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Mr . Edwin L. St e rne , Ch a irma n 
Hous ing Aut hori ty of -t he City of At l an ta 
8 24 Hurt Bui l ding 
Atlanta, Geo r gia 3030 3 

June 25 , 1969 

RE : Pa re e 1 s 3 , 9 , 11 , 12 , 19 and 40 
West Encl Urba n· Ar ea 
Pro j e ct GA- R- 90 

Dear Mr . Ste rne : 

This is in r e pl y t o yo ur l e t t e r of J Gne 17, 19 69 . 

Although we a r e r easonabl y fami liar wi t h t he es cape clau se prov i s i o ns 
of paragraph 8 of t he " Invita tion for Propo sa l s" unde n vhich th e Housing 
Authority o f f e r ed t o se ll the ~a pt ioned parc~l s, we a re sure t hat yo u 
mus t r ea l ize that co nside r a b l e time a nd effort wa s expe nd ed o n our pa rt 
t o compl y with t he Authori t y ' s i rivitat ion . We f ee l t hat r easonabl e co n­
si de r a t i on shou l d be g i ven to t he mer i t of the be s t propo sal submi tted 
i n co nne ction t he rewith . 

The propo sa l of Arke ll so n, Incorporated , submit t ed i n r egard s to 
pa r c e l 19, spe c i fica ll y , was compl ete , de t a il ed a nd c l ea r l y supe rior . 
I t more t han me t the At l ant a Hou s ing Author ity ' s re quireme nts is s e t 
ou t in t he I nvi tation. 

The profes s i ona l a b i liti es o f the pe rsonne l to perform ·t he task 
of r edeve l o pm e n t in ac cordance with t he ob j e c ti ves with wh i ch pa r ce l 19 
and o t her s we re~offered we re ampl y do cume nted by the chrono l cg i cs of 
tra ining , emp l oyme nt and expe ri e nce submi tted on beha l f o f the members 
i n th e Corporat ion. 

We therefore urge nt l y request r e conside ration of our proposa l t o purch ase 
and red~ve lop parce l 19 , bas ed on t he fo ll owi ng r~asons : 

1. We be l ieve that the Atlanta Hous ing Authori t y has erred 
in its de c is io n not to award parce l 19 to Arke ll so n. We 
f ee l that th e Housing Authori ty act ed in an arbitra ry 
manne r by deciding not to ~a r d Arkc ll so n, lncorporat d, 
t hi s parce l . Al so, s i nc e pa r ce l 20 had bee n for s a l e 
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on the marke t for approximate l y 15 months prior t o t he 
offe r i ng of t he capt i oned parce l s, t he Housing Aut hority 
already had amp l e time i n which to restudy parc e l 20 ; 
the r efo r e t he di s posi t ion of parce l 20 shou l d not have 
been made a condition pre cedent to t he sa l e of pa r ce l 19 . 

2. Our study and revi ew of the Wes t End Urban Renewal p l a n 
indica t es t fia t the u se of pa r ce l 19 f or mu l tifamily 
housing and parce l 20 f or mote l use i s ent i re l y i n co n­
fo r ma nce with the u rban rene wa l p l an as a pproved a nd 
adopted by community,· ci ty a nd f ede ral off icial s . 

3. A review o f the minutes of t ~ joint breakf as t mee ting 
of membe rs of the Al de rmanic Planni ng and Deve l opme nt 
Committee , Hous ing Au tho r ity Per sonne l, a nd City of 
At l a nta Pl anning De pa rtme nt, whi ch was h e ld on June 9, 
at 8 :00 AM , Marriot t Motor Hote l, revea l s tha t personne l 
of the Hous ing Au thority recomme nded that Arke ll son , In­
corporat ed , be awa rded parcel~ 9, 12 a nd 19. I t is 
signif i cant t o note that the Wes t End Cit i zens Advi so ry 
Commit t ee , whom th e Cha i rman of the Housing Authori t y 
r e comme nded r evi ew our propo s a l, is the s ame group tha t 
the minutes r ef l ect as ha ving e ndorsed a proposal s ub­
mit ted by othe r bidders, name l y; D. L. Knox a nd At l a nta 
Fede ra l Savings and Loan Association . To make the proposa l 
of Arke ll son, Incorporated, a group composed of a ll black 
profess io nals, contingent upon th e approva l of t he We st 
End Citi zens Advisory Committee , which Committee had 
a lready endorsed a nother bidd e ½ justi f i es our questioning 
th e obj ectivity of the ruling . 

4 . After r e vi ewi ng and studyi ng the minutes of j oint breakfas t 
meetings of the parties ment i oned in three a bove , it appear s 
t hat the Wes t End Citi zens Advi sory Commi tt ee did in fact 
exerc i ie a powe r of ve to ove r the r e comme nda tions a~d act i ons 
of t he Atl a nta Housing Authority i n r egards to parce l 19. The 
Invitation for pro posa l s did not indicate in a ny manne r what­
soever tha t the concurrence of t he We st End Ci t i zens Ad visory 
Committee was a ne ce ssary factor in having o nes ' prop:.:isa l 
accepted by t he At l an t a Hous ing Authority. 

5 . It a ppears that the West End Citi zens Advisory Committee 
did a complete about face in regards t o awardi ng parce l 19 
at a ll whe n Arke l l so n, Incorporated , r ather than the ir 
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endorsee was r e commended by the Housing Authority to be 
awarded the parce l. It furthe r appears that this Com­
mittee, through its r e presenta t ive ( a lawye r), s e ized 
upon the opportunity to sell the Hou s ing Authority, 
Aldermanic Pl anni ng and Deve l opme nt Commit t ee , a nd 
othe rs conne cted t he rewith, on the idea of r efu s ing 
all propo sa l s on parce l 19 and restudying same in 
conjunction with parce ls 20 and 40, whe n in tot~l 
f airness there was insufficient r eason to d~ so. 

Our information a nd be li ef is tha t this is one of the rare occasions 
in which the Atlanta Housing Authority f a il e d to award on the bas is of · the 
bes t ~roposa l . . This action on the part of th~ Atlanta Housing Authority 
~auses us to wonder upon what grounds a deni a l was in fact made . It would 
appear that when bidders have me t all the requirements and objective s of 
the Invitation for proposals and are genuinely interested ,in providing 
much needed housing in the City of At l a nta, there would be no reason for 
not awarding on the basis of the be st propos~l. 

We presume tha t by the filing of thi s r e ques t for r econsideration, 
all announcements that the Atl a nta Housing Authority made in connect ion 
with the.awarding of ca ptione d · parce ls will be .he ld in status quo pending 
conside ration of our r e ques t for r econa ide ration. Unl e ss we are immedia t e ly 
notifi ed to the contra r y , we will assume tha t this is the case . 

It is respectfully reque sted that in the process of the reconsid e ration, 
Arke ll son, Incorporated, be furt he r heard on the issues at such time and place 
as the Authority deems fair and appropriate. 

f. 

cc: 
Honorab l e Ivan All e n, J r ., Mayo r 

Ve ry truly y_ou;-s, Sj 1 ~ ( -, 
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Elvin Mitche ll · 
PRESI DENT 

Mr. Edwar d H. Baxter , Reg i ona l Admini s tra t o r for DHUD 
Mr. Edwin L. Ste rne , c / o Ware , Sterne a nd Griffin 
Mr . Les t er H. Perse ll s , Executive Di rector a nd Se cre t ary f or AH A 
Mr . Howard Ope nshaw, Director of Red ~ve l opment for AHA 




