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

EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., )
)

Plaintiffs, ) 66 C 1459
)

V. ) Hon. Marvin E. Aspen

)
)
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and )
JOSEPH SHULDINER, Executive Director, )
)
Defendants. )

EMERGENCY MOTION OF THE
LAKEFRONT COMMUNITY ORGANIZATION TO INTERVENE

The Lakefront Community Organization (“LCQO”), by its attorneys of t};e Legal
Assistance Foundation of Chicago, moves this Court for leave to intervene in order to assert the
claims set forth in its proposed complaint, a copy of which is attached hereto. In support of this
motion, LCO states as follows:

1. Rule 24(a)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure allows intervention of right
where the applicant seeking intervention claims to be so situated that a ruling or disposition in
the litigation may impair or impede the applicant’s interest, and that interest is not adequately

represented by the existing parties. See Gautreaux v. Pierce, 548 F. Supp. 1284, 1287 (N.D.IIL

1982).
2. Rule 24(b)(2) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure also permits intervention
when an applicant’s claim or defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in
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common. A less stringent standard may be applied if an applicant seeks intervention for a very
limited purpose rather than full participation in the litigation. 6 James Wm. Moore et al.,
Moore’s Federal Practice §24.11 (3™ ed. 1998).

3. The LCO represents former tenants of 3939 South Lake Park Avenue, 3983 South
Lake Park Avenue, 4040 South Oakenwald, 1130 East 41 Street, 4155 South Lake Park, 1132
East 42" Street (hereinafter “Lakefront properties™).

4. The LCO incorporates herein by reference Y 1 - 28 of LCO’s complaint.

5. The order entered by this Court on June 3, 1996 authorizes the construction of 241
units of replacement housing in the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood and affords families
displaced from the Lakefront Buildings first priority for those units. This Court also oversees the
implementation of the scattered site program. The LCO, as the representative of those families,
now seeks CHA compliance with the 1995 Agreement upon which this Court’s: order was
predicated, including the construction of the units authorized by this Court.. As such, the LCO
should be granted permission to intervene as a matter of right, or, in the alternative, should be
permitted intervention since the LCO’s claims present common questions of fact and law.

6. The LCO is not a party to the Gautreaux litigation, is not represented by either
party, and has interests that are distinct from the interests of both parties.

7 The CHA is adverse to the LCO, in that it has breached the 1995 Agreement, as

described above. The Gautreaux plaintiffs’ are not signatories to the 1995 Agreement and

therefore are not the proper parties to enforce the terms of the Revised Agreement.



WHEREFORE, the LCO moves this Court to permit it to intervene for the purpose of

filing the attached complaint against the CHA.

Respectfully submitted,

One STLCO’s Attomé?g

Richard M. Wheelock

Diana White

Charlie Petrof

Lawrence Wood

Legal Assistance Foundation of Chicago

111 W. Jackson, 3™ floor .
Chicago, IL 60604

312/341-1070



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

EASTERN DIVISION
DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al., )
)
Plaintiffs, ) 66 C 1459
)
v. )
)
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and )
JOSEPH SHULDINER, Executive Director, ) Hon. Marvin E. Aspen
)
Defendants. )

INTERVENOR’S COMPLAINT

I. INTRODUCTION

1. The intervenor, Lakefront Community Organization (hereinafter “LCO”),
represents former tenants of 3939 South Lake Park Avenue, 3983 South Lake Park Avenue, 4040
South Oakenwald, 1130 East 41 Street, 4155 South Lake Park, 1132 East 42™ Street
(hereinafter “the Lakefront properties™).

2. These former tenants were moved out of the Lakefront properties in 1985. For the
next ten years they waited for the Chicago Housing Authority (hereinafter “CHA”) to
rehabilitate the buildings, as it had promised to do in a written agreement (hereinafter “the 1986
Memorandum?™).

3. In 1995, LCO and CHA entered into a new agreement (hereinafter “the 1995
Agreement”), which provides that CHA can demolish four of the buildings (4040 South
Oakenwald, 1130 East 41% Street, 4155 South Lake Park, 1132 East 42™ Street) (hereinafter “the

Lakefront Buildings™) once it builds new replacement housing in the larger North



Kenwood/Oakland area, and elsewhere in the City of Chicago.

4 Paragraphs 3 and 15 of the 1995 Agreement set forth the pre-conditions that CHA
must satisfy before starting the demolition procedure.

5. Paragraph 3 states that CHA must first obtain both the funds and land necessary to
construct replacement housing.

6. Once it secures the necessary funds and land, CHA must comply with the
construction schedule set forth in § 15 of the Agreement. This schedule provides that CHA must
begin construction within ten months of satisfying the pre-conditions set forth in § 3 of the
Agreement, and complete construction within a reasonable time thereafter.

7. Under the terms of the agreement, therefore, CHA cannot demolish the Lakefront
Buildings until it has actually completed cons‘ruction of the replacement housing.

8. Though CHA has not yet complied with the pre-conditions set forth in the 1995
Agreement, it is proceeding with the demolition of the Lakefront Buildings.

9. LCO seeks an order requiring defendants to comply with the pre-conditions set
forth in the 1995 Agreement, including the construction schedule set forth in § 15, and enjoining
the demolition of the Lakefront Buildings until defendants have complied with these pre-
conditions.

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

10.  This Court has jurisdiction over LCO’s claims under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1367.

Venue is proper in this judicial district under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b).



III.  PARTIES

A. Intervenor

11.  LCO is a non-profit organization incorporated in 1985 to represent the interests of
the families displaced from the Lakefront properties. As the sole representative of these
displaced tenants, LCO negotiated with CHA and entered into the 1986 Memorandum, which
provided for the rehabilitation of the Lakefront properties. (A copy of this Memorandum is
attached as Exhibit A.)

12.  The LCO then entered into the September 1995 Agreement, which is the subject
of this complaint. (A copy of the 1995 Agreement is attached as Exhibit B.)

B. Defendants

13.  Defendant CHA is an Illinois municipal corporation, created and existing under
the Housing Authorities Act, Ill. Rev. Stat., ch 67'%, §§ 1 - 27e. CHA is also a.Public Housing
Agency ("PHA") administering federally subsidized and assisted low-rent housing within the
meaning of 42 U.S.C. § 1437.

14.  Defendant Joseph Shuldiner is the Executive Director of CHA. He is charged
with establishing and implementing the policies of CHA, including those relating to the
demolition of public housing owned and managed by CHA.

IV. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

15. On May 27, 1986, CHA, LCO, and other parties entered into the 1986
Memorandum, which established a procedure for vacating and rehabilitating the Lakefront high-
rises.

16.  CHA renovated two of the six Lakefront high-rises (3939 and 3983 South Lake
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Park, Chicago, Illinois) to create Lake Parc Place.

17.  CHA did not renovate the other four buildings, which have remained vacant since
the residents were moved out.

18.  Inor around the end of 1993 and the beginning of 1994, CHA approached LCO to
negotiate a revision of the 1986 Memorandum.

19.  On September 22, 1995, CHA and LCO entered into the 1995 Agreement.
Exhibit B.

20.  This Agreement permits CHA to demolish the Lakefront Buildings in exchange
for constructing scattered site housing and issuing Section 8 certificates to the displaced
residents.

21.  The 1995 Agreement provides that the following conditions must be satisfied
before CHA demolishes the Lakefront Buildings: .

a. CHA must obtain binding funding commitments from HUD for the
construction of 80 to 100 units of public housing on the Lakefront properties and 200 scattered
site public housing units in the City but outside the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood. See
1995 Agreement, §Y3(a), 4, and 5. The North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood is bordered by
Oakwood Boulevard on the north, the Illinois Central Railroad right-of-way on the east, 47"
Street on the south, and Cottage Grove Avenue on the west.

b. CHA must obtain site control of enough property to construct 141 units of
replacement public housing in the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood. See 1995 Agreement
at 9 3(b) and 6.

¢ CHA must obtain LCO’s approval for the sites selected in the North
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Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood. See 1995 Agreement at § 3(b) and 6.

d. CHA must (1) start construction on all 141 units of the replacement public
housing in the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood, and all 200 scattered site public housing
units in the City outside of the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood within ten months after
satisfying subparagraphs a - ¢ above; and (2) complete construction of these units within a
reasonable period of time thereafter. 1995 Agreement at {f 3, 5, 6, and 15.

22.  On May 13, 1996, Alexander Polikoff (attorney for the Gautreaux plaintiff class)
and Daniel Levin (Habitat’s chairman) sent a letter to William Wilen, then employed by the
Legal Assistance Foundation of Chicago and acting as attorney for LCO, stating that if the
former Lakefront tenants became dissatisfied with the pace of development of the North
Kenwood/Oakland replacement housing, the Gautreaux plaintiffs’ counsel and the Receiver
would support a request by the former Lakefront tenants for a hearing in front (;f the presiding
Gautreaux judge on that issue. A copy of this letter is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

23.  On May 22, 1996, the Gautreaux plaintiffs and CHA filed a joint motion to
designate the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood as a Revitalizing Area and to authorize the
construction or rehabilitation of 241 units of public housing in the Revitalizing Area. (A copy of
the joint motion is attached hereto Exhibit D.) This motion, which received Habitat’s approval,
was provided for in the 1995 Agreement. Furthermore, entry of the order requested in the
motion was a condition precedent to the demolition of the Lakefront Buildings. See § 3 of
Exhibit B.

24.  On June 3, 1996, this Court entered the requested order, a copy of which is

attached as Exhibit E.



25.  As of the filing of this suit, CHA has failed to complete construction of all 241
units to be located in the North Kenwood/Oakland neighborhood and elsewhere in the City of
Chicago, and has failed to meet the other prerequisites conditions set forth above in paragraph
21.

26. At a meeting on November 10, 1998, Karen Newton (Acting Chair of the CHA)
stated that CHA will demolish all four of the Lakefront Buildings simultaneously on December
12, 1998.

27. CHA has already begun preparing for the demolition of the Lakefront Buildings.

V. INADEQUATE REMEDY AT LAW — IRREPARABLE HARM

28. As aresult of CHA’s actions, LCO has suffered, and will continue to suffer,
irreparable harm for which there is no adequate remedy at law. Specifically, LCO will lose the
quid pro quo (the demolition of the Lakefront Buildings) on which the 1995 Azgreement was
predicated without having any assurance that the CHA, through the Habitat Company, will build
the promised replacement housing.

WHEREFORE, LCO prays that this Honorable Court:

A. Enter an order enjoining the demolition of the Lakefront Buildings until
defendants have complied with its commitments, as set forth in the 1995 Agreement;

B. In the event this Court should allow demolition to proceed, enter an order
requiring defendants to comply with its commitments under the 1995 Agreement within a set
period of time after the demolition, including commencing construction of all the units, both on-

site and off-site, and completing them within 20 months, as provided for in § 15; and



C. Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

" One of the Attornéﬁ\for
Intervenor

Richard M. Wheelock
Diana White
Charles R. Petrof
Lawrence Wood
Legal Assistance Foundation
of Chicago
111 West Jackson - 3™ Floor
Chicago, IL 60604 .
(312) 341-1070
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MEORANDUM OF ACCORD RECARDING RELOCATION OF RES IDENTS
FROM THE LAXEFRONT PROPERTIES PURSUINT TO THE CIAP
REHABILITATION PROJECT

The parties hereto enter this Agreement based upon a common
goal and cbjective that the proposed rehabilitation of the Lakefrent
Properties be carpleted in an expediticus and fair manner consistent
with Federal Mcdernization Program :eﬁuh‘cmnt.s and to assure that the
proposed rehabilitation be implemented in a manner which safequards the
rights of the affected resident camunity. The resident population of
the Lakefront Properties as of oézohr 1, 1988 and thereafter are the
intended beneficiaries of this Agreemant.

The Chicago Housing Authority (CHA) and the lakefront
Camunity Organization (LCO), individually and through their attorneys,
hereby agree to the following procedures and requirements regarding the
relocation of residents fram the u.kefzqnt Properties (the Olander
Homes, 3919 S. Lake Park Avenue; Olander Extension, 3833 S. Lake Park
Avenue; and the three (3) building camplex in Lake Michigan Hares at
41st Street and lake Park) pursuant to the Camprehensive Improvement
Assistance Pm;rm ("Mcdernization Program") authorized by 42 U.S. c. S
1437(1) and 24 C.F.R. § 968, A has consulted with the Presidents of
the local Building Councils of the Lakefront Properties and they agree
to support this Agreemne

By entry into this Memorandum of Accord the partlies hereto
agres to caply with all temms and conditions set forth herein, agree to -
cocperate and support implementation of this Memorandum of Accord ardd
hereby acknowledge that subsr.an_tial breach of this Agreement shall be
enforceable by a puty hereto pursuant to any existing administrative or

legal remedy authorized by law.




SEP 23'98  15:59 No.001 P.04

dccordingly, the parties heredy agree as follows;

1. The parties support and will urge adoption by the O
Board of Directors at their May Board Meeting of this Memorandun of
Mccord and the first six recamendations previcusly made by the

Lakefront Properties Task Force regarding the proposed rehabilitation,
These six recamendations are attached hereto as‘Apperdix 1 and are
incorporatad herein.

2. The parties support the proposed rehabilitation of these
properties and recognize that all families will have to be moved at
lease once in order that the rehabilitation can be campleted,

3. Because samne families will not be able to be moved to other
CHA developments (e.g. large family, no unit available), or that same
families will not be able to be relocated under the Section 8 program,
(e.g., landlords uwilling to rent to families with teenage children},
the parties agree upon a phased relocation proposal. To detemmine how
units within the Lakefront Properties will be made available during
rehabilitation, the following pricrities shall be adopted:
. (a) first priority for aspartments will be
' given to current lease holders who satisfy GHA
ouqi.buiq_r criteria and who are handicapped or
who are saricusly 111 or who have handicapped
o sericusly i1l family members;
| (b) second priority shall be given to
fanilies that are eligible for 4 bedrcom or
larger size units undex" CHA cccupancy quidelines;
(¢) third priority shall be given to
families with minor children above the age of 14;
{d) fourth priority shall be given'to

”



1D: : SEP 23'98 16:00 No.001 P.0S

families with minor children 14 years of age
or younger facing unusual housing dffficulties,
¢.9., day care needs for children of working mother;
() all other units shall be pricritized o
families requesting to stay in the Lakefront
Properties based upon senjority to be determined
by the dats that the original dwelling lease was
signed by the fanily; )
(£) familles who wish to remain in the Lakefsont
Properties during rehabilitation shall be allowed
to do so consistent with the above priorities, 1If
the number of available vacant units {s not sufficient
to house all families who have requested to remain in
the Lakefront Properties those families who cannot be
accammodated will be offered apartments at the Wells/
Washington develogments, and all other KA develope
ments, to the extant that units are available to all

other fesidmtu

»
(g) no CHA apartments shall be offersd to affected

residents as relocation housing in ®as is" condition,
All units under the program offered to residents must

satisfy stats, city and federal regqulations regarding
health and safety. No resident will be asked to move

| .

to a unit which is not properly repaired or brought up
. to ccds standard, .
3. s Paeiiiiate the phased rehabilivacton end selccation;
the parties recognize that security considerations may require the
temporary removal of fixtures fram vacant apumﬁs. However, the

w' ]
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teroval of much fixtures shall not eliminate that epartrent fron

subsequently being made tarporarily available to house families who
remain In the Lakefront Propertles during rehabilitation,

S. The increasing vacancy rate in the property rﬁu!.ns that
GiA provide additional security measures in the developrent. These may
include: ‘
(a) additicnal security personnel at the
. buildings; i
(b) access to monthly reports indicating
the number, nature and building location of
alleged incidents; and
{c) establishment of a security "hotline"
cr other service to be made available to
residents, —
T T 6. AM families vho currently resids is the Lakefroot o
Properties and all families who have moved cut of the Lakefrent
Properties since Octcber 1, 1985 in connection with the proposed
rehabilitation, shall have the right to retwurn as a tenant in the
Laxétrmt Prop;rgiu after the rehabilitation is campletsd except those

P

tenantss

a—

/&J \-f.nbecausootimamortnﬂyem-
position are no longer qualified for GiA; .

(b) who pricr to their moving out of the
Lakefront Properties had a court eviction order
terminate their right to ccptlnuc to cccupancy \
in O,

\/ :(c) who are evicted for "gocd cause” as
set forth at 24 C.F.R. § 966.4(1) (1) or other

*—————_—



ID: ‘ ' SEP 23'08  16:01 No.001 P.Q7

serious violations of their lease during
the pu:!cd of relccation;

who are relccated outside °<OM )

du.ri.ng the pericd of rehabilitation

but who have camittad acts, during the

period of rehabilitation, which constituts

4 threat to the health and safety of other
'?. /@ eployees as that term is

defined in CHA Pdrunisﬁzatiw Circular 1798,

Provided, however, that families who are

determined ineligible to retwn based upon

such charge shall be entitled to written

notice and a hearing to challenge such

determination as set forth in CHA Adminis-

trative Circular $§797;

(e) who left CHA owing rent and who
after a reasonable opportunity to resolve
any account balance refuse or are unable to

: resolve any rent arrearage.

7. CHA shall provide all residents with all relccation
benefits and assistance required by federal law according to standards
set forth urder the UNiform Relccation Assistance Act at 24 C.F.R. Part
42, in both moving cut of the Lakefront Properties and moving back into
the properties after rehabilitation, Families who elect to pemuf\etl
relocate under the Section 8 program shall be furnished with Section 8

certitica.u to'r the fullest term authorized by law,
8. In consideration of the Agreament by CHA to adopt and

camit to camply with the above procedures, the LCO agrces to provice

f‘f
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41l reascrable assistance and cooparation with GIA to insure the prampt
and falr irplementation of the plan,

' 9. CiA shall agree to hire and train residents who were
certifisd leaseolders on October 1, 1988 to perform certain of the work
to be perfoomed during rehabilitation, Rasidents shall have priority
for jobs to the maximum extent feui.bie ard available. OA shal)
further provide training fer interestad residents regarding urLgemnt
and operation of the building after rehabilitation,

The Presidents of the Local Bullding Councils for the
lLakefront Properties, as representatives of .t.h. Local Adviscry Council,
ard the President of the lLocal Advisory Council hereby acknowledge that
GHA consulted with them, that have reviewed the tamms of this Agreement
and hereby agree with its provisions, By signing this docurent we
hereby agree to support this Memorandum of Accord. |




AMES
Chicago Housing Authority

22 west Macdison Street
Chicago, Illinois 60602

(N - g

1 IE EVANS

President, Bullding Council
4158 S. lake Park

President, Building Counci{
4040 S, Oakersvald

m..'o.

LESLIE NN JONES

MICHAEL PARDYS

Legal Assistant Foundation
of Chicago

343 §. Dearborm, Suite 700
Chicago, 1llinois 60604
L4

(o2, = W
[ef ;3 Loty \

Pm.lde\t..mﬁdlnq Council
1130 E. 42rd Stceet

)f .A“" (.9 /WM?(F'.)

President, Building Concil
3939 S. Lake Pack

%&\Zg u%’
President, Building Council

1132 E, 42nd Street
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‘REVISED AGREENFNT REGARDING FOXXER RESIDENTS -~ _
'OF THE LAXEFRONT PROFERTIES MM ~ . . . ‘
TEE ¥UTURE USZ OF THOSS PROPERTIZS ~ -

_ rhe Part;es bereto enter this Agreement based upon a shared
. racognition and understanding that the rehabilitation of the four
remaining Lakefront Properties, hereinafter -identified,. is . .
.- neither desirable nor approprzate. The parties do share a conmon

. goal of providing suitable housing choicaes to the former
residents of the Lakefront Properties, including the choice to
" move back into the North xenwood - Oakland coununity ) ry

o The Chicago Housing Authority (CHA) and the Laxefront

r Community Organization (LCO), which is the ‘sole representative of '
‘the displaced ‘Lakefront tenant families'!, by their duly ’ =
- authorized representatxves and attorneys, hereby agree as ) -

ifollovs' v :

: TS The CHA .shall inmediat Hgvapply to the Department oz
Housing and Urban Development (" ") for permission to demolish

Y the four Lakefront Properties that have not been rehabilitated,

" pamely the 453 units in the three building complex known as Lake
-.:Michigan Homes located at 1130 East 41st Street, 1132 Bast 42nd

Street and 4155 South Lake Park, .comprising HUD Project. No. 2-41; 4
- and the 151 units in the building located at 4040 Cakenwald - . .= .~

. street, part ot HUD Project No.. 2-34, Waehxngton Park Hones-ﬁp.

: . 2. . In conjunction with its denolition application(s),
5 will snbnxt to HUD replacement housing plans, as required by 42 '
‘U.S.C. 1437p(b) (3) and 24 CFR 970.11, for the provision of - sy
. .replacement housinq units for each public housing unit to be .
demolished under its application(s). . The ~replacenment houszng
L plans will provide for the acquiextion or developnent o!

1 The 'displaced Lakefront tenant tamilzes" means"

; (1) all persons who were residing at the six Lakefront
. 'properties (i.e., 3939 5. Lake Park Avenue, 3983 S. Lake park -

.. Avenue, 4040 S. Oakenwald Street, 1130 E. 418t Street, 4155 S.: -~
..~ Lake Park Avenue and 1132 E. 42nd street) asg of October 1,-1985
.. -and who were displaced by the proposed Lakefront properties .

. rehabilitation project, except that “displaced lakefront. tenant -

.- families™ does mot include those tenant families who are - ':4_,-

'<-leaseholders at Lake _Parc. Place on the date ot thxs agreenent: :

. % (ii) the " follou;ng tenant famzlies who reszded ‘at 4040
oakenvald Street from November, 1986 to Novenber, 1991 and’ who
were temporarily relocated to Lake Parc Place 1n 1991 and whose'

names are. lzsted on attachment A hereto. -

i 5 5 . G
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‘scattered site public housing units and the provision of Scction
8- certificates 4 : , ,

~ 3. No demclition ot the four renaininq Lakefront properties

; shall commence until: (a) HEUD has entered binding funding

. commitments with CEA for the purposes set forth in paragraphs 4
and 5 of this Agreement; (b) the City of Chicago and.CHA have

identiried, and CHA has cbtained site control of, sufficient

' sites, which are acceptable to ICO, to develop 141 units of

.. public housing in accordance.with paragraph 6 of this Agreement;

". and (c) the United States District court has entered (i) an . _
; appropriate order permitting construction or rehabilitation of
- publiec housing under paragraphs 4 and 6 of this Agreement and =

. (ii) an appropriate order amending CHA's tenant selection and

. assignment ‘plan to permit priority occcupancy rights to units -

. --developed under paragraphe 4, S and 6 of this Agreement to . .

. displaced Lakefront tenant families. ' If the conditions set -
" forth in this paragraph 3 and in paragraph. 15 below are * - -

satisfied, CHA shall. demolish the tou: :ena;ninq Lakefront

'fproperties.,\’:;._ Y ..c,;

. 4. The" ‘CHA, through the gan;zgggx-appointed Receivar,-
- . subject enly to satisfaction of the conditions set forth-in
- paragraphs 3(a) and 3(c) (1) of’ this Agreement, shall build.
.. approximately 100 units, but not less than 80 units, of wublic
- housing and shall build or otherwise. provide a community center
- .on sites owned or otherwise provided by CHA as. part of its - -
| Lakefront properties, including the 4040 Oakenwald building. .
" CHA, through the Gautreaux- ppointed Receiver, shall apply to the
. city of. Chicago Zoning Board of Appeals for a variance or spec;al 5
# .use which would permit construction of the community canter, and’
: shall appeal, if warranted by counsel for CHA -or LCO, any ':=_ B
determination that prohibits construction ef the community - '

'CHA and the Gautreaux-appointed Receiver shall consult

center. :
and attempt to reach agreement with 1CO in all matters regarding =

‘thre community center: and shall provide LCO with office space in
the community center. e e £ g T P

. . '5. Subjact only to satistaction of the conditions set forth
in paragraphs 3(a) of this Agreement, the CHA, through the.

’ -:an;xggnx-appointed Receiver and/or the Joint Venture, shall :
build or rehabilitate not less than 200 scattered site units in' .- - -

" communities of the City of Chicago other than North Kenwood-.-~

‘ 5':0ak1and on sites vhich are acceptable to Lco.;;

-f . B The CHA, subject only to’ satisfaction of the conditions
‘set forth in paragraph 3(b) and 3(c) (i) of this Agreement; shall

‘build 141 units of scattered site’ housing (new or rehabilitated)rp;f"

already funded pursuant to the Gautreaux Consent Decree, ‘in the
North Kenwcod - Oakland community.. . These units will ba developed

."by the Gautreaux-appointed Receiver and/or the Joint Venture,
primarily on CHA owned vacant land and City ot Chicago owned :

- ‘2;"



-

’ .

. counsellng service _programs,

.sztes, vhich are acceptablo to Lco.\”

© 9. cHA shall apply to HUD for - three hundred and tvo (302)
Section 8 certificates for use as. ‘replacement housing. In the
event CHA's Section 8 replacement hous;nq application is not
funded by HUD, either in whole or in part, CHA will make e

 -available up to 302 Section 8 certificates from its own inventory
" of Section 8 certificates to meet the replacement housing needs L

of. d;splaced Lakefront tenant tamilies. ; A ;

" 8. Snbject to the court order discuseed in paragraph :
3(c)(ii) of this Agreement, CHA shall offer, on a first priority

. basis, all units developed under paragraphs 4, 5 and .6 of this
Agreement and all Section 8 certificates provided under paragraph

..7 of this Agreement, (up to a combined maximum of 6€04.units and

certificates), to eligible displaced Lakefront tenant families.
‘Eligible families are all displaced Lakafront tenant fanilies .-

except those.‘ e . :

(a) ‘who' becauso of 1ncome are no 1onger eliqxble tor CKA

houszng.‘

o .(b) who prior to novznq out of the Lakefront Proportxoa .
were subject to a written eviction order terninatinq their right

© to continued occupancy at ch,,

'who have baen evicted from public housing tor 'good”.f-'

cause” .as set forth at 24 CFR Section 966.4(1) (3) or otler - )
sorious violat;on of their lease dur;ng the period of relocation.,.

(c)

(d) " who have heon ralocated outszdo of CHA housing but who, :
dur;ng the period of relocation, have been convicted of a felony .
involving physical violence to persons or crimas against property;”-

‘that adversely affect the health, safety or velfare of other
. persons or the n;sdemeanors of aggravated assault," unlawtul uae
or a weepon, battery or crlminal ‘damage to property, ST

(e) vho left CHA owing rent and who after a raasonable

i opportunzty to resolve any account balance refuse or are unable '
"to resolve any rent arrearage within a roasonable tine of any

determinatxon of ineligzbility. e e N ey
- Any displaced Laketront tonant fanxly deternined to be

.this paragraph will be ‘entitled to appeal the determination. of
.ineligibility to a committee composed .of -three members chosen by

1CO and three members chosen by CHA. - This committee shall have .
‘access to -all relevant documents that led tao the finding of !

©* ineligibility, shall consider. any evidence of . réhabil;tatxon of

. the tenant family -or any evidence of the ‘tenant family's .-
willlngness to participate in social service - -or other appropriate
nd shall be enpowered to wvaive anY

3-

~

"1nelig1ble for replacement Jhousing pursuant to the provisions of



- or all rent arrearages for good cause shewn and ta establish &
reaeonable installnent paynent plan. : N

. This connzttee shall init;ally screen the tenants who shall
reszde in the housing to be provided under this Revised
Agreement. After initial occupancy is completed the connittee
~shall be expanded to nine (9) members, with the three (3) .

" additional members to be selected from the residents who will
residae in the new hous;ng to be built under this Revised S HE

Agreement.

-‘,‘ 9. Up to a naxinum of 604 eliglble d;spleced Lakefront
tenant familieg shall be afforded either.their first or their
‘second housing choice pursuant to paragraph 8 of this Agreement.
CHA, through its tenant selection and assigmment procedure, shall
maintain a parity in the occupancy of public heusing units '
.. developed pursuant to paragraph 4 of this Agreement between -
eligible low income and very low income families, as those terms

" .are defined in 24 CFR Section 913.102.. In the event that CHA's
obligation to afford up.to 604 hisplaced Takefront temant. . -
"families with either their first or second housing choices cannot '

"be reconciled with CHA's obligation to maintain a parity in the

- occupancy of public housing units, as required by this paragraph, . . .
CHA and LCO vill negotiata a nutually agreeable anendnent to this 4

'Agreenent. ' ] ‘ ¢
.:“aﬁ'” 10.. CHA shall negot;ate and ettenpt te reach aqreement with..ef'
the 1LCO with respect to all matters involving the displaced. B
.. Lakefront tenant families, including but not limited to agreenent'~
with the Qgg;zgaux-appointed Receiver and/or the Joint Venture ..

~relative to the site selection and design of all housing units e

:”constructed ‘rehabilitated or otherwise made available. for

- occupancy pursuant to the terms of this Agreement and with CHA . =
relative to.the management and operation .of all housing units .

: constructed, rehadbilitated cor otherwise made available fer ;

u:}‘occupancy pursuant to the terms of thie Agreenent. L

.. program. -.

"l" 11.  CHA,. with the assistance of ICO, shall conduct an .
aggressive outreach campaign to contact el;gible displaced

Lakefront tenant families in order to determine whether they wish '.5;

}-to avail .themselves of the housing opportunities being provided
" .under this Agreement. 'CHA and ICO shall enter a side agreenent

:settlng forth the timing, scope and terms of the outreach .. A
-A bar date will be fixed after which there will be no iy

" further right to replacement housing under thig Agreement. -

s Consistent with the outreach program developed by and agreed to

3'by CHA and 1CO, CHA'will make all reascnable efforts to’ locate
:-dlsplaced Lakefront tenant families up to the bar date.--_.

S 12, All dxsplaced Laketront tenant tamilies vho avail
. themselves of the replacement housing opportunities being :
prcvided under paragraphs 4, 5, 6 and 7 of this Agreement 2



"'shall be aoved by CHA, at CHA's cxpense, or paid by CHA. the~
amount of actual, reascnable moving costs, including the- actual

reascnable costs of utility teccnnectzcn._

© 13. The gﬂnixeaux-app01nted Recezver shall conply vxth
‘Section 3 requirements in the demolition and comstruction -
identified in the Lgreement, ‘and shall work with CHA and LCO in
‘identifying members of displaced Lakefront tenant families as -

. eligible for training and employment opportun;tzes pursuant to
Section 3. CHA, directly or through its agent, shall provide -
.2raining for interested residents regardinq nanagement and =

operation of the replacement hcuszng un;te be;nq provided

f”pursuant to’ tnis Agreement. Gt

'5=*1 14. BY signing th;s docunent, Lco and - cxa hereby ag:ec €hac '
this Revised Agreement replaces and supplants the Memorandum Of -

- *.Accord entered into on May 27, 1986. However, if the conditions

.set forth in paragraph 3 of this Agreement for demolition of the = -
. four remaining Lakefront properties are.not satisfied by January
"1, 1996, LCO may give CHA seven days riotice of its intent to - -
- declare.a. breach-df this Agreement. If those conditions.are not -
satisfied within that saeven day notice peried, LCO may declare a.
‘breach of this Agreenent. Upen such a declaration of breach, . -
“this Revised Agreerment shall"be null and void, and the terms and
conditions of the original nemcrandun of Accord, dated nny 27,_'"

';:‘1986, shall be reinstated.

. b 15. ‘The construction or rehabilztat;on cf the replacemcnt k
:housing required under paragraphs 5 and 6 of this Agreement shall.
commence within ten months after satisfaction of the conditions .-
_ - set forth in paragraph 3 of this Agreement for demolition of the
. four remaining Lakefront properties and shall be completed vzthin'
a reasonable time, as that term is defined by current . - .
construction -industry standards for the type of ‘construction and
‘rehabjilitation contemplated by the agreement. If the construction -
- ror rehabilitation of the replacement housing required under .. -"-
"  paragraphs 5 and 6 of this Agreement has not commeénced within ten '
months after satisfaction of the conditions set forth in e v W
paragraph 3 of this Agreement for demolition of the four. '
. remaining Lakefront properties or is not completed within ten
" months thereafter, ICO shall give CHA' sixty days notice of its
intent to declare a breach of this Agreement prier to. institutinq

“.fany suzt to enforce the terns of this Agreement

s 15 CHA's entry 1nto thzs Revxsed Agreement in the context
of the unique circumstances involving the displacement and. :. _ -

relocation of the former residents of the Lakefront Properties.

" .shall not be deemed a ‘precedent with respect to the relocation .

and _.replacement housing rights of other CHA tenants- families who ..

may be displaced and relccated from their present housing units
as a consequence or future demoliticn of CHA housing units...._

- s
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17. This aqreenent shall be governed as to pertornance and
interpretation in accordance with the laws of the State of .
. Illineis. In construing the terms of this Agreement, neither CHA
nor Lco shall be deemed the drafter of this Agreenent- :

. 18. In consideration of the Agreement by the CHA to enter

~ into the above obligations, the LCO agrees to support CHA's
application to HUD for demolition of the lLakefront Propertxes.

Both. parties to this agreement agree to comply with all terms and

conditions set forth herein, agree to cooperate and support /-,

-implementation of this agreament and acknowledge that this -
agreement is intended by the parties to be a binding contract

- enforceable by exther party in any court of conpetent

jurisdzction.

e 19. CHA shall relmburze Lco for 311 reasonahle expenses .

- . incurred by LCO members in connection with the implementation of
this Revised Agreement, including car fare and transportation,
telephone and copying expenses. -Such. reimbursement shall be . .
provided by CHA within 30 days oﬁ submzssion by Lco of reasonable ,

',.proof of expenditures to' CHA.

3 _'By

.. EXECUTED THIS ¢ “J‘DAY op
IN CEICAGO, ILLINOIS - -

4?-'ron THE LAKEFRONT
. ons;x rzos:~

. 1995

e

CLARA DIXON, President

ecutive Board Dzrector ;'-

.:~g§; C§#€;?€%EE£I;ZQ/ZLAJZQﬂ’ﬂﬂc/

Execu 'velaoard DLrector ‘f

PEARLEEZN RUSH Dﬁz/uc, 't?us
zxecutive Board D;rector . A;
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Honorable Toni Preckwinkle
Alderman, 4 ward

4646 South Drexel Boulevard
Chicago, Illinois 60653

Mr. William Wilen

Legal Assistance Foundation
343 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Ms. Shirley Newsome, President
Conservation Community Council
4140 South Lake Park

Chicago, Illincis 60653

Dear Alderman Preckwinkle, Mr.

In connection with our anticipated request to Judge Aspen to

May 13, 1996

Wilen and Ms. Newsome:

designate North Kenwood-Oakland as a Revitalizing Area and to
permit the development of public housing therein, we make the

following assurances: °

(1)

The Receiver will use its best efforts to achieve the
development of market rate as well as public housing on
both the Lakefront and Drexel corridor sites which have

been the subject of discussion among us; and

(2)
- Lakefront Properties
the pace of progress

housing, Gautreaux plaintiffs' counsel and the Receiver

will support the request of either or both groups for a
hearing on that issue before the Gautreaux presiding

judge.

Daniel Levin
Gautreaux Receiver

"In the event that community representatives or former

tenants become dissatisgsfied with
in developing either form of

Sincerely,

y/ /‘4/’
exafider Polikoff

Attorney for the Gautreaux
Plaintiff Class

l.I..IIII.I.II-H-I-..II..-IIII

EXHIBIT C
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.

Plaintiffs,
vs. 66 C 1459
66 C 1460
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and
HENRY CISNEROS, Secretary of (Consolidated)

Department of Housing and Urban
Development,

‘ Defendants.
JOINT MOTION OF PLAINTIFFS8, AND DEFENDANTS
CHICAGO HOUBING AUTHORITY AND DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, FOR AN ORDER
DESIGNATING A NORTH KENWOOD-OAKLAND REVITALIZING AREA AND
AUTHORIZING THE DEVELOPMENT OF
SCATTERED SITE PUBLIC HOUSING UNITS8 THEREIN
Plaintiffs, and Defendants Chicago Housing Authority and
Department of Housing and Urban Development, by their reépective
attorneys, move this court for an order in the form attached
hereto:
(1) designating as the North Kenwood-Oakland Revitalizing
Area that portion of the City of Chicago that lies between
Oakwood Boulevard on the north, the Illinois Central Railroad
right-of-way on the east, 47" Street on the south, and Cottage
Grove Avenue on the west (the “Revitalizing Area”), and
(2) authorizing the development, through new construction or
rehabilitation of existing buildings, of not more than 241 units
of public housing within the Revitalizing Area.

In support of this motion, the parties state as follows:

1. In 1986, the proposed Revitalizing Area contained

BRI A, W T S AT, [
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approximately 1,066 family public housing units. Nine hundred
and three units were in six CHA high-rise buildings, known as the
Lakefront Properties, located along Lake Park Avenue between
Oakwood Boulevard on the north and 42™ Place on the south. Of
the remaining 163 units, 151 were in a combination of high-rise
and mid-rise buildings in CHA' s Washington Park homes
development, on a block bounded by 41%*' Street on the north,
Drexel Boulevard on the east, Bowen AQenue on the south and
Cottage Grove Avenue on the west (the “wWashington Park site").
The remaining 12 were in a small building at 900 East 40" Street
(“the 900 Building”).

- 4 In 1986, CHA and the Lakefront Community Organization
(*LCO" ), representing the tenants of the Lakefront Properties,

_ entered into a Memorandum of Accord. A copy of the 1986
“Memorandum of Accord is attached hereto as Exhibit A. Under the
Memorandum of Accord the tenants agreed to leave their homes
voluntarily, and CHA agreed to rehabilitate the Lakefront
Properties buildings and grant to the displaced families *the
right to return as a tenant in the Lakefront Properties after the
rehabilitation is completed.” (§ 6)

3. In 1990 and 1991, CHA extensively rehabilitated the two
northernmost Lakefront Properties high-rises, turning them into
attractive, landscaped buildings, now known as Lake Parc Place.
As authorized by Congressional legislation, CHA established a
mixed-income tenancy for Lake Parc Place, reserving half the
units for working families, i.e., families earning between 50%-

80% of the median income for the Chicago Metropolitan Area (for a

2
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family of four in 1996, an income of $27,500 = $41,600).

4. Also in 1990-1991, the Receiver developed 15 new
scattered site public housing units at 4525 South Lake Park
Avenue,

5. In 1995, while discussions were underway concerning the
remaining four Lakefront high-rises, CHA demolished the 151 units
on the Washington Park site and the 12-unit 900 Building.

6. After lengthy discussions, in September, 1995, CHA and
LCO entered into a supplemental agreeﬁent modifying the
Memorandum of Accord ("Revised Agreement”). The Revised
Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit B. The Revised Agreement
reflects a *shared recognition and understanding that the
rehabilitation of the four remaining Lakefront Properties . . .
is neither desirable nor appropriate,” as well as a “common goal
of providing suitable housing choices to the former residents of
the Lakefront Properties, including the choice to move batk into
- the North Kenwood-Oakland community.” (p. 1)

7 The Revised Accord provides that, instead of
rehabilitation, the four remaining high-rises, containing
approximately 603 units, should be demolished. (1) The Revised
Accord provides further that replacement housing for the
demolished units should take the following form: (1) up to 241
units in North Kenwood-0Oakland, including 80-100 units on the
site of the to-be-demolished Lakefront high-rises and an
additional 141 units scattered throughout the area, including on
the Washington Park site; (2) 200 additional units outside of

North Kenwood-Oakland; and (3) up to 302 Section 8 certificates.
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8. The Revised Accord also provides that CHA shall achieve
‘a mixed-income occuéancy of the 80-100 new units on the site of
the Lakefront high-rises by maintaining a *parity ... between
‘eligible low income [50-80% of median income) and very low income
families....” (99) Finally, the Revised Accord provides that the
displaced Lakefront tenant families should have first priority,
subject to Court approval, to all of ﬁhe replacement units. (g8)

‘ S. Movants believe the replacement housing provisions in
the Revised Accord are appropriate and desirable for a number of
reasons. First, the proposed demolition and replacement housing
would complete a radical transformation of public housing in the
Revitalizing Area. The number of family public housing units in
the Revitalizing Area would be reduced by approximately 50% from
1986 levels, i.e., from 1,066 to 538. In addition, the .
conéentration of the remaining units would be greatly reduced.
The family units in the Revitalizing Area would be privately
managed and in mixed-income configurations.

10. Second, the proposed Revitalizing Area satisfies the
Gautreaux “revitalizing®” criteria, and would therefore be an
appropriate location for the provision of low-rise public
"housing. The revitalizing character of the area is evidenced by
the followiﬁg:

- Major ongoing efforts by institutional actors,
including the City and the Fund For Community
Redevelopment and Revitalization (which is funded by
the MacArthur Foundation), to bring about
revitalization in North Kenwood-Oakland;

- An increasingly active private residential real estate
market in the Revitalizing Area, including the

4



construction of new, market rate housing, and plans to
develop additional market rate housing;

- Substantial and increasing investment by residents of
the Revitalizing Area in home repair and
rehabilitation;

- Steady increases in the number and value of bank loans

within the Revitalizing Area:;

- New commercial development, both completed and planned,
along 47" street;

- Substantial efforts to improve area schools, including
two new public schools planned to open in the
Revitalizing Area in September, 1996;

- Community amenities favoring continuation of the
already-occurring revitalization, including a choice
lakefront location, excellent access to transportation,
and ample available land for development at reasonable
prices; and

- Burgeoning development in nearby areas, particularly
South Kenwood.

11. Movants are authorized to represent to the Court that
the Receiver supports this motion and that the City of Chicago
has no objection thereto.

12. Proposals to locate new public housing in the
Revitalizing Area have been the subject of several meetings of
community residents. The communi;y is divided respecting the
development of new public housing in the area, with some
residents in support and many others opposed.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, and Defendants Chicago Housing
Authority and the Department of Housing and Urban Development,
request the Court to enter an order in the form attached hereto,
(1) designating as the North Kenwood-0Oakland Revitalizing Area
that portion of the City of Chicago that lies between Oakwood

Boulevard on the north, the Illinois Central Railrocad right-of-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.

Plaintiffs,
vs. 66 C 1459
66 C 1460
CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and —
HINRY CISNERCS, Secretary of (Consolidated)

‘apartment of Housing and Urban
s2velopment,

e

Defendants.

N Nl S Sl N N NP N NP NP

ORDER

This matter coming to be h;ard on the Joint Motion of
Plaintiffs, and Defendants Chicago Housing Authority and
Department of Housing and Urban Development, for an order
designating a North Kenwood-Oakland Revitalizing Ared and
permitting development of faﬁily public housing units therein,
and the Court haﬁing heard presentations concerning the proposed
order; and |

The Receiver, Daniel Levin and The Habitat Company, having
~ represented toc the Ccurt that they have examined the proposal
respecting the appropriate number of public housing units to be
provided therein and the conditions to be made applicable
thereto, and that they support the Joint Motion; and

The Court being cognizant that‘the principal remedial
purpose of the orders previously entered in these consolidated
cases has been and is to provide plaintiff class families with
desegregated housing opportunities; and

The Court also being cognizant that on occasion it has

| e P N R el [ R S N R [,
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permitted public or assisted housing to be provided in census
tracts not within the General Public Housing Area upon a
sufficient showing of "revitalizing” circumstances such that a
responsible forecast of economic integration, with a longer term
possibility of racial desegregation, could be made; and

The Court being of the view that such a forecast can be made
with respect to the North Kenwégéfbakland Revitalizing Arga if
he terms and conditions of this order are met:

Now, “herefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1 198 The Court designates as the Nofth Kenwood-dak;and
Revitalizing Area (“Revitalizing Area") that portion of the City
of Chicago that lies between Oakwood Boulevard on tﬁe.porth, the
TIllinois Central Railroad right-of-way on the east, 47t street
on the south, and Cottage Grove Avenue on the west; .

2s The Receiver, previously appointed by the Court to .
develop scattered site public housing on behalf of the defehdant,
Chicago Housing Authority, shall be free to develop, through néw
construction or rehabilitation of existing buildings, up to 241
units of public housing within the Revitalizing Area, subject to
the following conditions:

a) No more than 100 units of public housing shall be

- developed on CHA-owned land that is the site of
CHA' s Lakefront high-rise buildings (the area
bounded by 40 Street on the north, the Illinois
Central Railroad right-of-way on the east, 42™

Place on the south, and Lake Park Avenue on the

west) .



b) No more than approximately 50 units of public
housing shall be developed on the site of the
demolished Washington Park buiidings (the CHA-

. owned property bounded by 41°' Street on the
north, Drexel Avenue on the east, Cottage Grove
Avenue on the west, and Bowen Avenue on the south)
anc adjacent properfy.

<) Thé balance of such units of public housing within
the Revitalizing Area, in addition to those
referréd to in subparagraphs-(a) and (b) above,
shal; be developed on other sites distributed
throughout the Revitalizing Area.

d) One-half of the public housing units developed

- pursuant to subparagraphs (a) and (b) "above shall
be occupied by families whose incomes aré in the
range of 50-80% of the median income in the
Chicago Metropolitan Area, and such units shall be
geog:aphically distributed approximately evenly
among the units developed pursuant to

subparagraphs (a) and (b).

) 3. The CHA Tenant Selection and Assignment Plan previously
"approved by this Court shall be modified to afford eligible
displaced Lakefront tenant families, as defined in the "Revised
Agreement Regarding Former Residents of the Lakefront Properties
‘and the Future Use of Those Properties," dated September 22,

1995, between CHA and the Lakefront Community Organization, first



priority to all public housing units developed pursuant to
subparagraphs 2(a), (b) and (c) of this Order, subject only to

the provisions of subparagraph 2(d) of this Order.

ER:
_ _ s
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Judgé
5\.0;".2 3
Date: Re=yeagx, 1996



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT |,
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLIN}?J{S L P

EASTERN DIVISION L)
L4 t’/, /.:‘ /i
A/ Z//;
Jugp, | 395 Aj
DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al. Ug ‘rérvin -
8/ ?.4;" np /fi o /?)O
Plaintiffs, 66 C 1459 - O™
V. Hon. Marvin E. Aspen

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY and
JOSEPH SHULDINER, Executive Director,

N S’ N N N N N N N N N

Defendants.

NOTICE OF EMERGENCY MOTION

TO: Counsel on attached service list :

On November 24, 1998 at 9:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, the
Cabrini-Green Local Advisory Council shall appear before the Honorable Marvin E. Aspen of the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois in Room 2548 at 219 S. Dearborn
Street, Chicago, IL, or before any other judge in his place, and shall then and there present the
attachedEMERGENCYMOTION OF THE LAKEFRONT COMMUNITY ORGANIZATION
TO INTERVENE and INTERVENOR’S MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING
ORDER AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION, copies of which are herewith served upon you.

Zaea

“One of Movant’s Attorneys

Richard M. Wheelock

Diana White

Lawrence Wood

Charles Petrof

Legal Assistance Foundation of Chicago
111 W. Jackson, 3" floor

Chicago, IL 60604

312/341-1070



Certificate of Service

I, Richard M. Wheelock, an attorney, certify that I caused to be hand delivered to the counsel
on the attached service list copies of EMERGENCY MOTION OF THE LAKEFRONT
COMMUNITY ORGANIZATION TO INTERVENE and INTERVENOR’S MOTION FOR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND PRELIMINARY INJ IONfon November

23, 1998.
Service List
Jerome M. Butler Alex Polikoff
Chicago Housing Authority BPI
Office of General Counsel 17 E. Monroe, Suite 212
200 W. Adams, Suite 2100 Chicago, IL 60603

Chicago, IL 60606
Michael L. Shakman

Susan Getzendanner Barry A. Miller

Nancy Eisenhauer Edward W. Feldman

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Miller, Shakman, HamiJton, Kurtzon &
Meagher & Flom (Illinois) Schliftke

333 West Wacker Dr., Suite 2100 208 S. LaSalle St., Suite 1100

Chicago, IL 60606 Chicago, IL 60604

Thomas E. Johnson
Thomas, Jones, Snelling,
Gilbert & Davis
36 S. Wabash, Suite 1310
Chicago, IL 60603



