
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 

INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION 
 
 

  
UNITED STATES,  
  
  Pl aintiff,  
  
 v. No. 1:07-CV-897-DFH-WTL 
 Consolidate d with 

No. 1:05-CV-1220-LJM-JMS & 
No. 1:78-CV-388-RLY-DML  

 
CITY OF INDIANAPOLIS, et al.,  
  
  Defendants.  

 
ADDENDUM TO CONSENT DECREE IN RESOLUTION OF SUIT 

 
The following provisions shall b e read in conce rt with the C onsent Decree in re solution 

of suit provisionally approved by this Court on August 28, 2008:  

13A. Nothing in this Decree prohibits the City from undertaking all lawful efforts to ensure the 

continued diversity of  the sworn f orce of  the  IMPD at a ll ranks.  Additio nally, nothing in this  

Decree prohibits the United States  from taking en forcement action pursuant to Title  VII aga inst 

the City with respec t to  the IMPD that is inde pendent of and in additi on to the U nited States’ 

enforcement of the terms of this Decree. 

13B. Six (6) months from the date of final appr oval and entry of this Decree, the United States 

and the City  shall meet and confer  regarding the City’s compliance with Part III of this Decree.   

In the event that the United States and the City, as a result of that meet and confer, agree that Part 

III needs to be modified to ensure the City’s compliance with Part III, the parties sh all promptly 

submit such proposed modifications to the Court for approval.  In the event that the United States 

and the City, as a result of that m eet and confer, agree that Part III does not need to be m odified 
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to ensure th e City’s co mpliance with Part III, the parties s hall, within thirty (30) d ays of  such 

meet and confer, so advise the Court in writing.  In the event that the City  and the United States 

cannot reach agreem ent as to whether Part III of th is Decree needs to be m odified, or as to the 

modifications to Part II I that ne ed to be m ade, either pa rty may submit this issu e for resolution 

by the Court by motion, with a supporting memorandum, after sixty (60) days notice to the other 

party.    

 IT IS SO ORDERED, this _____ day of _______________, 2009. 
 
 
 
       ________________________________ 
       UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
 
AGREED AND CONSENTED TO: 
For plaintiff United States: 
 
GRACE C. BECKER 
Acting Assistant Attorney General 
 
__/s/ Andrew G. Braniff_________________ 
JOHN M. GADZICHOWSKI 
Chief 
ANDREW G. BRANIFF 
Trial Attorney 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Civil Rights Division 
Employment Litigation Section 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Patrick Henry Building, Fourth Floor 
Washington, DC  20530 
Telephone: (202) 514-3831 
Facsimile: (202) 514-1005 
 

For defendant City of Indianapolis: 
 
 
 
 
__/s/ Chris W. Cotterill_________________ 
CHRIS W. COTTERILL 
Corporation Counsel 
JONATHAN L. MAYES 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
Office of Corporation Counsel 
1601 City County Building 
200 E. Washington Street 
Indianapolis, IN  46204 
Telephone: (317) 327-4055 
Facsimile: (317) 327-3968 

 
 

 
 
 

02/12/2009

    _______________________________

    RICHARD L. YOUNG, JUDGE
    United States District Court
    Southern District of Indiana
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