEW PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAH 

~o new developments since Report No. 10, dated September 30, 1973. 

CHA ACTIVITIES - AGREEI·lENT HITH 
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF COOK COUNTY 

No new developments since Report No. 8, dated March 30, 1973. 

December 31, 1973 

Respectfully submitted, 

-;;>L- J ") _-;p__i_ ~~eLl 
Har1y · • Schneider 
Executive Director 

- 2 -
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IN THE UlUTED STATS S DlS:'aiC:' COLJrt r 
FOR THE HORTHC:i-W DJ 3-:'i\I CT OF I L :.I:!Ol ~ 

EASTERIJ DIVISIO;J 

DOROTHY GAUTR&A~A, et al., 

Plaintiffs 
~ 

vs. 

GEORGE W. ROHNEY and 
CHICAGO HOUSING AllrHORITY, 
et al., 

Defendants 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NO. 66 C 1459 

NO. 66 C 1~68 

(Consolidated ) 

REPORT NO. 12 TO THE COUnT 
PURSU~~T TO ORDER OF APRIL 1 5 , 1971 

CH.A ACTIVITIES - FA."liLY PTJBLIC HOUS rJS 

1. Project ILL-2-85 

It was stated in Report No. 11 that contract awards 

made for construction \vere disapproved successively by 

the Area, Regional and ~·Jashington c.:.:ices of the 

Department of Housing and Urban Development. Since 

disapproval of these a\·Jards, the staffs of the Chicago 

Housing Authority and Department of ~ousing and Urban 

Development have met to discuss procedures and re~uire-

ments for the solicitation of propo5als from developers 

to design and build family housing on CHA-o\med sites. 

On January 18, 1974, a draft of planning and design 

criteria for three-flat building s to solicit Modified 



Turnkey proposals was sent to the Director, Area O!fi c~ 

of the Department of Housing and Urb2n Developme~t fo~ 

its approval. In its February 27, 197!. letter, the 

Department of Housing and Urban Development referred 

this proposal to it~ Washington office for review and 

approval. See HUD Area Office letter attached her.·eto 

as "Exhibit A." 

In order to avoid further delay in !Jt.: .:- ur i ng pr-o;•o .. ::; l ::; 

for this modification of Turnkey regulations, the 

Chicago Housing Authority on March 13, 197~ mailed an 

invitation letter to more than a hundred builders and 

an advertisement was placed in local newspapers 

soliciting proposals for thl~ Wf'!:"k on or before 

April 18, 1974. Copy of the invitation letter is 

attached hereto as "Exhibit B." Chicago Housing 

Authority has now received approval of its Modified 

Turnkey proposals in a letter from the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development, Area Office, dated 

March 22, 1974. See "Exhibit C" attached. Chicago 

Housing Authority is prepared to extend this procedure 

to the remaining 213 units upon app~oval of the cost 

basis for these initial units. Part I of CHA's 

Applicants' Environmental A?plication was delivered 

to the Departnent of Housing and Urban Develop~ent, 

Area Office, on January 21, 1974. 

- 2 -
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2. Projects ILL-2-86 and ILL-2-27 

As reported in Report No. 9, dated June 30, 1973, 

Chicago Housing Authority Development Plans for 

Projects ILL-2-86 and ILL-2-87 \vere ordered discon-

tinued in accordance with the moratorium. Developmen t 

Programs for these projects are in the process of 

revision and will be resubmitted to the Department of 

Housing and Urban Development, Area Office, for 

approval in accordance with directives. See letter 

from the Department of Housing and Urban Development, 

Area Office, Director of Operations, dated March 26, 

1974, attached hereto as "Exhibit D." All submittals 

are subject to financial feasibility requirements. 

3. Section 23 - Leasing Proaram 

The Department of Housing and Urban Development 

published in the Federal Register of January 22, 1974 

proposed rules for substa~tial changes in the Leasing 

Program. Comments were solicited from interested 

parties including suggestions or objections to the 

Rules Docket Clerk, Office of General Counsel, on or 

before February 21, 1974. The proposed amendment has 

not been adopted. Chicago Housing Authority has under 

study these proposed rule changes and has submitted 

to the Area Office of the Department of Housing and 

Urban Development for review the City Council ordinance 

adopted in 1965 which permits Chicago Eousing Authority 

- 3 -



to enter into Section 23 Leasing Progr2~ . Also under clo ~~ 

scrutiny is the Senate "Omnibus Sill" no· .... pending v.'hich 

proposes significant changes in the Leasing Program and 

public housing. 

CHA ACTIVITIZS- - IiJFORf-ili·J::; 'l'ii2 p;_r:.~LIC 
<r"'' I I - -' I) "!. • ' 
l" \. \.... _,! \..'-- ~ 

No ne'IJ developments since Report Uo. 10, dated Septembe r JO , 

1973. 

CHA ACTIVITIES - AGRES4!EIIT iHI'H 
HOUSING AUTHORI':'Y OF COOK C0~~:7Y 

No new developments since Report no. 8, dated r1arch 30, 1973. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Executive Director 

April 1, 1974 
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~larch 29, 1974 

Mr. Alexander Polikoff 
:r:xecuti ve nireo~or 
Bu~iness and Professional People 

for the Public Interest 
109 North Dearborn Street 
Room 1001 
Chicago, Illinoia 60602 

near Al: 

l · -

In response to your letter of .1arch 18, 1974 
and to s.Jpplement my letter to you of March 7, 1974, 
th~ following commen~s are maJe: 

PROJECT ILL-2-85 ----------
In my March 7, 1974 letter I advised that on 

~Tanuary 1.8, 1974 new criteria for three- flat build­
ings to solicit Modified Turnkey proposals was aent 
to the llUD Area Office for approval. Precedin~:t thia 
transmittal there was a meeting between CHA and HUD 
staffa in which varioua methods of reaolvinq the coat 
problem was discussed. The January 18th tranamittal 
repreaenta conaiderable CHA staff time expended to 
meet what appeared to be an unsolvable problem; ita 
contenta repreaent a modification of Turnkey regu­
lations. In light of. the HUD letter dated February 
28, 1974 referring this proposal to HUD Central Of­
fice for approval, it was decided that in order to 
avoid further loaa of time immediate propoaala should , 
be sought from qualified build~ra. ~liAI:'Ch J.!.t .• J974 
an invitation ~etter (copy attachod) was aent ~- more 
than ·-. hundred ·builders and an advertisement placed 

f" . F 
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in local newspapers soliciting proposals for this 
work. In anticipation of receiving a proposal in 
wnicn ~oats will be approved, CHA is goin'J for­
ward with all preparations to extend this proce-
J ure to the remaining 213 units. ClL'\ hds now re­
ceived approval of ita r-to<lified Turnkey proposals 
in a letter dated March 22, UU b:om thfia HUD Area 
office. A cop¥ 11 attached for your information. 
The appro1rar-&Xtendi to Pro!icts Nos. ILL-2-U6 and 
ILL-2-87. 

PROJECTS ILL-2-86 AWJ ILL-2-87 

l>avelopraent Proqrams for the11e projects are in 
t~H;! process of revi:~ion and will he re~JUbmitted to UUP 
for approval in accor~anc~ with directives. 

SEC'l'lOU 2 3 - LE1\!·HNG PROGR.~P-t 

In you.r letter of '1arch lo, 1974, you state 
" . 'l'he tact is that a major new public housing 
program -- construction for loasincJ has now loeen au­
thorized • • • • •· 'l'his att~toment is incorrect. iiUl> 
publit~hodJ in the P'ederal Heqister of January 22, 1974 
t)roposed rules for some rather dra.IT4ltic changes in the 
Leasing Program. Comments were solicited from in­
terested parties including suggestions or objections 
to the nules Docket Clerk, Office of General Counsel, 
on or before February 21, 1974. ThP. Rtatemt:mt waa made 
that all relevant material would be considered before 
auoption of the final _Eule. The proposed amen~n~ 
has not bean adopted. Cl.I.A has been in communic~~ion 
with the HUD Area Office relative to these proposed 
rules anJ HUD has under review the City council ordi­
nance adopted in 1965 which permits Cll..1'\ to enter into 
tioction 23 Leaainy Pr~ram. You can, of course, ap­
preciate the fact that it \lnuld h~ hath preaumptuou• 

I! 
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und premature to rClake coHcrete pro!Josals p,r icr to 
<ll-iO!Jtion of the final rules. '.L'lu~re is some douht 
t!1at the proposed regulations of January 22, 1974 

-· · con:form. lilfth the intent ot· existing Section .! J le­
yislation. In any event, CHA feels there· are f.JO­

sitive aspects to these proposed rules which mcly 
.Ue helpful in increaaing the supply of housing. 
CLll\ is considering these proposed rules as wt!ll 
as n~w i\Ousing leqislation couuuonly callell the 
"Omnibus Bill" now pending in Congress. 

h)i•: IIUl\ 

Cc::. llOih>rC:lblH rtichard B. 
£{. ~. tichaefer, r.:sq. 

l..JCC: Calvin r.. .lo<ill I E~q . 

• 

Lest Pezsonal RoyarJs, 

Patri~k lJ'uri~.m 



BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

CHARLES Fl . SWIBEL. CHAIRMAN 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

HARRY J. SCH NEIDER 

THEOPHILUS M. MANN 

LETITIA NEVILL 

NICHOLAS J. BOSEN Chicaqo Houslnq Aulhorilq 
55W. CERMAK ROAD 

CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 006 1S 
(312) 791 8~ 

Project Ill 2-85 
Scattered Site Family Housing 

Gentlemen: 

Notice of Invitati on 

The Chicago Housing Authority invites private builders to participate 
in the Turnkey method of construction of fifty-four (54) 3-bedroom 
dwelling units in eighteen (18) buildings. 

These units are to be constructed at ten (10) scattered Northeast 
locations in Chicago, Illinois, on sites owned by the CHA which are 
satisfactory to CHA, the Housing Assistance Office of the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development and the City of Chicago . 

Proposals must be submitted on eighteen (18), thirty-six (36) or fifty-
four (54) units. Proposals will be received at Chicago Housing Authori t y, 
Central Office, 55 West Cermak Road, Chicago, Illinois, 60616, until 2:00 p ,m., 
local time, on April 18, 1974 , 

Informational packets may be obtained after March 15, 1974 frc.m the office 
of the Chicago Housing Authority by depositing $25 .00 in the for~ of 
certified or cashier's check or money order payable to the Chicago Housing 
Authority . 

Interested builders and developers should irranediately contact Mr . W. E. Brekke, 
Purchasing Agent of the CHA at the above address, Telephone: 791-8406, for 
further and more specific information . 

Very truly yours, 

"")~ (!· Q~,JI_((' 
Harry J. Schneider 
Contracting Officer 



REGION V 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND UR9AN DEVELOPMENT 

CHICAGO AREA OFFICE 

17 NORTH DEARBORN STR!::ET 

CtiiCAGO, ILLINOIS 60602 

- ·, 
' -~ 

)00 South Wa r ku Dr~v• 
Chicae.,, Illinois 60606 

IN REPLY R£0CER TO : 

•~· Harry Schn~id3r 
Executive Di.r~:::tor 

Chicago Housif'-.3 :.uthority 
55 Uest Cerna}: ?.oad 
Chicago, Illinois 60616 

~ar Hr. Schneider: 

SIDject: ill. 2-85, 2-86 & 2-S? 
Modified Turru~ey 

5. 21 ':·~ 

MAR 2 2 i974 Hack 

It is our understandil"l.g that you no lonser ·.:ish to pursue the strict 
Conventional approtlc~ to build.ir-...g the 50 t.:.n.it s in ill. 2-25 for- t:hic~ 
you advertised for bids in 1973. InS:~~d, in reS?onse to a reco~:.e~d~­
tion fro::1 HUD you have decided to see~~ ::.u-r~-:cy proposals fer 51... :.:nits 
on the 10 sites for ~:hich yo'.J. origL"'lall:,' sought ConYentio:tal bi::s • 

. To this end, you submitted for our ap?roval a pac~<:age of ':'urr"l~ey doc'..:.­
ments ~-1hich co:1tained ccr:.~in nodi.:'ic~c. i c::.s of st.:;.."1dar·i 1\.:rf'.:·:e:/ ?ro­
cedures. Please be advise-:1 t~~t this ·:--. .11-r.::~y paC.-:&f;e ·.:ith !""::odif:.:a­
tions has been ~pprovcd not or2y for ?roje:::t Ill. 2-35 out olso :or­
Projects ill. 2-36 md 2-37 for '::r.ich ~i:_;J' s Central Off:.ce rece::.<:.2..:,r 
authorized the reSUr.lption of processin5. 7.~e specific ~odifications 
are as follo·.:s: 

(1) You are permitted to use pre-selected or CHrl. o• .. :ne:.i 
sites in securir.J ':'ur:i~ey proposJ.ls. 

(2) You are authori~::!::l to nake mc:1t!-.ly periodic pa;;­
ment s to ti.1'3 selected develo;:;er ( s). 

(3) To insure thi:.t -::1e C-overn:::;::t' s :.:-:.tere st is pro­
tect8d you. ::ill re~-..:.::..:-8 a 100;~ :?erfcru:..r:ce G: ?ay­
ment Bond . fro~ -:h~ selected develope~(s). 

With re;ard to ?reject !11. 2-05 c.nd t~e site at 5357 ~r. ?..::.v-;!1s.:ood, 
the R~.:;ional :-:T'J office ;,~s a ;::; ;::;rovc-:1 t:1:! u:::~ of ti:e site ;:;ro•.ri:ie:i t:1at 
1/2" in:::;ulatin.:; ~ :i.."'ldo·.:s a:1:i a~ cond.it:.o::.i..-:; s2..ce·.res are inste2l~d as 
noise atten'...lo..tion r.:c<:..S'.J.res. I':- -.:as also S'..:.~;estcd thut as an ad:iiti::-:-. .:d 
measure, desi.;:;n considcr:~.tions ?er::'.it-::.:::;, t~c t:all of the bui.lc:ii..r-6 facin3 
the tracks be solid t;i.t:~out fe:1estration. 

~.- · -
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HUD does not naintain a list of Contractors ~:ho are qualified. to do 
particular types of conS:.~..:.ctio:1 and · . .-ho ::e ~·:ocld re~c::-.:::e:-d to be 
solicitcj for bids or ~roposals on HUD assi sted pro~ects. it is o~ 
undcrstar.1iP~ that C~A has i nv i ted in the nei6~bor~ccd. of lCO b~il~crs 
to propose on Ill. 2-85. T.1i s actio:1, i:op~ful.l:,·, \·till ensure the broad­
est possible response to your invitation • 

. . 

·• 
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l'ir. Alexander Polikoff 
Executive Director 

April 17 • 1974 

Business and Professional P~oplo 
for the Public Interest 

Chicago, Illinois 60602 

Dear Nr. Polikoff: ~ 
This is a reminder of thg/~dulc;;~ , opening 
of Hodified Turnkey prop:hj~~ fo~<~ .. 1::-ojcct 
ILL-2-85 construction set f.o~ Y.))O p.m. on 
April 18, 1974 in the.~thor~~~'s Central 
Office Board Room, sr.-l '"t· .Cc~ Hou.d, 
Chicago, Illinoi (/ ~ 

You arc invited attend · you choose. 

truly yours, 

Calvin II. Hull 
Acting General Counsel 

CHH:rmt 
cc: Legal 

CO Files 
Patrick w. O'Brien 

-



PROOF OF SERVICE 

Patrick W. O'Brien, one of the attorneys 

for Chicago Housing Authority, certifies that on 

April 24, 1974, he served a copy of the above and 

foregoing CHA's Memorandum In Opposition To Plaintiffs' 

Motion For A Discovery Hearing In Open Court upon the 

attorney of record for plaintiffs and HUD. 

Patrick W. O'Brien 

II 




