For The Seventh Circuit

DORCTHY GAUTRZAUX, et al.,

GECLGE W. RCMNEY, Secretary of the
DEUJ—LICQL of Housing an

CITY OF CHICAGO, a Municipal Corporation;
CENTERAL ADVISCORY COUNCIL, a Not-for-profit
Corporation, CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHCORITY, a
Municipal Corporation

Intervenors-Appellants

£rIZRGENCY MOTION TO SUSPEND AND VACATZE
THE ORDER OF DISTRICT CCURT =NTERED THE
18T DAY OF CGCTOEER, 1971

City of Chicago, a municipel corporation, Central Advisory
Council, a not-for-profit corporation, and Chicago Housing Authority,

R,

a municipal corporation, by their attorneys, move the Court to



suspend and vacate the Order granting imjunctive rellef entered
& (& w

Ly th2 District Court on October 1, 1971 and as {rounds for said
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71 this Court handed down its
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L Qn September 10, 1
opinicn and order in this cause. No mandate has issued from
tnhis Court to the District Court in connection witn said order,
and at tiis time the issuance of the mandate is stayed until
November 15, 1971.

2. On September 17, l§7l, plaintiffs moved in the District
Court pursuant to Rule 62(c) of the Faderal Rules of Civil Fro-
cedure for an order ‘'to preserve the status quo until such time
as the mandate -- and entire case -- might come back to the Dist-
rict Court for the consideration of appropriate relief. The sub-
ject matter of the motion was a $26,000,000 grant, under the "Model
Cities Program, to the City of Chicago.
. Pursuant to motions appropriately made, tha City of

Chicago, the Central Advisory Council and the Chicago Housing
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Authority -- the movants herein -- were given lesave to intervene.
4. Following the hearing on plaintiffs' motion, the
District Court entered an order -- purportedly pursuant to Rule
652(c) of the Federal Rules -- enjoining HUD from releasing any
liodel Cities funds unless the City Council of the City of Chicago

cr
2
o



aporoves tiie location of a specified number of public housing
sites within spacified areas of the city. Copies of said order

and of the opinion accompanyiny sane are attached hereto as
Exhibits & and B.
S. The District Court's order creates an emergsancy,

threatening iunediate and irreparable harm to movants in that:

(a) 4,000 Modal City residents are in jeopardy of the immediate

loss of their employment; (b) day-care centers, health centers,

special education programs, job training, Senior Citizen pro-

srams, free breakfast, and other social service programs affect-

ing taousands of low-income citizens, are also in immediate
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jeopardy. The District Court expressly found:

e
""The court agrees thet failure to continue

the Model Cities Program for the next thrse nonths
would have a dequtuL;n effect on tens of thou-
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of the citizens of this City. Four Thousand
lose their jobs and many other thousands
be deprived of the benefits derived ZIrom
iodel Cities Program.' (Cpinion, p. 8). '
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6. For tihe reasons statea above the order is contrary

to the public Lntprest

=

7. The injunction order is illegal and an abuse of dis-

cretion in that it directs action expressly prohibited by sectiog
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602 of the Civil Right 1964 (42 U.S.C. § 2000d--1).




J. The injunction order, thwough purportedly issued pur-
suant to Lule 062(¢), is in no way dire ct>q to&ar maintaining
e i e
/2 the status GLo yending appeal. It does not relate to any issue
o before tiiisg Cdur; in tne pending cause of action, Gautreaux w.
Romney, No. 71-1073.
In further suppbrt of said Motion, we respectfully submit
Suggestions filed herewitin and, because of the emergency nature
of this motion, request that we be permitted to argue orally be-
fore this Court forthwith.
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CITY CHICAGO,

a municipal
corporation b
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5y,

t the Order of the District

n the above entitled cause be

ladate)
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INLTS

CENTRAL ADVI Y COUNCIL,
a not-for-profit corporation

By

RICHARD L. CURRY
Corporation Counse

ERNZST LAFONTANT
Its Attorney

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTEORITY
a municipal corporation

EARL L. NSAL, Special
Assistant Corporatiocn Counsel By

KATHRYN M. KULA
WILLIAM GQUINLAN PATRICK W. O'BRIEN
Assistant Corporation Counsel

WATSON B. TUCKZK

Its Attorneys



IN THE UNI z') STATES DISTRICTE QIR
NORTHERN DISTRICYT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

DOROTIIY GAUTREAUX, et al.,

\

Plaintiffs,
NO. 66 C 1460
GHEORGE W. ROMNRY,

befendants.

("\
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This matter coming on to be heard on the motion
of plaintiffs undex Rﬁle 62 (c) of the Federal Rules of
Civil proccdure, and on the objections thexcto filed by
the defendant and intervenoxrs, and thé.Court having heard
the evidence and the arguments of counsel and being fully
advised in the premises, it is hereby ordered:

Pending términation of tﬁe appcal of the plaintiffs

~

from this Court's’ orders of September 1, 1970 and Octobexr

N

21, 1970, defendant, George W. Romney, Secretary of the

Department of Housing and Urban Development, is hereby

enjoined from paying or making availab%e to the City of

Chicago ("City"), or any of its agencies,-any funds or monies

for or on account of the.second pe rlod or year of Lhe Model

Cities Progfém of the City except as follows:

The funds or monies may be so paid or made available

Exhibit "A"
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to the City oxr agencies thereof at any time after the
Jdcfendant files with this Court a certification to the
effect that,
(a) not fewer than seven hundred sites located
an the géneral public housing area of the
city, as such arca is'défincd';n this Court's
‘final decree in the companion case Gautreaux,
et al. vé. Chicago Housing Authority, Nb.
66 C 1459, which housing is to be provided
by the Chicago Housing Authoxity, have been
e identified and processed by the City [inclué-
ing approval thereof by the City Counéil of the
City] so as to permit acquisition thereof by
e Cﬁicago Housing Authority to begin; aﬁd
(b) Chicago Housing Aﬁthority.isvusing its best
efforts to proceed as raﬁidly as possible with the
acqﬁisition and'dévélbpment of the sites so processed

/

"~ ENTER:

«

JUDGE RICHARD 8. AUSTIN

J U D - G E

DATED: October 1, 1971
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in the case, Lewis Hill, the City's Ccamissioner of Deveicd-~

pent and Planning, testified that he perticzpated in the
irafiting &nd redrafting of this Letter of Intent. - Below
are pertinent excerpts from the Letter of Intent: A
“The following is an outline of the proposed action .
Program @nd a timetable for its esceconplishment.
YEARRD 1. _UNDERT
"The following actions are to ke implemented withir
the times hereinaftexr set forth.
. - - . - .
Wit is anticipated, however, ‘that sites suitable
TTT"for use by Chicago Housing Authority in accoxrd
with applicable law will be identified and
processed by the City to permit acquisition by
CilA to commence in accordance with the following
. schedule:
"gltes for 5C0 units by June 15, 1971;
S8ites for 350 unite by September 15, 1971;
Sites for 850 utnits by December 15, 1571.*
\ "
This Letter of Intent was signed by the Mayor of the City cf
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT

NO. (=113

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.,
Plaintiffs
VS .

GEORGE W. ROMNEY, Secretary of the

Department of Housing and Urban

Development,
' Defendant

and

CITY OF CHICAGO, a Municipal Corporation;
CENTRAL ADVISORY COUNCIL, a Not-for-profit
Corporation, CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY, a
Municipal Corporation
Intervenors-Appellants.

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO:

Alexander Polikoff William J. Bauer Kenneth Howell

109 North Dearborn  United States Attorney Community Legal Counse

Room 1001 for the Northern Dis- 116 So. Michigan Ave.
' Chicago, Illinois trict of Illinois Chicago, Illinois

219 So. Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October (%3, 1971 I filed in
the Court of Appeals, Seventh Circuit, the attached Emergency
Motion to Suspend and Vacate the Order of District Court Entered
October 1, 1971, together with Suggestions in support thereof.

(Sle]

/)2 C E"‘f‘-"~£{ \/ f{’ < O{.L./\/‘ N 'P

RICHARD L. CURRY

Corporation Counsel of the City of Chicago
511 City Hall, Chicago, Illinois 600602
Attorney for Imtervenors-Appellants.

"
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Alexander Polikoff

109 North Dezxrborn

Rocm 1001

Chicago, Illinois 60602

to the following

been duly sworn upcn

Notice of

persons on

T A S YT T

"
uu-“A* ol ST S O



In the
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

For The Seventh Circuit

No. 7/" f73'}/

DOROTHY GAUTREAUX, et al.,
Plaintiffs

V.

GEORGE W. ROMNEY, Secretary of the
Department of Housing and Urban
Development,

Defendant

and

CITY OF CHICAGO, a Municipal Corporation;
CENTRAL ADVISORY COUNCIL, a Not-For-Profit
Corporation, CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY, a
Municipal Corporation,

Intervenors-Appellants

SUGGESTIONS IN SUPPORT OF EMERGENCY
MOTION TO SUSPEND AND VACATE THE DISTRICT COURT'S
ORDER OF OCTOBER 1, 1971

MOVING PARTIES

The City of Chicago, a municipal corporation, is the
A g
agent to administer the Model Cities grant from the federal
governmeﬁt. The City, as well ‘as other cities in this
District, has an on-going Model Cities Program which proﬁides

social service programs such as day-care centers, health

centers, special education programs and job training.



On June 21, 1971, the City received from theADepartment of
Hbusing and Urban Development a "Letter to Proceed", authorizing

the City'to implement various programs (see Exhibit C attached
hereto); the cost for such programs amounts to 26 million dollars
for the second year of the Model Cities programs, which terminate
on December 31, 1971l. Relying upon the letter, the City proceeded
to make contracts, leases, commitments andexpeﬁditureso The
Order of October 1, 1971, impairs this oanoing program, which is
scheduled for a period of five years.

Central Advisory Council is the official representative of
all the residents of public housing in Chicago, and sets policies
and programs to improve the quaiity of life of all said residents,
who directly and substantially benefit from the varied and numerous
Model Cities Programs.

Chicago Housing Authority, a municipal corporation, inter-
vened in this cause on behalf of the théusands of residents and
citizens whq_live in the developments and who directly benefit
from the aforesaid Model Cities program. .

There are four Model Cities target areas in the'City
of Chicago:

(a) MIDSOUTH: rbounded by 60th Street on the North; 67th
Street on the South; Cottage Grove on the West; and Stony Island
on the Easto‘ :

(b) NEAR SOUTH: bounded by 39th Street on the North, Federal

Street on the West; 51lst Street on the South over to Cottage Groves



North on Cottage Grove to 47th Street and then East to Lake
Michigan,

(cf WEST: Dbounded by the Eisenhower Expressway on
the North; 21st Street on the South, Rockwell Street on the
East; Hamliﬁ-Avenue and Independence Boulevard on the West.

(d) NORTH: bounded by Irving Park Road an@ Montrose Avenue
on the South; Lawrence Avenue and Foster on the North; Clarendon
Avenue and Sheridan Road on the East; and Clark Street'on the
West.

Three of tﬂe above areas have predominantly Black residents.

The affidavit of Erwin A. France, wﬁich describe the
programs that benefit the movants, was filéd in the DistrictICourt

and is attached hereteo as Exhibit D. L

SUMMARY OF RELEVANT FACTS

On September 17, 1971, one week after the filing pf this
Court's opiﬁion_in No. 71-1073, but before issuance of the mandate,
plaintiffs moved in the District Court for an Order under Rule
6?(c) of the chera1 Rules of Civil Procedure. That rule, in
pertinent part, reads as follows:

"When an appeal is taken from an interlocutory or
final judgment granting, dissolving, or denying an
injunction, the court in its discretion may suspend,
modify, restore, or gxant an injunction during the
pendency of the avpeal upon such termg as to bond
or otherwise as it considexrs proper for the security
of the rights of the adverse party." Ty ’




.The District Court held hearings from Septembar 2], to Septamber
24, 1971. Testiwmony was taken and affidavits filed.

On October 1, 1971, the District Court entered an Order;
purported1§ pursuant to Rule 62(c), enjoining the defendant,
George W. Romney, from releasing to the City-o? Chicago 'pending
termination of the appeal”, any funds for the sscond year of tine
Madel Cities programs, 1 unless the City Council of the City of
Chicago approved sites for a given duantity of public housing

units in predominently w

THE ENTRY OF THE CRDER OF OCTOBER 1, 1971

“BY THE DLSKnT(L COURT IS DIRECTLY C"“”*ﬁTY
TO-THE PUBLIC INTEREST OF ALL TEE CITIZENS
or ’HJ CLTY OF CHICAGO AND OF EVEN GREATIR
HARM TO THE CLAS3 OF CIML"ZTS “IT‘IN THE
SCOPS OF THE MODZL CITIES ROGRAM

The District Court found that

...failure to continue the Model, Citi
the next three months would have a dex
effect on the tens of thousands of th i
this City. Four thousand would lose their
many other thousands would be deprived of

nefits dexrived from the lModel Cities Pro
(Lxhlblt B, p.8.)

zens of
jobs and
h

i



Courts have uniformly held that the interest of the

public %s of paramount consideration in the .granting or with-

{
'

holding of injunctive velief. 7 Moore, Federal Pract

-1 (24 ed.). The Supreme Court of the United States,

l\

ge, 65.04

W

in Yakus v. U. S., 321 U.S. 414, 441, (1944) has recognized this

einciple:
P

“that 'Courts of equity may, and frequently do, go
mucty farther both te pgive and withhold 1 ‘oliﬂf in
furthexagnce of the Agtfl_c interest than they are

accustomed to go wihen only prlvaLL 1ntelesta are
involved."

The paramount importance of the 'public interest” factor

in the exercise of judicial discretion is OLnoastl’*oa by a
recent decision in which a district judge, after considering
all relevant factors, such as lik:lihood of success and irrepar-

able harm tc plaintiff, stated:

"...if an injunction will aovbrOQTy affect the public

interest in a manner that cannot be compensated by a
security bond, then on this roxnc.: the applica-
tion for an injunction can ba denied. Citizens

Commi tfﬂm for the Hudson Valley v. Vo1ﬁa, 2§
X 804, 8 (Q.U N.Y., 1969) (emphasis supplie

,-.

That the effact of the Order below on the pubklic interest

/
is immediate, direct, and adverse-~to an intolerable degree--
b
is indisputable. Testimony dﬂu-anlﬁ avits filed in the trial

nake it clear that more than fifty s2parate programs
having little or nothing to do with housing face immediate

termination for want of funding. Approximately 10 million



car

dollars of the Model Cities money supports health centers and

| :
education programs in impoverished areas. The balance supports

library services, day care centers, services for unmarried
> ~ -5 4=a = . B B e, . Pa - S ¥ o -~ s :
mothers, the Registrar of Citizen's Complaints, consumer pro-

! e S P T ST e S Fef e Tt et e g e K -1
tection, nutrition programs, free breakfast, instruction in the

. .

uage, reading instruction, and senior citizens

2.

The major thrust of the Model Cities progrem is to maintain
and improve the quality of life in the four designated Model City

” A .
low-income neighborhcods. The continuance of these services and

.

the retentio ting and administrative personne

3
et

27

-

oL tas o

iuvolvad in carxying them out is dependent upon the availability

of funding Similar factors were considered by the Court of

Appeals for the Sixth Circuit in denying an injunction against

expansion of Tennessee Valley Authiority operations:

"It is, moreover, inescapable that in the conduct
an activity of thas size and scope herein de-
lineated, a great organization must necessarily
have been built up, including not only laborers,

equipment, and executives, but technological ex-

perts and specialists of many kinds. To appraise
the injury to the defendants from the disorganiza-

&g 1

tion which wust follow, substantiel or even partial
cessation of activity is impossible, but that it

will be great cannot ba
to the public dinterest i
convenience, and £
the area in failin

denied. So also in respect
nvolved. 'he loss, in-
.scomfort of the residents of

to obtain cheap elzctric energy;



if it be found in the .end that it may lawfully be
supplied to theam, may likewise not be measured,
1ly LnC“uL -overtible is it that it will
.Mygﬁi§un;m5199;;2;w99-, 90 ¥ 2d
Sal). '
it is submitted that the court below

)

erred in entering the Injunction Order despite the admittedly

"devastating effect" it will have on ths public.

b5 1

THZ ORDER IS JLLEGAL AKD AN ABUSE OF DISCRETIOR
N HIBITEL

HAT I'T DIR] ?CJO ACTION EXPRESSLY PROHIBITHI
BY SECTION 602 O THE CIVIL R1 11']_‘:; ACT OF 19:)[}

\

Section 602 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (4? U.
Sec. 2000d-~1) states:

"Compliance with any requirement adopted pur-
suant to this section may Le f fected (1) by
thé'te"wination of or refusal to graut or to con-
tinue ssn.waocv under oUCh program or activity
to any recd ipient as to whom there has been an '

on the recoxd, after opportunity
a failure to covply with such re-
uch termination or refusal shall
e

be limi particular political entity,
or part or other IGCLQiCDt as to whom
such a and,shiall be

(2) b ‘1'1‘/ OLL
laxz..." (;n ipha nixﬁ g‘gwal,; .)

It is thus clear that Congress intended to avoid the

dangerous situation in which funds promoting one goveriment

program avre, in effect, "held for ransow' in promoting a

different governuent program.

=

fM/

3



\

of low

In Board of Fublic Instruction v. Finch, 414 F.2d 1068

5, 196%), the Court held that Section 602 was enacted.

fically in response to Congressional. fears that the admini-

nate aid to schools "might also lead

and to other

crams, &£14 F.2d at 1077. There, three separate and distinct

crams were before -the Court: aild for educetion of childra

income families; grants for supplementary educationzl

centers; and grants for adult education.. The Court said that

The

>parate plan and separate administrative approval . . . .",

h of the programs has a different obJecLLVL, each requires

it

"In order to affirm HEW's action, we would have
to assume, contrary to the express mancate of
42 U.S.C.A. sec. 2000d-1, that defects in one

. part of a school system automatically infect

2

the whole. Such an assumption in disregard of
statutory requirements is inconsistent with
both fundamental justice and with our judicial
responsibilities." 414 F.2d at 1074,

Chicago Model Cities social service programs are even more

distinct in concept from the city-wide construction of low

income public housing than were the three educational programs

in Finpch.

Thus, HUD could not have texminated the Chicago Model

Cities funds for the violations involved in either of the

Gautreaux cases; nor, could the Secretary legally terminate such

2B«



formance of objectives set forth

d non-pe
1971.
effect dir-

"funds for any alleg
in the lztter of intent of MHay 12
Thne Injunction Crder of the District Cou in ¢
ects HUD to violate § 602 of the Civil Rights Act. The fact that
the District Court has orderad HUD to do the act cannot make tha
act legal; Doty v. Atkinmson, 262 F. Supp. 477,.48 (N;D. 1iss.1966).

@
1 N
THE

THE MODEL CITIES FROGRAM IS URRELATED TO
ISSUES IN THZ GAUTEEAUX Cﬁ“fq AND, AS SUCH,
ROPERLY BEFORE THE DISTRICT COURT FOR

{TING INTERIM OR PERMANENT

18 NOT EBROPER
OF GEAN
RELIEF

i for

THE PURPOSE
N The Cbicafo lodel Cities programs, do not provide
the construction of low rent public housing (th° is _E in the
two Gautreau-‘cas s). heir principal relation to housing is
First, by providing ''seed money' to private developers
pursuant to Section 235 of the
rent' program

"supplemental x
\ 1 1
families throughout the

N

" fan
¢ et
; second, by funding a

// L
twofold:
of single family dwellings,

Housing Act;
to provide housing for low incoume
Chicago metropolitan area. The latter program, the
the two, provides only one million dollars out of the 76 million
el Cities grant. Neither of these Programs

dollars two-year lMode



IS

| J Py -, #elRt
el 1t

is relevant to the only issue of this case: racial discrimina-
— e ,
tion in construction of public housing. lMoreover, together

they comprise a miniscule proportion of the total Chicago
Model Cities programs which the lower court has terminated.

It is therefore impossible to place Modal Cities programs
within the status quo that the order of injunction entere
below purports to presecrve. Rule 62(c) of the Federal Rules of

Civil Procedure '"is merely expressive of a power inherent in

the court to preserve the status quo....'" 7 Moore, Federal

it oA el

Practice, Sec. 62.05 (2d ed.). The social sexrvices affected

by the Injunction Ordcr, nowever, have no uear;nu on the con-~

struction of low income housing, are not part of the ‘status quo,

and thus should not have been considered by the District Court

in attempting to preserve whichever of plaintiffs' rights is

in need of protection "pending the termination of the eppeal.™

Model Cities funds and programs were not involved in the

‘pleadings or proceedings of either Gautreaux case. Model Cities

connection with either case is only that the defendant in one

of them, George W. Romney, happens to administer federal funds whic

are available for construction of publ*crhousing under one program

and for social services under anothexr programn.

~10



CONCLUSION

The Order of the District Court is contrary to the

public interest, an abuse of discretion and illegal. Therxe

can be no assurance that its avowed purpose,.i.e., coercion of

the City Council to approve public housing sites will be achieved.

wWhat is sure, however, is the fact of adding to the suffering of

the poor, the disadvantaged, the aging and the elderly. It is

they - and they alone - who will be the victims of the ill-

considered order of injunction.

WHEREFORE, movants pray, for the reasons stated above, that

the Order of the District Court entered on October 1, 1971 in the

above entitled cause be suspended and vacated.

CITY OF CHICAGO, a municipal
corporation

By

RICHARD L. CURRY
Corporation Counsel

EARL L. NEAL, Special
Assistant Corporation Counsel

WILLIAM R. QUINLAN
Assistant Corporation Counsel

Respectfully submitted,

CENTRAL ADVISORY COUNCIL,
a not-for-profit corporation

By

ERNEST LAFONTANT
Its Attorney

CHICAGO HOUSING AUTHORITY,
a municipal corporation

By

KATHRYN M. KULA

\

PAT'RICK W. O'BRIEN

WATSON B. TUCKER

Its Attorneys
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LIN SHR URETED STATES DISYRICT COURT
' RORTIERT DISTRICT OF FILLIROLS

L5 EASTERN DIVISIOT .

- DOROTIY GRUTRERUX, o al. ) ‘

; ' ) ’

LBl aints i ) .

! )

VS, ) No. 66 ¢ 1460 _ :
GEORGE V. ROMNEY, )
' Delfendant., ) ‘ 3

AEXLDANLET

Y, BERUIR A. FRANCE, being first duly sworn on oath, deposés
and says:

. Yhat your Affiant is an Adminigstrative Rssistant to

-

the Mayor, City of (:'i'J:i.c.:zz,g;'o, charged with directing the, Chicago

‘Model Citics Program., That your Affiant has been so engeged

since ]\ov(m‘u r, 1967, Fhat your Afifiant is priwmarily responsible

for the coordination and develop fent of the Nodel Cities Progran

throughout the City of Chicago. B . bk

o \
N N,

N 2. 9Jhat on June 21,-1971), the Department of Housing
and U:::])e,m Development indicated an intention to submit a
1 ‘A . .r W . -~ ke
Letter of Credit for approximately -$26,000,000,.00 for the

Sdmplementation of the second year Model Cities Pro

That the following arce-the commitments herctofore made with

Exhibit "D*



res nf"‘i Lo

S - Pooiec
4. ))J()j((‘

said Grant:

CORTRACTS

4 3#148) Mealth Centoers

L 41486 Information &
cranal '
CoaE2381 Jand Acouisition
42384 Yhreshold

Leasing
|)\‘

Program

wner Program - -

:3387 Sumuer Beautificabion
12581 Urban Intexn

9. Projcct #3687 Mmundelein (IICH)
10. Project 33891 Chicago Public Library

Projec
. Yrojec
Projec
S Projec

I Complaints

Project

't {14881
Pepar

Project

16,
i Projcc

18,

, )’TO') (¢l

21. Project
22, Project
€37

Sal

Projec
Projec
Res

Yroject

Project
Unmarrlcd Jiother
Inquiry &

5 R 1 o

Projec

Projoct
Economic/Cul tural

L L3789
t k4182
t #4186
t 44188
4581

Kennedy-Xing
Prevention of
Youth Servico
Residential
o f

J/]'f)
]Icfnc‘@
Appre niice
Coar Registrar Citizen'
Alternative

Chicago

$4685

rolice

tment
15188 Dhay Care

£ #5384 CHA ])El\’ Care

L 5493 Services for g

C 5589 Yoster Fawmily Day Care
{15681 Mayor's Office of =
Information
Marillac Housec
Dept. of Consumer
& Measures

Mayor's Committec

g 15785
t #6584
cs, Weights
6681 of
Developmnent’

C 37782 &.Banitation
t 26181 Department” of Human

onxces : -

Streats

-

28. Project #8981 Model Cities Summer
Program  E

29. Project $9681 Contract Compliance

30, Project o881 M. D. T, A, Yraining

e
=] TR L

W
-

38,5 ‘i()
280,488,
37,679,
OO()

\

276,78
50

127,742,
Cil7.
000.

ﬁ()(\
6(\(
N

307,
200,
36,

94,902,
193,160,

095,
333,

23,1

et t

342,
38,

l()

274

106.

9]

e

[ P P

aey. gay

000.
LI EE

000.
078.
ACH

597,
174 .

973 .
798 .

6.

JOT 4
8,006.

096,

00

00
00.
00
00

B

o 0
8.00

00
00
00
00"
00

. 00,

G2
00

00
00
00

00,
00

00
00

00

00

00
Q0
00
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Project #9882 Mayor's Office of

Manpower : % 1,092,247.00
Pr. Joseph Braga 4,530.00
Projeciii0001 Relocation £02,701.09

#3187
ll"/;"

Yool

“’nl"mhf

Co-Plus

Project
Rrcrject

Mdministration GO,
Project 33482 New Carcers e
Project 413483 Instructional

J cam Leadoers ' 660,

h 3 /J /'

5 Thoc )]
)’1()Jc<( 3487
e

Futrition
School.

Community Sc
Co-Plus

& Preoe-
#3489 In-~
HIAGT T

l,,(s

T

Prograin
Scrvice Co-Plus
| o e Serxvice

Project 1i3492.,91851L

Cnte ) ess

Project #3493 Reading

Projecet 453494 FPree Breakfast

Project #3495 Tuproved Language Aris -
e

Privicot Summer Co-Plus
Project {3498 Reading Project

(rerformance)

'J;,,,oo.

133,825,770

792,00

361,300.00"

700.00
S, 631 . 00
268, 560.00
506,189, 00
283,700.00
540,360.00
~G7,300.00
45,100.00
492 . 530.00
00
S5, 84500

538,151.00

216 L‘{ .00
000. 00
(18700

CArthur D

Project {3583 Reading Pro; Joot 5 R
Project #1682 Cook Coun Ly 2.'I_8',
Project -.'.') 88 Community Bldg. - AT 257
Project #2783 Nob-for Piofit '
Dhevel cmﬁk s 7 188

LE4

St )
Project —.’-(/8/ LB DO
Project #6788 C.¥.D.C.
Booz, Allc en, )Iezmn.].mn‘:
Perkins and Will
Spa-Redco

W. V. Rouse

Danicl D. Howard
Project {5183

SUMMARY
CONTIRACTS

PROGREM ADMIN,
MULP T SERVICE

TUTAT,

Sexvices

CENTE

35 /66.()()
50,000.00
135 652 150
300,476.75
a0 O 000,

.
-
-~

1

' 2T 89,785,060 -
Amh 45,815.00
i . -45,000.00
W St diE. 926000
for Seniors __ 106,806,
T § 20,905,123.80
S$ . . 20,905,123.60
1,687,228.00
R 4,000,000.

“)l £O

00

00

L



.
.

3. Yhat of the total funds allocated to the Mod
N | - -
ds axe diyxected towarad the

Cities Program, none of said fund

ceonstruction of low incone rental housing.

: -
FUOREDER AERIARTY SpETT KOW,

BIRNIN 4, FRANCE, Alifxent

STATE OF ILLIROLS )

' )
)
COUR'LY 03 COOK )

e

ERWIN K. FRBRCE, being first duly sworn on oath says

. that he has read the above and foregoing Affidavit by him

_subscribed and that the same is true in substance and in fact.
. ) ‘ : ! . V' ’ X = . '-..--'
P it e P ey
v A -
"\ % -
\.\ L ~.\‘?. -
o f _ ; 4
e . :

. 4 Jere

Subscribed and sworn to bhefore . ; %

e “thnel o ey ek L e T S
AD,, 1971, 3 b e LG B,
e e T ie

fotary Public i



