IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

No. 66 C 1459
66 C 1460

(Consclidated)

vs.

)

)

)

)

)

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

)

Defendants.
CHA'S MEMORANDUM 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., 23

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.1l-2

D 11 12-31-73 pp.l1-2

E 12 4-1-74 pp.1-2 3 3,4

Also for the convenience of the Court, attached hereto,
marked Exhibit F, is CHA's lettér of March 29, 1974, to counsel
for plaintiffs, with attachments, dealing with the same subject
matters.

At the Project 2-85 opening of 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 courtroom.

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



CHA objected to) was analogous to a supplementary proceeding

after judgment (Tr. p.10). CHA agrees. That being the case,

Pule 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 undérscoring 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 to resolve
them makes it clear that discovery itself does not belong in

the courtroom,



For all of the foregoing reasons, plaintiffs' motion

for a discovery hearing in open court should be denied.

Respectfully submitted,

Patrick W. O'Brien
One of the attorneys for
Chicago Housing Authority
231 South LaSalle Street
OF COUNSEL: Chicago, Illinois 60604

STate 2-0600
MAYER, BROWN & PLATT
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IN TUE UNITED STA™ES DISTHI ™ ruy”
FOR THE NORTHEAT DISYRTOT OF JTLIINCTS
EASTERT DIVISICH

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., )

GEORGE W. ROMNEY and

Plaintiffs

bl NO. G4 C 141N
NO, 66 C 1u
(Consolidut 1)

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY,
et 2l.,

Defendants

REPORT NO, 2 TO THL CcCcu
PURSUANT TO ORDLR O APRIL 15, 11777

CHA ACTIVITIES - TAMITY IMIBLTC TQUTIHG DTTES

Praject 711, 2-8%

The HUD approved beyelopment Plan for this project
consists of 267 family dwelliny unils on seatiored
sites at an estinated cost of %5,)7°1,120,00, As

noted in previous reports, a nunber of the pronoced
sites have been dropped. Cne site, A-N0, at 6100-6104
N, California, was deleted since the datc of {the last
report because the Zoning Bozrd of Anpeals denied
CHA's Application For A Special Us~ to paruit ground

floor apartments.

Ev.8



The current: number o viable sities is 1/, egtimat.

to accommodate 74 dwellins unitz, Cn June 1+, 17
the Commissinners of CiHA adented Reseolution TR=70L-70
(Attachment To, 1) avardine two contracts fop th-

constrmiction of R0 units on 10 =it o,

Subsequent to this action, on Jun~ P20, 177
was submitted to HUD for approval. (Je Abiae b

No. 2) On June 27, 1977, CHA receive? §HIT)'s » omae,

‘advising that they d4id not concur in tho pronns?

award, (See Attachment No. %.) On June 28, 1937%
the Commissioners of CHA direct~d staf to respond to
Mr. Waner's letter by requesting that the matter be

referred to Washington Tor review and approval,

The original 1ist of %h sites whichi comprised Praiect
111, 2-85, with deletions of certain sites indicated,
status of ascquisition of remainine viable sites, and
construction contract award information is containsd in

Attachment No, 4.

In order to substitute for lost sites nnd to restore
the total number of units to P67, CIHA has submitt«d
69 additional sites, estimated to nccommndate 231
units to HUD for preliminary site approval, (Sce
Attachment No, 5.)

Projects T17, 2=-86 snd T11, 2-X7

As previously reported: (a) CHA subnitted Development



AN

) ans for Projects I11., 2-26 and I11, 7=/ ko

HUD for Approval in Sepienber and Cetabher, 1777

(b) Under letter of HMarch 7, 199" TMID velLurued

said Development Plans o CHA with divcctions to
discontinue development activitien relaliive bo

these projects,»apparent]y all in accordmmes with
fhe current moratorium on housine; (¢) On I'ard’ *1,
1973, the HUD Area Office return~d CHA': gndicatiom
for 5,500 additional family dwelline urits marsusnt
to a directive of HUD, apparently in dccordance witl

the current uoratoriua on housin~«,

The status remains the sane as the rioritorium is

still in effect.

Nucleus of Chicago IHoiie Owners Association (Ho Cill)
et, a1l v, HUD and CHA - Znse No. 77°-C-1197

CHA was actively ensaged in a G-wee tvial, defendin
the subject litigation, which charres violation of the
National Environmental Policy £c¢i and scel's to enjein
the acouisition of the scatter~-d sites involved in
Projects Ill., 2-85, Ill. 2-86 and T1l. 727 pending

conmpliance with environrmental anslysis procedures of

Section 102 of the National Environmnenlal Policy Act.
The trial commenced May 7, 1977 and terminated June 13,
197%. Parties to the svit are now proparine TFindines

c¢f Fact and supporting hriefs,
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLIIOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.,
Plaintiffs

NO. 66 C 1459
NO. 66 C 1460
(Consolidated)

VSe.

GEORGE W. ROMNEY and
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY,
et al.,

N S Nt N N N N N N i N St N

Defendants

REPORT NO. 10 TO THE COURT
PURSUANT TO ORDER OF APRIL 16, 1971

CHA ACTIVITIES - FAMILY PUBLIC HOUSING SITES

i; Project ILL-2-85

The current status of sites is set forth in Attachment No. 1.
In addition, the following comments are pertinent:

(a) Parcel A-22., There are some defects in title
vwhich must be cleared before closing. This
is expected to be done by Octeher 15, 1973.

(b) Parcel A-27. Opntion has becn executed;
owner delaying delivery of dccad.

(c) Parcel A-51. Residential Planne:! Development
application heard by Building ¢ Zoning on
September 5, 1973, Yet to ko acted upon by
Planning and Housing and City Tcunci).,

In addition, raecent HiUD regul:s tions reeunire

that a full environmmontal impact statoem nt
be preparced on this conbination Blderly=-
Family sites Stoff is now pronaring this
document. A minimum of 3-monihs iz roeouired

after documentetion is cownloeted,



¢ \

As noted in our previous Report, CHA submitted to HUD a
list of 69 sites estimated to accommodate 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 recommendation for award.

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

to withdraw its rejection and to submit the matter to thc
HUD Commissioner, i.e. Secretary, for final review. (Sec
Attachment No. 3.) On August 10, 1973, the Area Office
advised CHA that after reviewing current prototype con-
struction costs, they had concluded that such costs were
"relevant and consistent with current construction ex-
perience" and advised.that there was no basis for for-
warding our appeal to Centrl Authgrity. (Sce Attach-
ment No. 4.) On August 16, 1973, CHA submitted to the
Regional Administrator of HUD a requesl that the Regional
Office review the decision of the Arca Office and approval
be given to the construction contract awards or, in the
event such approval was not forthcominqg, Lo submit the
matter to the Secretary of HUD ‘for {final rcview. (Sec
Attachment No. 5.) On the basis of inforwal incuirices,
CHA has been advised that the motter haes boeen referred

by the Reqgional Office to HUD Vashinctou.



£ ‘

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

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

1973.

CHA ACTIVITIES - INFORMING THE PUBLIC
RE THE NEW PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAIM

Distribution of special printed materials on the New Look to areas

v AN , X -"“.' e

‘ ‘ A sl vrars = ; 5
on the Northeast Side of the city where new scattered sites develop-
ments are scheduled to be located has been held up pending liUD's

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

In the meantime, a new 1l5-page publication called "CHA “Facts 1973"
has been produced and distributed to staff, the news media, govern-
ment and city agencies, and community leaders and organizations.
—"CHA Facts 1973" contains a secfion on the New Look. Perhaps the
most thorough explanation of CHA programs ever published, "CiHA
Facts 1973" will be prowvided to religious and conaunity leeders in
Uptowvn, Lake View, and West Town wvhen construction is approvad by

HUD. (See Attachment No. 6.)

The New Look was prominently featured in ClHA's Central Office -
Hilliard Center tours and discussions during the quarter for

approximately 45 persons.

All requests for printed materials relating to the New Look were
filled and staff responded to &ll requests for personal appcarances.
Lefley rccorded an interview with Stan Ferris of MBI Radio for

—roadcast on "Accent: Community" on July 23.
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CHA ACTIVITIES - AGREEMENT WITH
i HOUSING AUTHORITY OF COOI{ COUNTY

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

Respectfully submitted,

'7~Z..=...,.Nj 2;) (2/) ke

R (Qik‘/A

HarryJJ.-5chneider
Executive Director

September 30, 1973 .
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERM DISTRICT OF ILLINCIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.,
Plaintiffs

NO. 66 C 1459

®s NO. 66 C 1460

GEORGE W. ROMNEY and ' (Consolidated)

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY,
et al.,

N N Nt N Nt Nt N N N N Nt Nt N

Defendants

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

CHA ACTIVITIES - FAMILY PUBLIC HOUSING SITES

7 l. Project ILL-2-85

As previously reported, CHA awarded contracts for the con-
struction of 50 dwelling units on scattered sites. The
awards were disapproved successively by the Area, Regional
and Washington Offices of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development because they exceeded HUD'; 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 Cpmmissioners to pursue every 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 - INFORMING THE PUBLIC
RE THE NEW PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAI

w0 new developments since Report No. 10, dated September 30, 1973.

CHA ACTIVITIES - AGREEMENT WITH
HOUSING AUTHORITY OF COOK COUNTY

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

Respectfully submitted,

—:Dvé;;'*—j‘Qﬁf::}lxta__ﬂ_k~~ftxj~/

Haryy J. Schneider
Executive Director

December 31, 1973



DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.,

GEORGE W. ROMNEY and
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY,
et al.,

1.

': h

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERII DI=TRICT OF ILLIIOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Plaintiffs
; NO. 66 C 1459
NO. 66 C 1460

(Consolidated)

VSe

N Nt Nt Nt N Nt Nt Sl N N Nt S Nt

Defendants

REPORT NO. 12 TO THE COURT
PURSUANT TO ORDER OF APRIL 15, 1971

CHA ACTIVITIES - FAMILY PUBLIC HOUSI'IG 3TTFS

Project ILL-2-85

It was stated in Report No. 11 that contract awards
made for construction were disapproved successively by

the Area, Regional and VWashington Cffices of the

' Department of Housing and Urban Development. Since

disapproval of these awards, the staffs of the Chicago
Housing Authority and Department of Housing and Urban
Development have met to discuss procedures and require-
ments for the solicitation of proposals from developers
to design and build family housing on CHA-owned sites.
On January 18, 1974, a draft of planning and design

criteria for three-flat buildings to solicit Modified

&= A /
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Turnkey proposals was sent to the Director, Area Office
of the Department of Housing and Urban Development for
its approval. 1In its February 27, 1974 letter, the
Department of Housing and Urban Development referred
this proposal to its Washington office for review and
approval. See HUD Area Office letter attached hereto

- as "Exhibit A."

In order to avoid further delay in sccuring propocals
for this modification of Turnkey regulations, the
Chicago Housing Authority on HMHarch 13, 1974 mailed an
invitation letter to more than a hundred builders and
an advertisement was placed in local newspapers
soliciting proposals for this work 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 approval of the cost
basis for these initial units. Part I of CHA's
Applicants' Environmental Application was delivered
to the Department of Housing and Urban Development,

Area Office, on January 21, 1974.
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3.
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Projects ILL-2-86 and ILL-2-87

As reported in Report No. 9, dated June 30, 1973,
Chicago Housing Authority Development Plans for
Projects ILL-2-86 and ILL-2-87 were ordered discon-
tinued in accordance with the moratorium. Development
Programs for these projects afe 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.

Section 23 - Leasing Proaram

The Department of Housing and Urban Development
published in the Federal Register of January 22, 1974
Proposed rules for substantial 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 Kousing Authority

-3—
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to enter into Section 23 Leasing Program. Also under close
scrutiny is the Senate "Omnibus B5ill" now pending which
proposes significant changes in the Leasing Program and

public housing.

CHA ACTIVITIZS - INFORIMING Tiie PI'3LIC
RE THE NZW PUBLIC HOUSING PROGIRAN

No new developments since Report Ho. 10, dated September 30,

1973.

CHA ACTIVITIES - AGREZIIENT WITH
HOUSING AUTHORITY CF CCOK COT.TY

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

Respectfully submitted,

2 Y- Golben i Qs
Harry J. Schneider
Executive Director

April 1, 1974



March 29, 1974

Mr. Alexander Polikoff

xecutive Director

Business and Professional People
for the Public Interest

109 North Dearborn Street

Room 1001

Chicago, Illinois 60602

Dear Al:
In response to your letter of 4varch 18, 1974
and to supplement my letter to you of March 7, 1974,

the following comments are made:

PROJECT ILL-2-85

In my March 7, 1974 letter I advised that on
January 18, 1974 new criteria for three-flat build-
ings to solicit Modified Turnkey proposals was sent
to the HUD Area Office for approval. Precediny this
transmittal there was a meeting between CHA and HUD
staffs in which various methods of resolving the cost
problem was discussed. The January 1l8th transmittal
represents considerable CHA staff time expended to
meet what appeared to be an unsolvable problem; its
contents represent a modification of Turnkey regu-
lations. 1In 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 loss of time immediate proposals should ,
be sought from qualified builders. QOn March 13, 1974
an invitation letter (copy attached) was sent to more
than a hundred builders and an advertisement placed



Jdr. Alexander Polikoff -2- March 29, 1974

in local newspapers soliciting proposals for this
work. In anticipation of receiving a proposal in
wnicn costs will be approved, CHA is goiny for-
ward with all preparations to extend this proce-
dure to the remaining 213 units. CHA has now re-
ceived approval of its Modified Turnkey proposals
in a letter dated March 22, 1974 from the liUD Area
Office. '3’;222“£!“2£:;S:;;550t your information.
The approval extends acts Nos. ILL-2-46 and

ILL-2-87.

PROJECTS ILL-2-86 AND ILL-2-87

Development Programs for these projects are in
tie process of revision and will bhe resubmitted to LUD
for approval in accordance witih directives.

SECTION 23 - LEASING PROGRAM

In your letter of March 14, 1974, you state
". . . The fact is that & major new public housing
program -- construction for lecasing has now Leen au-
thorized . . . ." This statouwent is incorrect. HUD
published in the Federal Rlegister of January 22, 1974
proposed rules for some rather dramatic changes in the
Leasing Program. Comments were solicited from in-
terested parties including suggestions or objections
to the Rules Docket Clerk, Office of General Counsel,
on or before February 21, 1974. The statement was made
that all relevant material would be considered before
adoption of the final rule. The proposed amendment
has not been adopted. CHA has been in communication
with the HUD Area Office relative to thaese proposed
rules and HUD has under review the City Council ordi-
nance adopted in 1965 which permits CHA to enter into
section 23 Leasiny Proyram. You can, of course, ap-
preciate the fact that it would he hoth presumptuous
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and premature to make concrete proposals pricr to
adoption of the final rules. There is some douht
~that the proposed regulations of January 22, 1974
‘conform with the intent of existing Section .3 le-
gislation. In any event, CHA feels there are po-
sitive aspects to these proposed rules which nay
be helpful in increasing the supply of housing.
CUA 1s considering these proposed rules as well
as new nousing legislation commonly called the
“Omnibus Bill" now pending in Congress.

vest Personal Reuards,

Patrick v'urien

POL s i
ce.  iHonorable Ricihard . Austi.
R. 4. Schaefer, Laq.

bee: Calvin L. uwall, Lsqg.



.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
CHARLES R. SWIBEL, CHAIRMAN HARRY J. SCHNEIDER
THEOPHILUS M. MANN 55 W. CERMAK ROAD
LETITIA NEVILL CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60615

NICHOLAS J. BOSEN C%it‘dgﬂ HUHSJOMQ AM//ZOF’JVI/ (312) 791500

Project I11 2-85
Scattered Site Family Housing

Gentlemen:

Notice of Invitation

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 Authority,
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 frcm the office
of the Chicago Housing Authority by depositing $25.00 in the form of
certified or cashier's check or money order payable to the Chicago Housing
Authority.

Interested builders and developers should immediately 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,

7‘4~7 Y Rl g

Harry J. Schneider
Contracting Officer
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

52171

MAR 22 1074 ek

Mr. Harry Schneider
Executive Director

Chlcaoo Housingz aAuthority
55 Ylest Cermalt Zoad
Chicago, Illinois 60616

Dear Mr. Schneider:

Subject: Il1. 2-85, 2-86 & 2-87
Modified Turniey

Jt is our understandinz that you no longer -wish to pursue the strict
Conventional approacn to building the 50 units in I11l. 2-¢5 for which
you advertised for bids in 1973. Instead, in response to a recommendd-

tion from HUD you have decided to s=zeli Turnzey proposals

for 54 units

on the 10 sites for vhica you originally sougnt Conventional bids.

. To this end, you submitted for our approval a package of

< ments which contzined certain modifications of stan .rd Ty

Turnicey docu-
n<ey Sro-

cedures.  Please be advised taast this Turh:ey paczese with modifica-
tions has been zpproved not only for Project Iil. 2—0) out alss Zor
Projects Ml. 2-36 a2nd 2-37 for vhich HUD's Central Cffice recenily
authorized the resumption of processing. The specific modifications

are as folloi:s:

(1) You are permitted to use pre-selected or CHA ovned

sites in securing Turnzey proposals.

(2) You are authorized to make monthly periodic pay-

ments to the selected developer(s).

(3) To insure thzt the Covernmeni's irnterest is pro-
tected you 131l reguire a 10075 Perfermance & Say-

ment Bond from the selectad developar(s).

With rezard to Uroject Ill. 2—85 end the site at 5357 MN.
the Rz 1onal HUD office has azporoved ‘la uss of the gite
1/2" 1ngulat1n; :dndows and air conditionins sleceves are
noiss attenuation measures. It was also suizes

measure, design considerations permitiing, ta

the tracks be solid idithout fenestration.

Ravens.;ood,
providad fast
install=2d as

ted that as an zdditizral
ne wall of the building rfacingz



D
HUD does not maintain a list of Contractors who are qualified to do
particular types of construction and vho we would rascemmend to be

solicited for bids or proposals on HUD assisted orojecis. It is our
understanding that CHA has invited in the neighboraccd of 1CO puilder
to propose on Ill. 2-85. This action, ropefully, will ensure the broad-
est possible resoponse to your invitation.

Sincerely,




April 17, 1974

Mr. Alexander Polikoff

Executive Director

Business and Professional People
for the Public Interest

109 Horth Dearborn Street e
Chicago, Illinois 60602 W
Dear Mr. Polikoff: m

This is a reminder of thc eduley! /opening

of Modified Turnkey prooijJe foyr Project
ILL-2-85 construction set fox 2{90 Pefe ON
April 18, 1974 in the Authority”s Central
Office Board Room, 55 West Le Road,
Chicago, Illinois< §:>

attend if] you choose.

You are invited ¢

Ve

truly yours,

Calvin H. Hall
Acting General Counsel

CHH:rmt
cet Legal
CO Files

Patrick V. O'Brien



PROOF OF SERVICE

Patrick W. O'Brien, one of the attorneys
for Chicago Housing Authority, certifies that on
Abril 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





