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

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.

66 C 1459
Hon. Marvin E. Aspen

Plaintiffs,
VS.

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY

Nt Nt St Nt St e’ St S

Defendants.

AGREED ORDER

This matter coming to be heard on the joint motion of the Plaintiffs and the
Defendant Chicago Housing Authority for an order to expand the Horner Revitalizing
Area (“HRA") by adding the area of the City of Chicago bounded by Lake Street on the
North, Washington Boulevard on the South, Hermitage Avenue on the East and Damen
Avenue on the West, to permit development of family public housing units within the
expanded HRA, to authorize adoption of certain measures that may be taken to further
promote economic integration, to permit families with children to be housed in certain
public housing units above the third story within the HRA, subject to the plaintiff's written
approval and to authorize allocation of Gautreaux funding to aid such development; and

The Receiver, Daniel Levin and the Habitat Company, having represented to the
Court that the Expansion Area is an appropriate and desirable location for
approximately 271 public housing units; and

The Court being cognizant that the principal remedial purpose of the orders
previously entered in this case has been to provide plaintiff class families with-
desegregated housing opportunities; and

The Court also being cognizant that on occasion it has permitted public or
assisted housing to be provided in census tracts other than 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 based on the circumstances described in the
joint motion and supporting affidavit, such a forecast can be made with respect to the
expanded HRA if the terms and conditions of this order are met; and

The Court being of the view that additional economic integration within the
originally designated HRA is desirable; and

The Court being of the view that permitting families with children to be housed in
certain public housing units above the third story within the HRA, subject to the plaintiff's
written approval of the initial location and configuration of such units, will be an



appropriate and desirable way to create viable mixed-income and desegregated
housing opportunities for members of the plaintiff class;

Now, therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. The previously designated HRA shall be expanded to include the area of the
City of Chicago bounded by Lake Street on the North, Washington Boulevard on the
South, Hermitage Avenue on the East and Damen Avenue on the West;

2. The Receiver, previously appointed by the Court to develop family public
housing on behalf of the defendant, Chicago Housing Authority, shall be free to develop
within the expanded HRA 271 units of public housing, provided, however, that additional
non-public housing units are constructed within the expanded HRA such that public
housing units constitute no more than 35.5% of the total number of units to be
constructed, that in each phase of construction this ratio of public to non-public housing
units is maintained, that the public housing units are and remain well distributed
throughout the expanded HRA and within buildings, and that at plaintiffs’ request, the
defendant shall provide or cause to be provided to plaintiffs annual written reports on
the location of public housing units, including sufficient information to assess whether
such units continue to be broadly dispersed throughout the expanded HRA and within
buildings;

3. Notwithstanding any previous order in this cause and Paragraph 2 of this
Order, the number of public housing units within the previously designated HRA may be
reduced so long as an equal number of public housing units in addition to the 271 public
housing units described above is provided within the expanded HRA, very low income
public housing units are replaced with very low income public housing units, low income
public housing units are replaced with low income public housing units, and public
housing residents are not involuntarily relocated as part of this effort;

4. Within the HRA the Receiver shall be free to provide public housing units
above the third floor for families with children as it deems consistent with achieving the
purposes of the Gautreaux order, except that no such units shall be provided until
plaintiffs approve in writing the initial location and configuration of such units, and
except that in elevator buildings with family public housing units above the third floor
such units shall comprise no more than 35.5% of the total number of residential units;
and

5. Plaintiffs shall be free to allocate up to $12 million of the “set-aside” available
to them under the Consent Decree approved by this Court in 66 C 1460 to aid in
implementing paragraph (2) of this Order.
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