
IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, EASTERN DIVISION 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and 
PATRICIA HARRIS, Successor to 
Carla A. Hills, Secretary of the 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, et al., 

Defendants. 

Nos. 66 C 1459 
66 c 1460 

(Consolidated) 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE STATUS REPORT 

NOW COME PLAINTIFFS, by their attorneys, and move the 

Court for leave to file a status report, a copy of which is 

attached hereto. 

In support of this motion plaintiffs state that in 

view of the recent reassignment of this case and the complex 

and lengthy nature of the litigation, it may be convenient 

for the Court and the parties to have available the attached 

written report by plaintiffs for consideration at the status 

report set by previous order for April 8, 1977. 

Respectfully submitted, 

March 15, 1977 

Alexander Polikoff One of 
109 N. Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
(312) 641-5570 
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IN ... -,E UNITED STl\TES DISTRICT COUWr 
NORTE!::RJJ DIS'i'!UCT OF ILLH:OIS 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al. , 

Plaintiffs, 

\lS. 

GEORGE H . ROI-1NEY, Secretary of 
the DepQrtment of Housing and 
Urban Development , et al., 

NO. 66 C 1459 
NO. 66 C 1460 
(Con solidated ) 

Defendants. 

MEHORANDUI,1 OPINION and ~JUDGJ'.!EN'r ORDER 

Th e facts of these cases have often been recited 

and need no repetition here.* This matter comes before 

me today on plaintiffs' motion (l) to defer my ruling on 

the proposed fina l judgment orders submit ted by HUD and 

plaintiff s; ( 2 ) to determine that it is necessary to con-

sider a metropolitan plan for relief; and ( 3 ) to provide 

for the preparation of such pluns by I-flJD and CHA. For 

the reasons stated below , that motion is denied. 

* 

Stilt e d simply , this lawsuit attacks racial discrim-

Sec C <1ut n~c:.ux v. Chic <HJO !Jo using Autlwrity_, 265 F.Supp. 
582 (N.D.Ill. 1967 ), 296 F.Supp . 907 (N . D . Ill. 19 69 ), 
304 F.Supp. 736 (N.D.Ill. 1969 , 3.ff'_s:l, 436 F.2d 306 
(7th Cir. 1 97 1); 9autr e~ux v. Romney, 448 F.2d 731 (7th 
Cir. 1971); 342 F. Supp. 82 7, a£f'd, ,Slip Opinion dated 
May 1 8 , 1973 (7th Cir.). 
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ination in public housing within the City of Chicago. 

_Both defendants have previously been found liable to 

plaintiff s because they either fostered or ·tolerated the 

unconst i tut i ona l implementation of federal housing statutes. 

And, h aving akeady entered an appropriate judgment agains t 

CHA, wh at remains befor e me l S the relief t o be obtained 

from I-IUD. 

Plaintiffs' motion asks me to consider the pro-

priety of metropolitan area r e lief simi l ar to that granted 

in Bradlev v . Milliken , S lip Opinion Nos . 72-1009 and 72-

1 8 1 4 , 42 U .S.L ,W . 2022 (6th Cir. 1973), which was a case 

dealing with racial segregation in the Detroit public 

school system . Bu t, although such relief may have been 

justified in Bradley , it is simply unwarranted here be -

cau se it goes far beyond the issues of this case . Unlike 

education, the right to adequate housing i s no t con s titu-

tionally guaranteed and is a matte r for the legi s lature. 

Lind se y v . No rm e t, 405 U.S. 56 , 74 (1 972) . Of course, 

once such legi s lation is e nacted into law, it is con -

stitutiona. lly impermissible to admini s ter it in a racially 

di scriminatory manne r. He re , for exampl e , the e vils of 

r acial di sc riminution in publi_c hou s ing were fost e red · 

· . . . 
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by deci s ions of the hou sing authority of the City of 

Chicago and tole rated b y the feder a l ag e ncy which financed 

such proj ec ts. 

· Howeve r, the wrongs we r e c ommitted within the 

limits of Chi tago and sole l y against r esidents of the 

City . It has neve r been al leged that cnA and BUD dis-

criminated or fostered racial di sc rimination in the suburb s 

and, given the limits of CHA 's jurisdiction , such claims 

could n ever be proved against the principal offender 

herein. After years of seeming ly interminab l e litiga tion, 

plainti ~fs now suggest that I consider a metropo li tan plan 

for r e lief against po l itical enti lies , .. ,hich have pr ev iously 

had nothin g t o do with this l a \vsu i t. The f actual bas is 

for their request lS an opinion of an urbanologi s t that 

by the year 2000 the entire g eog raphic area of the City 

of Chic ago wi ll be within the limited public housing area 

as defined by the ju dgment order en t ered on July l , 1 969 . 

Thi s is simply inadequ ate to s u ppor t a r eques t to con -

sider imposing obligations upo n · those who v;ere and are 

incapab l e of discrimin atory s i.tc se l ection wi t hin the 

City of Chica.go . 

f 

Fur t h ermore , plaintiffs should n ot h ave to be 

r emi nded that no publ i c housing has b <?c n built in this· 

City s1n ce my order of July l, l9 G9 b<?cou sc the municipal 
•, . '• 
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authorities refused to approve sufficient sites for 

such housing and recently because of a lack of funds. 

But, now that one of tho se obstacles has been e liminated 

by the Seventh Circuit's recent affirmance of my order to 

build housing in Chicago without City Council approval, 

plaintiffs have curiously raised an issue that would let 

the principal offender, Clffi, avoid the politically dis-

taste ful task before it by passing off its problems onto 

the suburbs. 

Therefore, for the reasons stated.above and in 

defendapt HUD's memorandum of J.12rch 30, 1973, plaintiffs ' 

motion to con s ider metropolita n relief i s denied. Further, 

A. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED , ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 

That plaintiffs' motion for summary judgment on Counts I 

and II of the complaint in Case Number 66 C 1460 be and 

hereby is granted ; 

B. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJuDGED AND DECREED: 

That the defendant, George W. Romney , Secretary of the 

Department of Housing and Urban Development, his successors, 

his offic e rs, agents, servants , employees, r epresentatives , 

and each of the m sha ll use their best efforts to coopera te 

vJi th CHi'\ in its efforts to incr ease the supply of dwe lling 

units, in conformity with: 

(u ) all fcderul stu lutes applicable to the low 

'· . ' 
r 
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rent housir. ':J 'program; 

(b) . rules and r e gu lations promulgated by HUD for 

the administration of said p~ogram; and, 

(c) the provisions of the Judgment Order entered 

by this court 1n the companion case (No. 66 C 1459) on 

July l, 1969, as amended, as well as all other f~nal , 

nonappealable orders entered by this court from time to 

time i n these· proceedings; 

C. IT IS FUl\THER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 

That U1e defendant George W. Romney , Secr~tary of the 

Departm?nt of Housing and Urban Development, his successors, 

officers, agents , servants , employees , representatives, 

and each of them are hereby permanently enjoined and 

restrained from approving and funding development programs 

for low rent family public housing in the City of Chicago 

which are inconsistent with the terms of this Jud9ment 

Order. 

ENTER: . .-r···; / -, 
/ ' / 1 / 

( ,/ . /;'-' 
/.... ' ,· ,, 

I : I 

'I \ .. :. :. / . ./_,,_/. /, ' 
--------~ ~~----------------------------
Jud9e, Unit e d States District Court 

Dl\TED: Scpt<::mber 11, 1973 ·• 

'· . •· 
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Il\ '_HE Lil'JITED STATES DISTRICT COU RT 
:fi·OE 'IEE JWRTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLI JWIS 

EASTERn DIVISION 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX , et a l, 

Plai ~-,'-- i ,~f's - ·'-'--~ ' 

v . 

CHICAGO HOCS~NG h0T~ORITY, 
. CA::\LA A. l-iiLLS , SecrG:J.ry of 
Department of E o~si~~ and 
Urban Develop~2 nt , e~ al , 

Defe nc ants . 

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

0 R D E R 

No . 66 C 1459 
66 c 1460 

Co ~ 1 soli o 2. t. e d 

This mat t. e r corT! ing on to be heard on the r e c orrun enda t ions 

of the Mast er t o wh om this mat t e r ha s previ ous l y be en r eferred 

for the entry of a proposed oroer, a nd 

The Court h a vin g det e rmined that t he propose d ord e r is 

appropriate and in furtherance of the purpose s of t he judgment 

orders previousl y ent ered in th is consolidate d c a u s e, 

IT IS HERE BY ORDERED : 

( l) Th e judgment orde r e nte r ed herein on SL:pt.eJT,"jc:: r ll, 
1973 , which direct s t he de f endant , Depart~e n t o f 
Ho using a nd Urban Deve l opme nt ( 11 HUD 11

) to use i t s 
best ef f ort s to co op erat e wi t h the Ch i cago Hous in g 
Authori ty t o increas e th e sup pl y o f l oK-re nt pub lic 
hot.: EO ::_ r. c in a c c or d c. n c e v: it h la \\' s , c. p fl 1 i c a b l e r e G u-
J c.t.i.o n s and th-:: j;Jd[;rnent orde::l~ e r:lc··e d L0rein on 
3t.:~Lj . l , 1969 , as 2rnencied , sh:::ll not be i n t e r p r ete d 
lo prec lud e Hou s in g and Urban Deve l opmen t 

'· . .. 
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from ap~rov ing a ilou si ng r~s sis tance P l an filed 
with it by the Ci ty of Chicago pur su a nt to the 
fiousing a nd Community Development Act of 197 4 
if s u ch P lan pr ovides t hat , 

(a ) Not less than 60 % of ~he funds made avail ­
ab l e by HUD for ann ual contributions 
contracts a nd housing assistanc e payments 
contracts for use in the City of Chicago 
pursua nt t o Sec t ion 8 of Section 20 l( a) 
of the Housing and Communi ty Deve lopmen t 
Act of 1974 shall be allocated fo r non­
e ld er ly housing ; 

(b) Not l ess t h an 60 % of the hous i ng un its 
provided by the f unds allocated under 
paragraph (a ) preced ing (whether n ew l y 
con s tr u cted , substanti a lly r e h abi litated 
or exi s t ing) shal l be physically located 
within the Gen e r al Pub l ic Housing Area 
as d e fine d in the Court' s juCigment order 
of July l, 1 969 , as amended , and shal l 
conform to the provisions of Ar tic le II I . C , 
D and E and Ar ticle IV of said j udgment 
order (except t h at 60% sha ll repla c e 75 % 
in Arti cle I II . C a nd D a nd Article III . B 
s hall not apply ) as though they we re 
Dwelli ng Units thereunder and had been or 
we r e t o be ma d e avai l able by or th rough 
the Chicago Ho u s ing Au thority ; a nd 

(c) Not l e ss than 50 % of the hou s ing units 
a llocated und e r paragraph (b) ~receding 
shall b e made availab l e for occupa ncy by 
mewbers of th e plaintiff cla ss in a ccordance 
\·.'i th o r der s previously entered herein . 

(2) Exc ep t as and to the ex t e nt specifica lly p rovided 
in this order , this Court ' s jud gment orders prev i ously 
en tered here in , as p r ev iou s ly modifi e d , r e rnain ln · 

full force and eff e ct . 

(3) This Co urt r e tains jurisdiction o f this matter for 
a ll purl)oses , includ ing en::orccmcnt a nd the 
issu unce , upon prope r notice and mo t ion, of orders 
modifying or s upplementing the terms of this order 

-2 -



Dated, : 

•. 

upon the orcsen tation of relevant information 
with res?ect to pr c' :>o sed housing deve lopments 
designed to achie v1· results consistent with 
judgme nt orders previously entered he r e in, 
material changes in conditions existing at. the 
time of this order or any other matter . 

E~TER : ---; 
~ , ,.. --( f';/ / / !:.., 

I / ' '/ j I' ~ ... ... .· _; · .:~ ' 

Jud 9e , United States 

1975 

-3-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVI SION 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al , ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

v . ) 
) 

CHIC_ll,GO HOUSIHG AU'THOR ITY, ) 
CARLA A. HILLS , Secretary of ) 
Depart me nt of Hous in g and ) 
Urban Deve lopment, et al ., ) 

) 
Defendants . ) 

]~ 0 • 6 6 c l J~ 59 
66 c 11.:60 

Consolia ated 

RECOMMENDATION OF MASTER 

In t ile proceedings being conducted pursuant to t:he 

f·~emor andum O~linion a.nd Refc1'ence Order of the Honorable 

Richard B. Austin , dated Novembe r 7, 197~, the plaintiffs 

have app eared before me by counse l and requested that I 

recommen d the e ntry of an order in the f'vrm atte.che d he l-·eto . 

The represen tat ioffi advanc e d in support of plaintiffs ' 

request are contained in the report of the proceedings 

held before me this day . The Department of Housing and 

Urban Developnc:nt has represented to me by counsel that i t 

does ~ ot object to the entry of th e prorosed order ; The 

Chic a[SO J-iou s:!_n g Authol"ity h2.s slated its obj e ction for the 

record . 

Wherefore , being of the opinion th a t the entry of the 

proposed order would further the objectives of the judgment 
r 
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orders previously entered 1 n th is consolidate d case, I 

do hereby recom.rnend tha t an o rder in the form attached 

here t o be entered by the District Court . The foregoing 

i s a n interim r ecorrJnenda tion only and is not t.he final 

Report of t:'1e Special }iaster call-ed for by the r e ference 

o r de r of Novemb e r 7 , 19 7 4 . 

Respectfu l l y submitted, 

Dated : i,1ay 5 , 1975 

'· 
' ' 

Jl1ag i strate ,' ;jn il'ced--sta tes District Court 

' ~) 
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FULL TEXT OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN PLAINTIFFS AND HUD CONCERNING 

IMPLEMENTATION OF GAUTREAUX SUPREME COURT DECISION 

Mr. Alexander Polikoff. Esquire 
109 North Dearborn Street 
Chicago. Illinois 60602 

Dcotr Mr. Polikoff: 

Suhject: The Galltreallx Litigation 

Thi~ letter will con·firrn ·the underst andings which. wbject to 
~uhmi~sion for consideration hy the District Court. I IUD and 
the plaintiffs intend to c01rry out. It is intended that the sters set 
forth in this letter will cnotblc the Court .1nd the JlOirtics to the 
litigation to consider metrop nlitan-wide relief at ot futme point 
in time on a more informed basis . Neither th e pl;1intiffs nor 
HI.ID make any representations ots to 11 h:rt their' respective 
positions ultimately will be regotrding rnetrornlitan-wide relief. 

1 he ~aid understandings otre as fo llo11 s: 
I . IlLII! 11 ill develur a one year Section R r!ern onstration 

prpp;1111 intended to house approxirnottely 400 plnintiff cln ss 
farnilie ~ in existing housing throughout th e Chica&u Standard 
1\l etropo litan Stcttistical Area (SJ\tSA) along the foll ow in g 
lines: \ 

01 . NPI nwre th <J n 2.'i"'f, of the farnilie ~ to be housed und er this 
denwn~t rntinn rnay loca te in an .r J' tlflion of th e City nfChicago 
(lr in rninority oln:as (to he designated ny agreement bet ween 
I IUD ;rnd the pl;rintiffs) nf the Chica!!O Sf'. ISA out side of th e 
City PI Chil·ago. To the ext ent that ;rn y such farnilics locate in 
the l it1 pf('hica&o. it is undcr stcwd that the units in whic h such 
families 11cnrld he housed 11ill he subject to c1 isting court Qrdcrs 

...__... :rnd sllPuid be treated ns a separate category of units under 
th t'~C orders. 

h. lll 1D 11ill enter int o ;r C(llllract with the l c;Hicrship Coun­
cil l•or 1\letropulit;rn Open Co rnrnuniti cs und er 1•hich the 
l.c adcr~ h ip Council 11ill prcH·ir!c the scp·iccs nf approximately 
~i\ prpfession a l :rnd thr ee cleri c: tl ernplo) ecs to lm:atc . co unsel 
:111d ; t<\ i ~t mcrnhcrs of the pl;rintiff cl<rss to fin d existing units. 
;1nd lor: rte owne rs of housing willin g to part ici pate in the 
dernnn , trati on program. It i.s intended th ;l l th e l.cadersh ip 
Counci l's acti1·itics will cnrnrncnce CHI nr ;rhnu t .luly I. 1976. 

c. lhe Leadership Coun cil 11i ll con t;rct members nfthc plain­
tiff rl;rs~ in nurnhcrs anr! pursuant to ;r ·rn cth nd to he deter­
mined. ;rnd 11 ill counse l and assist f;rmil ies 11 hn respond. Thc~c 

acti1·itics 11 ill he de.~igned to house appnni n1 a tcl) ~0 ne w suh­
siditcd f;11nilies per month ;rftcr th e first few mo nths. 

d. The 400 unit.s will not he ;rlloc;r tcd ;111H1ng th e count ics, hut 
ten tati1·c goals fnr di stri bu tio n o r such units arn onp. the coun ti es 
:1re: approximately 100 to I .'iO un its for Cook Co unt y. ;rp­
i'' " 'irnatcly 2'' to 40 unit~ fc>r c;rch of the nthn ~ ro rrnt ics in the 
( hit ;re<' Sf'. IS!\ ;rnd 0 In lOll unit s fnr Chil'OI)!P plus dcsig n;rtcd 
mirl Pri tr ;rre;r ~ rll rt sidc Chirorgn . It is int en ded th :tl furnilie.s be 
loc ;r tcd in each cc>unty in ;r di .s pcr~ed f;r ~ hinn . 

c. t\ll housing <tll!ll(lritics in the Sf'. ISA "i ll he t: i1c n the C1p· 
ro rtunity to p;rrticip;rtc . l' :rrticira ti rl& lwu< in g ;nrthnr itics wi ll 
inspect unit~ prior to occuporncy. ass ist in initial ncnrporn cy. cx­
enrtc ;rnd ;rdrnini ~ ter the s uh ~i d y rPnlr;tt·t 11ith cmnn~ . ;rnd pcr­
fprrn the ot It er fu net inns n r h PIISi ng :t II I hnri I ico; II ndt:r I he Sec· 
tic>n R c.xi sting how;ing prn&ra rn . ll ouo;ing :ruthc>ritics 11 ill 
rece i1 e the cst;rhli shed 8 v.r~ fcc . Th e initi;rl occupancy fcc will 
he set ;rt $100. subject to adjustment by II UD. in view of the 

fa ct that services runded by IIUD wi ll be prov ided by the 
Leadership Council as referred to above. In arl!as where no 
housing au th or it y hn s been orga ni zed or where an existing 
housing autho rit y declines to participate, HUD will perform or 
cause to be performed the functions assigned to housing 
auth orities unde r th e Section 8 e.xisting housing program . 

f. I IUD will amend <~nnual contri butio n contrac ts with par­
ti cirating housing ct uthoriti es to add the contract authority 
nccess;1ry to runc.J in full the addi ti onal number of unit s which 
each hou sing aut hority administers pursuant to the demonstra­
ti on program . 

2. Funding of th e C hie<1gc' ll or rsing Auth orit y Secti on 8 ex­
isting housi ng program. :rs distinguished fr om the dem ons tra­
ti on prog ram under para graph I above. is ou tside the scope of 
thi s letter. It is II LID 's intenti on In prn vide additi on<1l <1uthor it y 
to CI IA fo r it s Section R existing hou<;ing progrOJm to be used in 
accordance with such orders as arc applicable in the Gautreaux 
litigalio n. In this connection. !IUD initially plans to m~kc 
;r l·aii :.rb lc to C IIA in the ncar future authori ty fo r <1pp roximatc­
ly R75 famil y unit s of Sec ti on 8 c x i ~ ting housing . 

J. Pri or to Jun e JO. 1977, I!UD m;r y invite further 
appli c;r ti ons fo r ;rdd iti on;r l au th orit y ro r Section 8 existing 
housing prog rams in the S M SA out side of I he Ci ty of Chicago 
up to the roll011'in g amounts with out imposition or <lilY ad­
d iti ona l req ui rcrn cnts or co ndi tions by reason or the Gau treaux 
Jitig;r ti on: 1250 unit s on or hcl'nrc .Ju ne .10 , 197 6; 500 units 
between .luly I. 19 76. anc.J Sep ternhcr .10. 19 76; no uni ts between 
Octo ber I. 197n. and December Jl. 197(1: .~00 unit s between 
./anu;rry I , 1977. :rnd f\1arch .1 1. 19 77; and 500 unit s bc tll'ccn 
April I. 19 77. <1 nd .ltrn e .10. 1977. An y units not provided to 
hous ing au thori ti es hy the cln'ic of the spec ifi ed r criods may he 
pro,·id cd in the subsequ ent periods . Pri or to .June JO. 1977 , 
I IU D will no t in vite appli c;rtinns for Sec ti on !l c; .isting housing 
units in execs.<; of th e ;rhm·c witiHJU I the conse nt o·· thc pl;rintiffs. 

4. II U D 111 ~ 1 y proceed In advertise for app rc xi matel y 1500 
addition;tl units of Section R new co nstructi on ;rnd substan ti<1l 
rch ;rbi lit;rti nn in the Chi c;rgo Sf'. ! SA of which app roxi mate ly 
'JOO will he r;,mily unit.<;. \Vitl1 res pect to said Sect ion 8 rotrnily 
unit.s . I IU D will encou rage but not require C.evelore rs respon­
ding In the ach-cr ti sc mcn t or sub«iq ucn t read vcrtisements prior 
In .lu ne .10 . 1977. to m;rke speci;tl cfrorts to house lllCillhcrs of 
the pl;rin ti ff class . Prior to .l unc .10, 1977, o r such earlier da te as 
plaint iffs fi le a pleading <"~gains! Ill) D coverer! by p<"~ragrarh 8. 
Ji l l D II' ill not ;HI ver t isc furt her Sect ion R new cons ! ruction or 
suhstanti;li rchahi li tation units in the Chi cago SMSA without 
the consen t o r plainti rfs. 

5. I I l.l f) sha ll he: fr ee to I r:rn sfc r Sect ion R a u I horit y currently 
allnc:rtcd fnr 11\C in th e Chicagn Sf'. ISA to the Ill ino is I lnus ing 
ll cvclopment Ar rth or il ) ( IIID A) , and to alloc;rtc ;rddition ;li 
:rrr thorit y to II IDA ror use in th e Chi cago SMSA . pricu· to .lunc 
.10. I'J77. :rll strhjL·c t to the cnn tinued existence of :rr rangcmcnt.~ 
:rcc.:cpl:r blc to th e plain tif fs fnr the marketing of Sec ti on R units 
in the IIIII ;\ projects in11hich such author ity is utili 7.cd. 

6. Pl aint iffs ;rnd III II) :l)!ree to explore ac tively the 
pnssihilitics or hntrsing rm:rnhcrs of the pl;lin tiff class thr oug h 
trtil it.:rtio n of the 1'1 lA rntrltir;r rn ily program. th e prog r<1111 to 
pro vide Section R <1<sist:rnce tn multifotrnil y projects in need o r 
fur th er finOin ci;~ J <!Ss istance, an d the prog ram s ror disposition of 

Copyr ig hl (c) 19 76 by The Bureau of Notional Alfoirs , Inc. 
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I IUD :1cquircd proj ec t ~.'" l't: ll as :1n _1 thcr pro~ r a m s which 
arc in1pl cmo: nted hY.lfllf) prior lo.li i'n(.10. I<J77 . 

7 . l'l<~intiffs and !I U D ;1grcc In nnrk :Jclil-c ly !nw~rd 
dcl't:lop lll en t of a Ctlnccptuaf fr<JIIle \ l ' llr~ ,,;- the ultimate uis­
p n~ ition or the rending suit. for future li Se by the Cou rt and the 
parties. 

ll. Pl:~intiff's <~gree IP pnslp<Hle scek in ~ :1 nJcl ropnlit<Jn -w idc 
reli ef order from the District Cnurt for nine months fr nm July 
I, 1976. while the foregoing s lcrs arc implem ent ed. After the 
expiration of the 5aid nine month perind, plaintiffs· will be free 
to file rlewdings in the Gautreaux lit ig:1ti on see king 
metrop o litan-wide relief or reli e f pr elimin a ry to 
mctropolita n-ll'idc relief. provided lh:Jt in th e Cl'c nt such a 
plc:1ding is fil ed het11een April I, 1977. and June JO. 1977. 
IIUD sh;ill be entitled to termin :J IC th e operation or the 
dcnwnslralion prngram under paragrarh I ahove. and IIUD 's 
encour:1gcmcrit effort~ under p;~ra grar h 4 aho1·e. Nothing in 
this paragraph 8 sh all prevent plaintiffs from filing rlcadings at 
a ny time seeking any type of reli ef fr om th e Chi cago Housing 
Autlwrity , rrovidcd that any mot ion or plc::1dings seeking 
jndi cial relief to require the Chi cagn ll o u ~i n g A 11lhority to seck 
aulhnrilation to operate housing progra 1m outs ide of the City 
of Chicago and filed prior to .Jun e JO. 19 77. shal l he uelivercd in 
final draft to IIUD at leas t 60 days rrinr tn filin g to enahle 
ll tJ D to determine what action to take in the Gaut reaux litiga­
tion ::1nd under this lett er. ::1 nd pro vided furth er·. that the subse­
quent filing by rlaintiffs of such rlc:1di ngs prior tn June 30, 
1977. shall relieve HUD of any obligation to con tinue orcration 

' 

' 0 I 

the reafter nr th e <k l.'lratio ll program unde r p:lr:Jgrarh I, 
;JIJOI'C, or In co ntinue cncouragern cn t efforts unde r raragr:~ph 4. 
:JIHJI'C, hut ~h;illno tl imit or l<:.f[l lin a te :~ ·ny rights or Ill) [) under 
this leit er. A11 y unobligated Sec ti on 8 :~utho rit y for new con­
stru cti on or ~uhs tan ti ;d rchabilit:~tion und er paragr:trh 4 shal l 
conti nu e to he exempt after June JO, 1977, from r lain tiffs' ef­
fort ~ in litig:1tinn to n ht :~ in melropolit:~n-widc reli ef, bu t only to 
the extent th ;lt ~uch unohli g::1ted Section 8 authori ty is subse­
que ntly obliga ted pursuant to adver tis ements or readvet­
tise men ls rnadc r rior to June JO, 1977 . Com men cin g July I, 
1977, or the dale on which I IUD terminates the demonstration 
program or encouragement effor ts rursu:Jnl to this paragraph 
8. ba~ed upon a rlc:~ding filed by rl:~intiff on or after llrril I. 
1977. un oh li g:~ t cd Secti on ll iJUthorily for exist in g hous ing un­
der p:u:~grJrh J sha ll not thereafter he exempt fr orn plaintiffs' 
efforts in litiga tion to ob tain m et ro rolit:~n-w ide relief. 

Sincerely. 

/s/Rober t R. Elli ott 

Rohcrt R. l ~ lli ot t 

Gcner<JI Counsel 

Accept ed: 

/ s/ll lc.xandcr l' olikoff 
Alexander Polikorr 

f); Jt e: June 7, 1976 

(o pyrighl © 1976 by The Bureau of National A ff air s , I n c. 



IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS, EASTERN DIVISION 

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., ) 
) 

v. 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 
) 

Nos. 66 C 1459 
66 c 1460 

(Consolidated) 
CHICAGO HOPSING 1\UTHORITY and 
PATRICIA HARRIS, Successor to 
Carla A. Hills, Secretary of the 
Department of Housing and Urban 
·Development, et al. , 

) 
) 
) 

Defendants. 

. ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

NOTICE 

TO: Patrick O'Brien 
Maye r Brown & Platt 
231 S. La Salle Street 
Chicago, IL 60604 
ST2-1600 

United States Attorney 
219 S. Dearborn Street 
Chicago, IL 60604 
353-5300 

James T. Otis 
233 s. Wacker Drive 
Chicago, IL 60606 
876-3400 

George E. Riseborough 
111 N. County Street 
Waukegan, IL 60085 
662-8611 

James P. Hecht 
111 Dean Street 
Woodstock , IL 60098 
815-338-3400 

'· '' 

Paul cT . Collins 
405 Washington Street 
Room 217 
Waukegan, IL 60085 
662-5700 

Raymond M. Carlson 
7 N. County Street 
waukegan, IL 60085 
662-4321 

Clarence J. Ruddy 
Ruddy Myler & Bartsch 
111 W. Dower Place 
Aurora, IL 60506 
897-8475 

Frederick J. Steffen 
11 Douglas Avenue, Suite 201 
Elgin, IL 60120 
741-0503 

Robert w. Rooney 
105 W. Madison Street 
Chicago, IL 60602 
AN3-7218 



Patrick Lucansky 
111 W. Washington Street 
Chicago, IL 60602 
FI6-9740 

David B.orris 
Richard Wexler 
180 N. La Salle Street 
Chicago, IL 60601 
726-1272 

Maywood Housing Authority 
115 S. 5th Street 
Maywoo~, IL 6Ql53 

Robert Grossman 
120 S. La Salle Street 
Chicago, IL 60603 
263-3600 

Herbert L. Caplan 
Assistant Attorney General 
160 N. La Salle Street 
Chicago, IL 60~01 
793-3587 

DuPage County Housing Authority 
493 Duane 
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on Tuesday, March 15, 1977 at 

the opening of Court or as soon thereafter as counsel may be 

heard, I will appear before the Honorable Judge John Powers 

Crowley in the courtroom usually occupied by him in the 

United States Courthouse, 219 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 

Illinois, or before such other judge as may be sitting in 

his place and stead, and then and there present plaintiffs' 

Motion for Leave to File Status Report, a copy of which Motion 

and Status Report are hereby served upon you. 

Respectfully submitted, 

One of the Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

March 8, 1977 

-2-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, one of the attorneys for plaintiffs, 

hereby certifies that he served copies of the foregoing 

Notice, Motion and Status Report referred to therein upon 

the persons named in the Notice by mailing a copy of same 

to them in the United States mail, postage prepaid, at the 

addresses shown on the Notice this 8th day of March, 1977. 

Alexander Polikoff 
109 N. Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
641-5570 

'· . ' 


