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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MINNF:SOTA 
FOURTH DIVISION 

Lucv Hollman, Shirlnice Givens, Mai Yang, Charlotte Brown, 
Van-essa Boateng, Lia Shoua Pha, Anne Balentine, Josephine 
Hill, Joyce Charles, Her Hane, Marlene Holloway, Patricia Scott. 
Gertrude Marks. Michelle Barnes, Earline Robertson, Jacqueline 
Trass. and Lawrence Madison, on behalf of themselves and all 
others similarly situated. and the Minneapolis Branch ofthe 
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People 
("NAACP"), 

Plaintiffs. 

v. 

Mel Martinez, in his official capacity as Secretary of the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development ("HUD"); 
Thomas T. Feeney, in his official capacity as Acting Minnesota 
State Coordinator ofHUD~ Cora McCorvey, in her official 
capacity as Executive Director of the Minneapolis Public 
Housing Authority ("MPHA"): MPHA, in and for the City of 
Minneapolis, a public body corporate and politic; the 
Minneapolis Community Development Agency ("MCDA"), a 
public body corporate and politic: the City of Minneapolis, a 
public body corporate and politic, 

Defendants, 
Cora McCorvey, in her official capacity as Executive Director of 
the MPHA; MPHA; MCDA, and City of Minneapolis, 

Defendant Cross-Claimants. 

v. 

Mel Martinez. in his official capacity as Secretal)' ofHUD: 
Thomas T. Feeney, in his official capacity as Acting 
Minnesota State Coordinator of HUD,; 
Defendants. 

Civil 4-92-712 

STIPULATION 
AND ORDER 
REGARDING 
PRODUCTION OF 
REMAINING 
REPLACEMENT PUBLIC 
HOUSING UNITS AND 
UTILIZATION OF 
REMAINING VOUCHERS 

-
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STIPIJLA TION 

Pursuant to paragraph 44 of the Hollman consent decree, defendant Minneapolis Public 

Housing Authority (MPHA) was to have had 420 replacement public housing units available for 

occupancy by May 3 I, 2002. There were actually 3 78 units available for occupancy on that 

date. By letter dated May 10, 2002, Class plaintiffs invoked the dispute resolution process 

pursuant to paragraph 97 of the Decree and indicated class plaintiffs' intent to proceed to court to 

enforce the Decree and/or seek a determination that MPHA should be held in contempt unless 

the alleged failure to comply with paragraph 44 of the decree could be remedied. 

The MPHA denies that it is in contempt and asserts that under a HUD definition there 

were an additional 42 units available for occupancy and that, in any event, there are currently 

433 units available for occupancy. The MPHA and the class plaintiffs agree that the MPHt\ 

must substantially rely on suburban jurisdictions to produce units outside ofMinncapolis and 

that a variety of unexpected problems associated with production by these jurisdictions has 

slowed replacement housing efforts. The MPHA and the class plaintiffs further agree that the 

complexities of redevelopment of the northside site have resulted in slower than projected 

production of replacement units on that site and that the MPHA' s ability to produce replacement 

units on this site depends, in part, on the actions of a variety of other entities, both parties and 

non-parties. 

The MPHA and class plaintiffs agree that one of the problems demonstrated by the 

current dispute over an alleged shortfall in public housing units is that there are not adequate 

mechanisms in place to identify problems, including problems attributable to other entities. 

which might lead to future Decree violations. As a result, such problems cannot be effectively 

addressed until Decree deadlines may have already passed. The MPHA and class plaintiff:; 

further agree that a mechanism is needed to identity potential barriers to timely complianc(~ as 

early as possible so that timely corrective action can be taken in order to avoid a potential 

Decree violation. 
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The MPHA and the class plaintiffs hereby enter into this Stipulation in order to resolve 

the class plaintiffs' dispute resolution notice and to adopt procedures which will address tht: 

problems created by future unexpected production issues and will help assure that the MPHA 

meets the September, 2004 deadline for production of the remaining replacement units. 

Further, class plaintiffs and the MPHA agree that the agreement defining the timing of 

distribution of certificates and housing counseling services entered into previously pursuart to 

paragraph 67 of the decree is obsolete and that, for a variety of reasons, the agreed upon schedule 

for use of section 8 resources has not been met to date. In order to adopt a new schedule for use 

of these resources and to assure that MPHA's obligations with respect to the Hollman vouchers 

are complete by October 31, 2004, as previously stipulated among the parties, the MPHA and the 

class plaintiffs hereby enter into this Stipulation. 

~For purposes of this Stipulation, defendants McCorvey and MPHA shall be referred to 

below as "MPH A." 

Class plaintiffs and MPHA hereby agree as follows: 

1. Production of replacement units currently scheduled to be replaced outside of 

Minneapolis. The MPHA currently intends that an additional 126 units be produced 

outside ofMinneapolis. Seventy four (74) of these are under construction or are th'~ 

subject of purchase agreements and awaiting closings. An additional 17 are in mix,~d 

finance projects which have received funding and are expected to close by Februar~r 

2003. An additional 28 are under contract with the Metropolitan Council HRA. L p to 

an additional 17 are under contract with Metropolitan Housing Resources (MHR). The 

MPHA will look to MHR for l 0 of these, if at all, only if sufficient units are not 

committed in Minneapolis by May 31, 2003. The MPHA will provide monthly reports 

to plaintiffs on the status of each of these production programs. The MPHA will 

promptly notifY the plaintiffs in writing as soon as possible of any occurrences which 

potentially threaten the timely completion of these units. Where such occurrences are 
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identified, the MPHA wi11 produce written strategies to address such occurrences so as to 

ensure timely completion of the affected units. The MPHA acknowledges that 

acquisition of scattered site units in Minneapolis by the MPHA may be necessary if it 

appears that these units will not be completed by September of2004. The MPHA will 

meet with plaintiffs in March of2003, September of2003, and March of2004 to review 

progress on these units and to confer as to whether it will be necessary to initiate a 

Minneapolis scattered site acquisition program by the MPHA. 

2. Minneapolis units remaining. Seven units are currently occupied in phase I oftht~ 

mixed finance, mixed income Heritage Park development on the northside site. An 

additional ninety eight (98) replacement units are currently under construction as part of 

the Phase I development. An additional 95 units are scheduled for future phases of mixed 

income, mixed finance Heritage Park developments. In addition, six replacement units 

are under construction, and possibly as many as 12 additional units are expected to be 

produced by private parties on scattered sites in Minneapolis. These parties have until 

May 31, 2003 to obtain commitments for these units. The MPHA will provide monthly 

reports to plaintiffs on the status of each of these production programs. The MPHA will 

promptly notify the plaintiffs in writing as soon as possible of any occurrences which 

potentially threaten the timely completion of these units. Where such occurrences are 

identified, the MPHA will produl:e written strategies tu address such occurrences so as to 

ensure timely completion of the affected units. MPHA reiterates to Class Plaintiff~, that 

such strategies may necessarily involve other entities over which the MPHA has no 

control and thus that it may be impossible for the MPHA to produce effective strategies 

which are capable of unilateral implementation by the MPHA. The MPHA 

acknowledges that acquisition of scattered site units in Minneapolis by the MPHA may 

be necessary if it appears that the scattered site units to be produced by private parti~:s 
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may not be completed by September of2004. The MPHA will meet with plaintiffs in 

June of2003, September of2003 and March of2004 to review progress on these units 

and to confer as to whether it will be necessary to initiate a Minneapolis scattered site 

acquisition program by the MPHA. 

3. Utilization of Section 8 resources provided under the decree. A schedule for 

utilization of the 650 vouchers which have not yet been utilized is attached hereto. The 

l\1PHA will provide monthly reports to plaintiffs on the utilization of the remaininf! 650 

vouchers. The MPHA will promptly notify the plaintiffs in writing as soon as pos:;ible 

of any occurrences which potentially threaten the timely completion of this scheduk 

Where such occurrences are identified, the MPHA will produce written strategies to 

address such occurrences so as to ensure timely completion of the schedule. The MPHA 

will meet with plaintitls in March of2003, September of2003, and March of2004 to 

review progress on utilization of the remaining 650 vouchers. If the actual utilizati•)n at 

such times is significantly less (i.e., 5%) than that shown on the schedule the MPHA will 

produce written strategies to ensure timely completion of the schedule. 

4. Class plaintiffs may move the Court for further relief at any time prior to October 3l, 

2004, if class plaintiffs believe that this stipulation has been violated or that defend.mt 

MPHA has not made the progress required under paragraph 44 of the Decree or is 

unlikely to complete its replacement housing obligations by September 2004 or its 

section 8 obligations by October 3 1, 2004. Pursuant to paragraphs 97, I 07, and 1 OB, such 

a motion may also involve other parties, or nonparties contributing to any expected delay. 

This stipulation does not add to nor subtract from any responsibilities assigned to the MPHA 

under the Decree. 
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Dated: 

Dated /!7 dr/o~ 

LAW OFFICES OF THE LEGAL AID 
SOCIETY OF MINNEAPOLIS [itF ____ , .... 
Timothy L. Th pson 
Attornt:y No. 109447 
430 1st Avenue North, Smte 300 
Minneapolis, MN 55401-1780 
Phone: (612) 332-1441 
Counsel for Class Plaintiffs 

Qdn~-
~Cann. Esq. 

70 Asbury Street, # 1 05 
St. Paul, MN 55104 
Phone: (651) 642-0102 
Counsel for Defendants MPHA and Cora 
McCorvey 
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ORDER 

The Court hereby approves the above-entitled Stipulation and incorporates its term:; in its 

previous Order extending the Court's jurisdiction until October , 2004. 

Da~ ?(w•) 
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Hollman Voucher Utilization Plan 

Unused 
Vouchers 

Available 7/30/02 650 

Public Housing & 
Project All About Section 8 Wait List 
Basing Kids Mobility 

Utilization: 150 75 425 Cumulative 
2002 

August 0 
September 15 15 
Oclober 15 3 10 49 
November 15 3 16 83 
December 15 3 16 117 

2003 January 15 3 16 151 
February 15 3 16 185 
March 15 3 16 219 
April 15 3 16 253 
May 15 3 16 287 
June 15 3 16 321 
July 15 3 16 355 
August 15 3 16 389 
September 3 16 408 
October 3 16 427 
November 3 16 446 
December 3 16 465 

2004 January 3 16 484 
February 3 16 503 
March 3 16 522 
April 3 16 541 
May 3 16 560 
June 3 16 579 
July 3 16 598 
August 3 16 617 
September 3 16 636 
October 3 11 650 

180 75 395 


