"In the mid 1990's your home was rehabilitated
thru the Austin Housing Finance Corporation's
single-family home repair program."

-« City of Austin Letter to Allissa Chambers, September 23, 2008

Photo of Ms. Chambers' home post Mid-1990’s
— taken after the City of Austin's quote "rehabilitation” project.




x ACCESSORY INFORMATION: DVD Photo Documentati o0 @602 Ch a

After CoA & its contractor abandonment
2 photo discs in side pocket of hatelivered Hard Copy Notebook

COVERIETTERI December 1&¢é &&&.8&&. .Pageé .
From: Travis County Green Party
To: Travis County District Attorney Rosemary Lehmberg

ADDENDUM A T LetterOct ober 30, 2008¢¢é Page8d é ¢

From: Allissa Chambers
To: Travis County Green Party

ADDENDUM B i Recent Requsts for investigation &/or referral:
eeéeéee. éeée. Pagell. ¢

a.2007/ 608 Letters: to the U.S. Attorney

i. September 14, 2007  From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability (ALMA)
il. October 23, 2007 From Travis County Green Party (T&P)
iii. March 19, 2008 From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability (ALMA)

b. Requests to the City of Austin for referral of investigation by the DoJ

I. August 22, 2008 From Allissa Chambers
il. August 25, 2008 From Clint Smith
iii. September 23008 From Allissa Chambers

ADDENDUM Ci Correspondence
June 22, 2007; & August 25, 2008September 11, 2008 é é é é . é é é #age 22

From: Clint Smith &/or Gray Panthers:

To: 1 Travis County Judge Sam Biscog¢September 12008 & June 22, 2007)
9 City of Austin Auditor Steve Morgan(September 10, 2008)
1 City Manager Marc Ott (August 25 September 10, 2008
1 Council Member Laura Morrison (August 25 September 10, 2008

Page2 of 156



EEINEINGHINCE nt ent s: cont o6d

5. ADDENDUMD 1T Supportive Background Dat a; Pa@ybs@ilbe r ¢

i RE: Loan #79090125re. CoA housing program; 1702 E"St. 78702

a. TIMELINE GENERAL: Chronology (1994 -2008)i 2 pagesé € é é ¢ € é .. . é éPage.28

b. PERSONAL NARRATIVE iChamber sé Project; iie.é.pdPageBl ce
1 forgery; 1 unaccountedfor Federal housing grant money
1 possible fraud; 1 lack of accountability (contractors; programs; inspectors)

c. SUPPORTING TESTIMONY / DOCUMENTATI ON re. @®hgesdbBledr s O

i 3-party Contract (a portionoflbetween é é € é é . . . € é é e é é é.
1 Borrowers: Allissa Chambers and Tracee Chambers
1  CoA contractor: Valdez Remodeling
1 Managing Party & Trustee: City of Austin; Bill Cook (AHFC)

ii. AHFC Requirements, Guidelines & Proces§ CoA Loan Programs é é . é .

1 Austin Housing Finance Corp. (AHFC)
HomebuilderContractor Registration Requirements

1 Single Family Loan Prografrocess Checklist

iii. Court Ruling:  Breach of Contract for Abandonment of Projecté é é .

/////////////////////////////

o&e . é.
p&E
€ p.73.
eeéeeé. é

1 copy of municipal document reflecting a forged signature of Ms. Chambers
T copy of Ms. Chamber sd a cd (lorahe pusposgsoficonparison)d ur i ng t
V. Timeline Detailed: Chronology (19942008)i 19 page é € é é . . . € € . p.&@
Vi. ReferenceList e é e e ééeééééééééceeeeéeéeéééeéee. éeép. 100
Testimony & Documentation including actions / questions of criminal naturée
6. ADDENDUM E i Patterns / Practices Paget36 6

Personal Narratives (a sampling From A.L.M.A. files:

rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

s 7z

sz

a. ThomasandPollyPeelé é ¢ e € € éééééécéeeéeéeééééée. ééééép 118

T re. 1504 Oak Heights, Austin, TX 78741(and other related matters)

b. Joan Sutton(and Janeice Henderson & Estate of LenaMcDor@ld) é é € . é é € . . € @.é122
T re. 1411 Sanchez, Austin TX 78702

C. JoyMoore é€ée€éeéeéééééééccecececeeeéeéééecee. . eéeéé. é pea2s
T re. 1117 1/2 Salina 78702, Austin, TX 78702

d. Louis&BenitaCalvoé ¢ é é ¢ éééeéééeééeécééeeééeeéecéee @.€180
T re. 2911 Overdale, Austin, TX 78723

e. MelissaMilesé é é € €€ éééééééééccééeéeéeéeééééeceeée. éép. 133
T re. Case # CD0276 FriendshipPlace Apts, 4415 S. Congress, Austin, TX 78704

7. ADDENDUM F i Patterns / Practices Page$3x7

1 [August 10, 2008 CoA received an earlier abbreviated versimith hard-copies of the referenced materiéhcluding the forgery)]
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Summary & Comparative Analysis Comprehensive List Personal Narrativgsom A.LM.A. files)
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Letter December 12, 2008

From: Travis County Green Party
To: Honorable Rosemary Lehmberg, Travis County District Attorney
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Vo :
:@ Travis County Green Part

Travis County Green Party
P.O. Box 1580
Austin, Texas 78767

tel. 1 -888 -496 -8239
info@traviscountygreens.org

December 12, 2008

Honorable Rosemary Lehmberg
Travis County District Attorney
Office of the District Attorney

509 West 11th Street Suite # 1.100
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear District Attorney Lehmberg,

This communication represents referral by the Travis County Green Party

(TCGP) to your office of our request for investigation and appropriate action,
including possible prosecution under governing federal and state c¢ ivil and
criminal statutes of the issues raised in this letter and our attachments.

Following is a brief chronology

In the Summer/Fall 2007 the Travis County Green Party (TCGP) responded to
the concerns raised by The Gray Panthers of Austin (GP) and Aus tinites
Lobbying for Municipal Accountability (ALMA) on the possible misuse of Federal
housing funds by the City of Austin. At that time, in spite of their repeated
guestions to public officials, and appeals for investigation, GP and ALMA still
had receive d no response or even acknowledgment to their inquiries.

In Summer 2007, TCGP followed up with an inquiry to the Mayor of Austin, Will
Wynn to no avail. After having had no response to their inquiries, including
ones sent to certain City Council Members and to HousingWorks, ALMA
requested an investigation to the US Attorney on September 14, 2007. The
Travis County Green Party followed up with a similar appeal to the US Attorney
on October 23, 2007 (To date, we have not received a response from the office
of the US attorney regarding our referral for investigation of our questions

relating to the City of Austinds expenditure
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On a related matter, this past July - September 2008, Ms. Allissa Chambers, a

former clientofoneoft he Cityos affordable housing | oans
citizen, that the City of Austin refer for outside investigation to the US attorney

information resulting from her travaunded wi th o
housing programs*, which included a compl aint of forgery. Ms. Cha
cited the following primary reasons for requesting an investigation:

1 Forgery : Ms. Chambersd signature was allegedly
official municipal document; and
1 Unaccounted -for Federal housing grant money :funds reservedin a

municipally -managed escrow account and ear mar ked
home were never applied to her home, although municipal fiscal records
appear to imply otherwise.

* For a more detailed description of Msr Chamb
to the ALMA website  www.austinaccountabilityproject.com click on AAlIlissa C
Storyo

Ms. Chambers explains that although there has been some acknowledgment by
the new City Manager and C  ouncil Member, CM Marc Ott and CM Laura
Morrison, there has been no report of the action requested, which was referral

to the US at t orMseGhambersasfalleging eriminal activity and her
appeal raises additional concerns with regard to financ lal, fiscal and fiduciary
duty and patterns of practice. A recent bond election also resulted in the
granting of approximately $55 million in bond money to the City of Austin for

the purposes of improving affordable housing initiatives (Mr. Smith, who may

be contacted at 512.445.4129, has emphasized that his resignation from the
HousingWorks Board and the position of HousingWorks treasurer, is in large

part prompted by its lack of action on the criminal issues and related questions
listed in Addendum B.).

Additionally, Mr. Clint Smith of the Gray Panthers and HousingWorks is

prepared to provide information as a key witness and has in fact already

resigned from the HousingWorks Board of Directors, and the position of

treasurer, as an expression of his seri ous reservations about the improprieties
involved i specifically the failure of HousingWorks to pursue effective
accountability with the City of Austin on the concerns raised by Ms.

Chambers.*

The Green Party believes that tax dollars constitute a sacred trust between the

people and their government i that the government will responsibly use those

dollars to serve the citizens with integrity. In the interest of fair and impartial

administration of justice for all of us, and these being matters (i.e. pub lic
integrity) that fall wunder the jurisdiction of
Office, the Travis County Green Party would like to request that your office

initiate an investigation and prosecution, if warranted, in regards to the

information pro vided by Ms. Chambers and all associated issues and questions.
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Our referral as the Travis County Green Party represents our concerns for the
Public with regard to unresponsiveness of public servants who may be failing to
comply with the law, rules and regu lations that mandate their response in
allegations of criminal activity i especially for example Title 18 US code which
requires action on such matters.

Respectfully Yours,

William J. Holloway, I
Co-chair
Travis County Green Party

cc. Allissa C hambers, Clint Smith

* Background info reflects extent of Smith's community involvement. Please see the
addendums.
Addendum A: Letter from Ms. Chambers to Travis County Green Party T 30 of

October, 2008

Addendum B: Recent Requests for investigation and/ or referral 2007/
Letters to the U.S. Attorney:

a. 2007/ 608 Letters to the U.S. Attorney
i. September 14, 2007, From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal
Accountability (ALMA)
ii. October 23, 2007, From Travis County Green Party (TCGP)
iii. March 19, 2008, From  Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability
(ALMA)

b. Requests to the City of Austin for referral of investigation by the DoJ:
i.  August 22, 2008, From Allissa Chambers
ii. August 25, 2008 From Clint Smith
iil. September 23, 2008, From Allissa Chambers

Addend um C : Correspondence from Clint Smith and /or Gray Panthers to:

Travis County Judge Sam Biscoe (September 11, 2008 & June 22, 2007);
City of Austin Auditor Steve Morgan (September 10, 2008);

City Manager Marc Ott (August 25 - September 10, 2008);

Counc il Member Laura Morrison (August 25 - September 10, 2008

= —a —a A

Attachments: Ref er to Ms. Chambersé October 30, 200
description of other attachments
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Addendum A: pp. 810

Letter October 30, 2008

From: Allissa Chambers
To: Travis County Green Party
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1702 East 17" Street
Austin, Texas 78702
wyldcraft@sbcglobal.net

October 30, 2008

Travis County Green Party
P.O. Box 1580

Austin, Texas 78767
info@traviscountygreens.org

Attn: William J. Holloway, Co-chair

Subject: Request Criminal Referral to the District Attorney of Travis County for
investigation re:

1 Forgery and related questions of violation of criminal statutes

1 Possible misuse of federal housing funds

1 Questionable use of affordable housing bond funds

Dear Mr. Holloway:

The purpose of this communication, in accordance with our earlier discussions, is to
forward to you as co-chair of the Travis County Green Party, the attachments which
reflect concerns that | have recently referred - as an individual, to City of Austin
Officials: and which include the attachments and information referred to below (To their
credit, both the new City manager and council member, CM Marc Ott and CM Laura
Morrison, both at least acknowledged the questions of criminal conduct that were
reported to them and which the file reflects; however, they have not responded on my
request for referral of the information to the US attorney - as required by Title 18 of
the United States code.).

Additionally, thank you for your earlier involvement and representation on my behalf

with respect to issues and questions raised by our neighborhood coalition and reflected

in the attachments; i.e. my letter and attachments of September 14, 2007 to the US
attorneyb6s office 1 n c onaoferimindl satutesby Citgofpossi bl e
Austin officials and/or their representatives.

As agreed in recent discussions, this is a Citizends For mal Re
(C.F.R.) that the Travis County Green Party refer the attached

information on my behalf, including all issu es and questions to the

Travis County District Attorney, Rosemary Lehmberg with your

request for review, investigation and possible prosecution (if and/or

as warranted) under governing criminal and civil statutes.
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Upon request, additional information related to these issues is available that will

substantiate the questions and issues raised in all of the attached.

Sincerely,

Allissa Chambers
wyldcraft@sbcglobal.net

cc. Clint Smith

Attachments:

1) Recent Reguests for investigationand/orreferral 2 007/ 608 Letters to the
a. 2007/ 608 Letters to the U.S. Attorney:
September 14, 2007 From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability (ALMA)

October 23, 2007 From Travis County Green Party (TCGP)

March 19, 2008 From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability (ALMA)
b. Requests to the City of Austin for referral of investigation by the DoJ:
August 22, 2008 From Allissa Chambers

August 25, 2008 From Clint Smith

September 23, 2008 From Allissa Chambers

2) Correspondence between Clint Smith / Gray Panthers; & Travis County / City of Austin Officials:

1 Travis County Judge Sam Biscoe (September 11, 2008 & June 22, 2007);
1 City of Austin Auditor Steve Morgan (September 10, 2008);

1 City Manager Marc Ott (August 25 - September 10, 2008);

1  Council Member Laura Morrison (August 25 - September 10, 2008

3) Supporting Testimony / Documentation (including actions / questions of criminal nature)
9 Personal Narrativei Chamber sé Project re. CoA practices

Reference List re. Supporting Testimony / Documentation

1
1 Personal Narratives i a sampling of other CoA housing loan clients and/or independent builders
1

Summary and Comparative Analysis i Comprehensive List of Personal Narratives
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ADDENDUM B pp. 1121
I Recent Requests for investigation &/or referral:

a.2007/ 608 Letters to the U.S. At p.d2 ne

I September 14, 2007  From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal AccountabyifALMA)
il October 23, 2007 From Travis County Green Party (TCGP)

iii. March 19, 2008 From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal AccountabilifALMA)

b. Requests to the City of Austin for referral of investigation by the DoJ: p. 16

I. August22, 2008 From Allissa Chambers
il. August 25, 2008 From Clint Smith

iii. September 23, 2008 From Allissa Chambers
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ADDENDUMB Secti on fiao
T Recent Requests for investigation &/or referral:

2007/ 60 ®th¢ &.3. Atomey: t pp. 1215
I September 14, 2007 From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability (ALMA)
il. October 23, 2007 From Travis County Green Party (TCGP)

iii. March 19, 2008 From Austinites Lobbying for Municipal AccountabilifALMA)
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Friday, September 14, 2007

Honorable Johnny Sutton

United States Attorneyor the Western District of Texas
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1000

Austin, Texas 78701

Attn:  Mr. Anthony Brown, Chief
RE: Questionable Use of Federal Housing Funds by Co@fficials & related Issues

Dear Mr. Sutton:

The purpose of this letter (w/attachments) is to exercise the right and duty of a Citizen and taxpayer within th
jurisdictions of the City of Austin and Travis County, Texas, to raise specific questiordimggaonduct of Public
Officials (elected & appointed) on their legal/fiduciary responsibilities in expenditure of Federal funds.

Briefly, as backgroundAustinites Lobbying forMunicipal Accountability (A.L.M.A.), group of
neighborhood and community e si dent s, a number with membership in
organization of Austnrhave for several years been raising quest:
documented misuse of Federalrehabsingatuodscoaspacti a
0 st on e wlafadt, sirdiléar.issues were considered by a Travis grand jury some years back, but we know of no
report(s).

Specifically, as the attachments reflect (and to which CoAdfased to respond &itherGray Panthersor
HousingWorks), we have specifically (officiallyy ai sed questions in the tattache
Members of the Austin CityfCouncili as individuals & a groupwith respect to possibleaud, forgeryand
similar/related apparentolationsof civil andcriminal statutesAs of todays date, we have received neither an
acknowledgementor reply of any kind fronthese Public Officials tallegationf possiblecriminal conduct

It is with disappointment in our inability to achieve response from Local Public Officials, especially on serious
guestions of possibi@ismalnonfeasance i.e., their failurefefusal to act on reports of possible criminal conduct,
that we now request appropriatguiry be initiated by th&).S.At t o r Qffce iilsthese matters.

Sincerely,
Allissa Chambers,
A.L.M.A.
xk Travis County DARonnieE a r |lofficg:sdespite investigation/grand jury proceedingsactionresulted.
ATTACHMENTS:
- April 05, 2007 Lettefw/ attachmentsfo Council Member Mike Martinez

- 03/29/2007 Gray Panthers
- 03/29/07 Housing Works

Pagel4 of 156



8 Travis CountyGreen Party

P. O. Box 1580
Austin, TX 78767

tel. 1 -888 -496 -8239
e-mail: info@traviscountygreens.org

October 23, 2007

The Honorable Johnny Sutton
United States Attorney
Western District of Texas

816 Congress Avenue

Suite 1000

Austin, Texas 78701

Attn : Anthony Brown, Chief
Re: Possible misuse of public funds by the City of Austin
Dear Mr. Sutton,

Earlier this year, The Gray Panthers of Austin (GP) and Austinites Lobbying for Municipal
Accountability (ALMA), both of Austin and Travis County, contacte d the Travis County Green
Party (traviscountygreens.org) to advocate on their behalf regarding concerns about the

City of Austin's expenditure of Federal housing funds. GP and ALMA have been raising

guestions regarding the city's possible misuse of such fu nds, through advocacy and
numerous appeals for investigation or even acknowledgment of ALMA's and GP's concerns.

To date, no public official has responded to their concerns. On September 14 of this year,

ALMA appealed to you to help us find a way forward w ith their concerns. Their letter and
attending material are attached.

The Travis County Green Party shares the concerns raised by GP and ALMA, especially now

that a recent bond election has resulted in the granting of approximately $55 million in bond

mon ey to the City of Austin for the purposes of supporting, improving, and expanding

affordable housing options in the city. The Green Party believes that tax dollars should be

the most carefully spent dollars in the country. They constitute a sacred trust be tween the
people and their government -- that the government will responsibly use those dollars to

serve the citizens with integrity.

In the interest of fair and impartial administration of justice for all of us, we would like to
request that your office initiate an investigation into ALMA's, GP's, and our concerns.

Respectfully Yours,
William J. Holloway, 111

Chairperson
Travis County Green Party
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Austinites  Lobbying for  Municipal Accountability

Allissa Chambers

3000 Trail of the Madrones
Austin, Texas’8746
512.732.7399

Wednesday, March 19, 2008

Honorable Johnny Sutton

United States Attorneyor the Western District of Texas
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1000

Austin, Texas 78701

Attn:  Mr. Anthony Brown, Chief

RE:  Follow up regarding 09/14/2007 naegt for investigatior Questionable Use of
Federal Housing Funds by City of Austin Officials & related Issues

Dear Mr.Sutton:

The purpose of this letter is to follow up with regard to my September 14, 2007 request for investigation (attacht
below), and to provide additional information. have not received a response pursuant to the questions of possible
criminal activity.

Questions ofraud wasteandmismanagemenincluding documentation ahoddy electrical and other cede
related work andallegations oforgerystill remain unanswered. Complaints by previous housing program participants
and questions raised by other social advocacy groups remain unresolved.

The City of Austin intends to implement additional taxpayer funds for affordhaising programs; therefore, it
is imperative that the above questions be thoroughly investig@iteghayers have a right to know whether public
officials will manage public funds appropriately. The health and safetyof past and future housing program
participants depends on an investigation and its outcomdf questions remain unresolved, if public officials remain
unaccountable, and if past and future practices continue to go unchecked, then families and children could be exposed
potential health andafety risks without their knowingzraud and forgery with regard to the use offEederal fundsis a
guestion that taxpayers deserve an answer.

The attached documents include testimony under oath, a forged municipal document, and other supporting
evidene that raise questions wiisuse of federal fundsbfuscation of evidengaltered survey reportand possible
perjuryby the City of Austin and its associates. Additionally, a district judge at one time seriously consfigratito
the District Att orney for possible perjuryi nvol vi ng t he cityds contractorods 8

| hope you will find this information helpful in pursuing an investigation. Should you have any
guestions please feel free to contact me.

Very Sincerely,

Allissa Chambers, President, Austinites Lobbying for Municipal Accountability

Attachments:

Forged municipal document (compared to one that is not forged)

Deposition excerpts of municipal officials, municipal contractor and expert withesses

Loan servicinglocuments

Other official documents

Program participant complaints (there are other complaints in addition to the ones included)
Chambersdé experience

cc: Gray Panthers of Austin, Travis County Green Party
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ADDENDUMB Secti on fbo
T Recent Requests for investigation &/or referral:

. Requests to the City of Austin foeferral of investigation by the DoJ:

pp.1621
I. August 22, 2008 From Allissa Chambers
il. August 25, 2008 From Clint Smith
iii. September 23, 2008 From Allissa Chambers
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Allissa Chambers
1702 East 17 Street
Austin, Texas 78702

512.732.7399

Marc Ott, Manager City of Austin
City Hall, 3% Floor

301 West ¥ Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Subject:
1 Update Lead Smart Program application status;
1 Reqgest gternal investigation re. possible misuse of Federal housing funds, forgery, fraud

Friday August 22, 2008

Dear Mr. Ott:

The purpose of this letter is to update you with regard to my application to the LeadSmart program and
to follow up per my August@ letter to you and my August 10 request of Council Member Morrison for
feedback by the end of this month regarding my
raised. Since Council Member Morrison and you have the same information, an@sunil

Member Morrison has been in communication with you about this matter, | hope to receive some
information from the two of you.

Per my recent Lead Smart application | received a letter dated August 14, 2008 from Neighborhood
Housing and Communitipevelopment (NHCD) Director Margaret Shaw. Although Ms. Shaw copied

you and Council Member Morrison, | noticed that Ms. Shaw overlooked includiatpahe Gray

Pant her s. To save you time and as a /2008lettet e sy,
to the Gray Panthers.

Although it was not initially mentioned to me, | was later informed by Ms. Tabitha Simmons that
additional requirements are expected of recipients of the LeadSmart program, including that | may not
sell my home and thatmust live in my home for an additional 3 years.

Ms. Shawds o0pen'Theitypharessyaqux B h Ghaagsieda enguje that you
(Ms. Chambersand your( Ms .  C h famityeanre protgcted from the hazards of lehadsed paint.”

Ms. Shaw also explainsthéita f t ¢heCitwleave compl et ed athehlwillbear ed
thenf i rst appl i can andihatthdy ik comaeatime whergthey daresabledto serve me
and my family.
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My question is

If the City truly does share my desire to ensure that my family and | are protected from
the hazards of lead-based paint;

1 and Since the City has had knowledge for virtually a decade that portions of my home were/are
classified as hazardous waste from lead paint dust concentrations;

i and Since this contamination was caused by the questionable workmanship of a City contractor at
my home;

1 and Sincet he City has had knowledge of my sonds neuro
several years;

1 Then Why:
- Whydoesnot sthlean upitstmess? u
- Whyhasnoét the City yet?eaned up its mess

- Why did the City require, under threat of foreclosure, that my then young child
and | reside in a home for 6+ years that was classified as containing hazardous
waste? i The City had in its possession at least as early as 1999, lab reports by a licensed
lead inspector reflecting that my home contained dangerous levels of lead paint dust; and that
the integrity of the homeébdés paint had been comp
Why instead is the City now imposing NEW requirements upon me? i a homeowner
who was victimized by the Cityds housing pr
years of her time to the City for a Federal housing rehab loan that the City failed to ever
deliver on?

Mr. Ott, this is one example of the type of things that | have been talking about. This is not only about
the lead issueAccordingly, please consider this a formabfficial Citizen Requestto you- in

your Public Official capacity as City Manager of Austo immediately request an

inquiry by the US Department of Justice into the violations of governing criminal
statutes of the US Government in connection with my charge of forgery of official

document& improper use of Federal funds | have receivedo response to my April 2007
inquiry initially sent to Council Member Martinez.

Additionally, if it is of any relevance, | have provided, as an attachment, some historical information /
articles with regard to the City of Austinds c«

Mr. Ott, thank you for your consideration. | look forward to hearing from you and Council Member
Morrison soon. Please refer to page 3 for a list and description of the attachments.

Sincerely,

Allissa Chambers
512.732.7399
1702 E. 1Y St. 78702
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attachments

1. August 14, 2008 letter to Allissa Chambers from NHCD Director Margaret Shaw
2. historical information / articles with regard to the C
3. April 07 & March 19, 2008 email to Council Member Jennifer Kim from Alli€seambers
4. April 5, 2007 email to Council Member Martinez from Allissa Chambers
5. Austin American Statesman Article(s): November 2, 2007 by Sarah Coppola
T AiHilgers elaborates on F.B.Il. inquiryo;
T AF.B.Il. interviews Housing Directoro

6. Depostion Cadge) aMoo€el®0d Cpp . 1109
1 Claims that David Montoya authorized payment for work that was not done

7. Deposition David Montoya pp. 16B15;
T Cannot explain why his signature and title appears o
after he was removed from the job.
1 Claims CoA told him to sign a form although he was not assigned to the job.

8. ** Deposition Christopher Gonzalepp. 106107; p. 108 lines-11 & line 19; pp. 114115; p. 120; p.121 linesB0:
T AiTheyobre watchibmap,t ,dadmodhtdtr oak et ta oubl e because peopl
1 **Names are mentioned

cc. Council Member Laura Morrison via U.S. postage; Gray Panthers and Travis County Green Party via email
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From: Clint Smith [mailto: hitt80@yahoo.com ]

Sent:  Monday, August 25, 2008 8:28 AM

To: marc.ott@ci.austin.tx.us Cc: graypanthers@grandecom.net ; cleanair999@yahoo.com;
bill.holloway@gmail.com ; wyldcraft@sbcglobal.net

Subject: Official Referral to DoJ of Ms A. Chambers' questions reviolations of Federal (criminal)
statutes

ATTN; Mr. Marc Ott,
MANAGER, City of Austin, Texas

Dear Mr. Ott:

On behalf of the Gray Panther organization & our Coalition allies in support of Public Interest
matters, the purpose of this communication is to request your immediate referral for

investigation to the US @partment of Justice &/or other Federal agencies w/jurisdiction, the

issues raised by Ms Chambers in her letter of 22 Aug 08 to you (attached), & which we understand
is being handcarried to you.

Specific provisions of Title 18 of the United States Codd oourse REQUIRE that Public Officials
take prompt and immediate action on matters of the kind, degree & serious nature reflected in Ms
Chambers communication (i.e, forgery, fraud,etc).

Thank you & Regards,

Clint Smith , Convener
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RE: CM Morrison Followup re. Request for referral to the DoJ

Tuesday, September 23, 2008 4:02 PM

From: "Allissa Chambers" <wyldcraft@sbcglobal.net>

To: "Morrison, Laura" <Laura.Morrison@ci.austin.tx.us>, arc.Ott@ci.austin.tx.us
Cc: graypanthers@grandecom.net

Laura Morrison

Member, City Council

Austin, Texas

Dear Council Member Morrison:

Thank you for your note this morning. Also, | wanted to let you know that this afternoon | received a
phone call from the acting assistant City Manager Mr. David Lurie. While | appreciate his
communication, | want to be sure that it is clearly understood that the questions that | have raised
before in previous correspondence (either as an individual or on behalf of members of A.L.M.A.) remain
unanswered. For example, some questions which remain unanswered and which are the basis for why
| am requesting an investigation by a third party deal with questions of:

1) Forgery;

2) City council authorizing no less than $177K to suppress my legal claims;

3) A court ruling for breach of contract against the municipal contractor for abandonment of project (yet
Mr. Lurie claims municipal records reflect the project was completed).

4) City continuing to award the contractor projects in spite of AHFC's criteria for debarment;
5) Misuse of Federal Housing Funds;
6) City inspectors alleging to pass code-related work that was still a fire hazard

Council Member Morrison, these are examples of questions that remain unanswered and are the basis
for an objective third party investigation.

| want it clearly understood again that we ask for and expect an outside investigation. When? and at
what point will you have referred these matters to the office of the US Attorney?

| appreciate your attentiveness to the serious and substantive information that I've already provided.

Cordially,
Allissa Chambers
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ADDENDUM C i Correspondence: pp. 2226

June 22, 2007; &August 25, 2008 September 11, 2008

From: Clint Smith &/or Gray Panthers

To: 1 Travis County Judge Sam Bisc(®ptember 11, 2008)
9 City of Austin Auditor Steve Morga(september 10, 2008)
91 City Manager Mar Ott(August 25 September 10, 2008)
9 Council Member Laura Morrisoghugust 25 September 10, 2008)
1

Travis County Judge Sam Bisc@ene 22, 2007)
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From: graypanthers [mailto:graypanthers@grandecom.net]
Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2008 ®AM

To: ' sam.biscoe@co.travis.tx.us '

Subject: re Official Referral of Chambers'/McCart Questions

Judge Biscoe, FYI, per earlier memo.

Susan,
Let me know what your assessment is of these concerns and what our approach should be. Thank you.

Stewe

From: graypanthers [mailto:graypanthers@grandecom.net]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2008 1:23 PM

To: Morgan, Steve

Cc: Morrison, Laura; Ott, Marc; hitt80@yahoo.com; graypanthers@grandecom.net
Subject: re Official Referral of Chambers' Questions/fRileling Supplemental Information

Mr. Steve Morgan
Director, Audits & Oversight
City of Austin

Dear Mr. Morgan:

This is to advise whave available to you information from Gray Panther files to
supplement/complementhat forwarded by CM Morrison on 28 August (below) in connection with
issues raised by Ms Allissa Chambers, a Member of this Organization.

Although Ms Chambers hapeifically requested referral to ti@ffice of the US Attorney, we offer
for your review substantial data on this and similar caselsich appear to represegpatterns/practices
of violations of governing civil/criminal* statutes & relevant fiscal* reqmemnts.

We appreciate your important role & involvemen!t
provide information omther casegeferred to- - upon your request/as needed.

Regards,

Clint Smith, Convener,
G/Panthers/AUS

*Such may more properly fall under jurisdictionof TRA 6 s Of f i ce
** Re Fiduciary provisions oOMB Circular A-133 re Federal Auditsfo St at e/ Local Gov.
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From: Ott, Marc [mailto:Marc.Ott@ci.austitx.us]

Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2008 9:04 PNIo: Morrison, Laura

Cc: graypanthers@grandecom.net ; Morgan, Steve

Subject: Re: Official Referral to DoJ of Ms A. Chambers' questions re violations of Federal (criminal) statutes

Need to follow up with t&ff. Will get back to you asap.

From: Morrison, Laura

To: Ott, Marc Cc: ' graypanthers@grandecom.net ' ; Morgan, Steve

Sent Thu Aug 28 12:50:06 2008

Subject FW: Official Referral to DoJ of Ms A. Chambers' questions re violations of Federal (djistiatates

Marc,

| understand that you have received queries regarding this issue and if | recall properly, you responded that you
would work with staff to look into it.Could you please confirm that | recall correctly and let me know what
timeline yau foresee in terms of being able to respond?

As this appears to be a question of propriety, Il ar

Thank you,
Laura

From: graypanthers [mailto: graypanthers@grandecetri.n

Sent: Tuesday, August 26, 2008 7:11 AM

To: Morrison, Laura

Cc: Ott, Marc; cleanair999@yahoo.com; bill.holloway@gmail.com ; wyldcraft@sbcglobal.ne t
Subiject: Official Referral to DoJ of Ms A. Chambers' questions re violations of Federal (crirsiatljes

Hon. Laura Morrison Member,
City Council Austin, Texas

Dear CM Morrison:

The purpose of this communication is to bring to your Official attention (as

Member, City Council of Austin), and request you assure/assist in immediate

action** to refe r to the US Department of Justice/other Federal authorities

having jurisdiction, attached communication(s) of =z
City Manager of Austin.

Thanks, with regards,

Clint Smith, Convener,
Gray Panthers of Austin/& TX

** The Gray Pan thersé6, with Coalition partners, apprecia
commitment to integrity & the Public Interest that you and Mr. Ott have
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demonstrated.

From: Clint Smith [mailto: hitt80@yahoo.com |

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 8:28 AM

To: marc.ott@ci.augt.tx.us

Cc: graypanthers@grandecom.net; cleanair999@yahoo.com; bill.holloway@gmail.com ;
wyldcraft@sbcglobal.ne t

Subject: Official Referral to DoJ of Ms A. Chambers' questions re violations of Federal (criminal)
statutes

ATTN; Mr. Marc Ott,
Manager,

City of Austin, Texas
Dear Mr. Ott:

On behalf of the Gray Panther organization & our Coalition allies in support of Public Interest matters,
the purpose of this communication is to request your immediate referral for investigation to the US
Department ofustice &/or other Federal agencies w/jurisdiction, the issues raised by Ms Chambers in
her letter of 22 Aug 08 to you (attached), & which we understand is beinegchame to you.

Specific provisions of Title 18 of the United States Code of courselRER that Public Officials take
prompt and immediate action on matters of the kind, degree & serious nature reflected in Ms Chambers
communication (i.e, forgery, fraud,etc).

Thank you & Regards,

Clint Smith ,
Convener,

Gray Panthers of Austin/& TX
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From: Clint Smith <hitt80@yahoo.com>

Subject: Hon. Judge Biscoe: FYI update '07 issues brought to your (personal) att'n...
To: sam.biscoe@co.travis.tx.us

Date: Thursday, September 11, 2008, 8:57 AM

Appreciated your time several mos ago in 3 meetings re a situation outlined in mycemm
of 22 June '07 (below), Judge BiscodJnfortunately, situation(s) brought to your att'n by

the 2 ladies (Ms Chambers/McCart, on INTERRELATED issues re CoAAND T/County)

were NOT resolved- & now @ stage reflected in LAST para below*.

Regards, Clint Smith

*You recall PURPOSE they gave in meeting w/youas key/top Public Official in TC (&
w/degree of jurisdiction over CoA)- was their inability to get straight answes &
clarification from TC OR CoA officials on jurisdictional decisions adverse to them. <FYI,
save time I'll fwd communications sent to CoA re that & issues @ TC level.>

Clint Smith <hitt80@yahoo.comwrote:

Date: Fri, 22 Jun 2007 07:47:2D700 (PDT)

From: Clint Smith <hitt80@yahoo.com>

Subject: re 20 June meeting w/BilHolloway, TCGP & myself
To: sam.biscoe@co.travis.tx.us

Judge Biscoe: per earlier, here's brief additional backup on the file Bill Hollfoweky to your office
re questions of civiliberties abuses in TC:

Austin G. Pantheragreedsome3 yearsagoto communicate w/Travis Count8heriff'sDepton behalf of Ms
Joyce McCart/Allissa Chamberstwo of our membersessentiallyw/regard to what in the ladies' opinion

waslis failure/refusal of Sheriff's deputies in "protecting their civil liberties" when called upon dévesain
connection w/disputes w/neighboresp alleged assault!(As the file reflects, we <I personally>, sewglot

much success to resolve tinsTCSD.)

More recently& as the situation seemed to worsen (locale is in the West Lake Hills btga),
McCart/Chambers have asked for Travis County Green Party intervention "with higher level authorities"
citing, for example, recemews items réhe upcoming U.S. Justice Daptiiew of City of Austin public safety
issues.In response, when Mr. Hollowapproached Gray Panthers for backup ihByggested an agreement
to jointly consultw/you instead!

| personally view overall/basguestions to be resolved: (1) Complainants' experiences w/TCSD; &

(2) several 'underlying issues' relating to property line/easement controversies w/neighbiies which the
complainants insist they're victims of "arbitrary & capricious treatmertb®sistently adverse (to them)
application of 'doublestandardddy TC officials

FYI1 & bottomline, on this my suggested approach would be simply to consider appropriate member(s) of you
TC staff to agree tmeetw/Ms McCart/Chambers, &port back to you. <My concern's that w/o this aneo

similar response (i.e., that'll both provide feedback togroa complex situation (minimizing potentially

explosive consequencegiven the parties involved& giving TCGPalternativedo ‘calling in the Feds') a few
'resolvable’ issuegery well mg become ‘troublesome’.>

Regards & hope this is helpful.
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5. Addendum D pp. 2£115
ISupportive Background Data; Chamb
RE: Loan #79090125 re. CoA housing program; 1702 E."1Bt. 78702

HUD Complaint # HL -02-00075C
Cause #9708030 5% District Court Travis County, Texas

a. Timeline General: p. 28
i Chronology (19942008)i 2 pages

b. Personal Narative i Chamber sé Project p. 31
I Re. practices of the City of Austini i.e.:

A forgery;

A possible fraud

A unaccountedfor Federal housing grant money
A

lack of accountability (of contractors; programs; inspectdsg) CoA / AHFC

C. Suppa t i ng Testimony [/ Document app.4®lns r

I. Contract (portion of)i_3-party between p. 50
1 Borrowers: Tracee Chambers and Allissa Chambers
M CoA contractor: Valdez Remodeling
1 Managing Party & Trustee: City of Austin; Bill Cook (AHFC)

i. Reguirements, Guidelines & Process AHFC Loan Programs: p. 61

9 Austin Housing Finance Corporation (AHFC) Homebuildgmritractor Registration Requirements

1 Single Family Loan PrograRrocess Checklist

lii.  Court Ruling: Breach of Contract for Abandonment of Project  p. 73

iv.  Forgery: p. 76

91 copy of municipal document reflecting a forged signature of Ms. Chambers

T copy of Ms. Chambersd actual signature duri:r
V. Timeline Detailed: Chronology (1994i 2008)i 19 pages p. 80

vi.  Reference List Testimony & documentation including actions / questions p. 100
of criminal nature*

! [August 10, 2008 CoA receivean earlier abbreviated versiamith hard-copies of the referenced materighcluding the forgery)]
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AddendumDi Sect i on Aao
Supportive Backgroundat a; Chamber sé6 Project:

a. Timeline General: pp. 2830
0 Chronology (19942008)i 2 pages:
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TIMELINE -- General:
CoA CDBG Home fARehabil it

(1) Spring 1994: Chambers purchases her only home.

(2) Summer 1994:
1 Chambers AppliesforCo A6 s H UD -furded @BG@ ISihgje Family Home Loan Program (SFLP)

3 July 25, 1995:Forgery
91 Date reflected on a contract document tieaeals a forged signature of Ms. Chambers.

4) September 22, 1995:
1 Date of Note:$17,773.00CDBG Rehabilitation Loan Agreement signed by the following parties:
TrusteeBill Cook (AHFC Secretary); Valdez Remodelitidp.a; Allissa Chamberg Tracee Chamlys

(5) December 08, 1995:
T ARehabilitationdo Project commences; Chambers Far

(6) Winter 1996:
i CoA Contractor Abandons the project

) March 08, 1996: ExpectedProject Completion Date (per contract)
1 Project has been abandoned; exterior painbbas removed by the contractor; structure is rotting from winter exposure
T Due to the abandonment & contractor 6s s uiBeKagpprg 2000. d a ma

(8) May 14, 1996:Ms. Chambers contacts the office@duncil Manber Eric Mitchellfor resolution assistance.

(9) May 15, 1996:CoA Intra-Office MemoRE: upcominds/17/1996 Meeting i We need t o di scu

(10) May17,1996:CoAdemandsthatf Chamber s fAever wants t dissclvethe h e
contract pay the contractor arrélease the contractor from liability

(11) September 1996:
T Chambers Family movaanddna cdastriciomandt @o ACohAabssn 6t r epl aced

(12) Fall 19962002
1 Chambers Family mitigates damages asthestcan, while limited by resources@o A6 s r estri ct i

(13)  July, 199® Chris Gonzales tip off
1 CoA Christopher Gonzalez informs Chambers @@ plans to process payment without her authorizaGo
plans todrop her from the program once the contiadissolvedand CM Eric Mitchell ccowns the insurance
agencythat provides liability policies tAHFC and toValdez Remodelinf or Chamber s®é pr oj ec

(14)  July 14, 1997:
9 Injunction forbids the CoA from disbursing any funds heldAiHFC escrow accourib the contractor.

(15)  July 14 1997 March 2007:
9 Legal Suit is Filed (Litigation persists fronduly 1997March 2007

(16) Sometime thereatter:
9 City & its contractor counter-sueMs. Chambers JAustin City Council (over the life of the legal suit)
ultimately autorizes no less tha177,000in taxpayer money faurivate legal counsel to go against a citien

(17) October 30, 1997:
f 1"Report Janetds Electric (cloth wires; | oose r e

(18) May 18, 1999:
T 29Report JanEeéHasardEl ectri c

(19) May24,1999; & Aug. 19, 1999:
1 Leadpaint Dust Inspection confirmdazardous Waste Contaminationfrom machine sanding.

(20) November 30, 1999 & December 17, 1999:
1 Possible Perjury(CoA Steve Villaseno& Co nt r a iMikeGlaf)s Judge Huyne Cofer considersaral to DA
(21) December 21, 1999:
T Chamber sd r eque s tunjustifieddient so she & fanglacaremovetuss of har més way
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1 Until May 17, 2002 CoA maintains its lien wPower of Salgprohibiting Chambers from moving, selling orimahcing.

(22)  Eebruary 20, 2000:
1 Breach of Contract Summary Judgment Ruling against contractoafandonment, ai | ur e t o compl et e

(23) January 01, 2001:
1 Loan Maturity date: zero balancé pai d/ f or gi ven) per USE /s Ameri Nat 6l L
1 CoA continues to enforce lien for another 1.5 years idi 17, 2002

(24) May 17, 2002:
1 CoA finally removes its restrictive unjustified Lien

(25) 20022007:
T WCo0Abds r estr i ctCGhamberdRamilypmitigates majoz dhmagestheir $ & other resurces permit.

(26) After May 17, 2002:
T CoAds Countercl ai m a graspite sf her faffliagralbtermsg coqpdiianssof tisetioan,

(27) May 19, 2003:
1 Letter from CoA NHCD DirectoPaul Hilgergo Allissa Chambers
fi aal terms and conditionsvere metno payments became due and a lien release was executdthgri7, 2002 o

(28)  2003:
1 Chambers brings these matters to@ray Panthers Please contact Gray Panthers for their files

(29) November 07, 2006
9 Dismissals:(w/o hearing merits of the cas#)dge Trianalismisses all but the one claim not covered by insurance.

(30) March 2007=
9 ASt atOue @ -ordered Mediation (6" mediation).i if or cedd conclusion to suit.

(31) March/April 2007:

Chambers writes théray Panther& eventually theTravis County Green Party
Chambers an@ray Panthersrrite HousingWorksand AustinCity Council Memberg no response fr. C

f
f

(32) Summer 2007:
1 TheTravis County Green Partyrites City of Austin City CouncilandMayor Will Wynn. (no response)

(33) September 14, 2007:
1 Chambergequests investigatidoy U.S. Attorney re. Eorgery andUnaccounted for Federal Funds.

(34) October 23, 2007:
9 Travis County Green Party requests investigatiorby U.S. Attorney

(35) Late 2007:
1 (except for the contaminated yard soil) Chambers Bdimishes mitigating most of the damages incurred to
their home by CoA and it contractor 1996

(36) Spring 2008:
1 Chambers write€ity Council Memberse. Forgery andUnaccounted for Federal Fundgno response)

(37) Julyi September 2008:
1 Chambers & ClinEmith request thatity Manager Marc OtandCouncil Member Morrisomefer the information to the
US Attorney for outside investigatiqirorgery & Unaccounted for Federal Fund}.
1 Although, to their creditCity Manager Ot& Council Member Morrisomcknowedge their correspondence,
Chambers/Smith receive indicationthat the information was referred to the US Attorney.

(38) September 23, 2008 etter from CoA Assistant City ManagBavid Lurie:
T I'n the mid 199006s your homeowsisng efiarbandda a@caerdp d rf
family home repair program. o
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AddendumDi Sect i on ADbO
Supportive Background Dat a; Chambersdéo Project

Personal Narrativel Cha mber s Pr oj ect pp. 3148
0 re. practices of the City of Austin i.e.:

A forgery;
A possible fraud
A unaccountedfor Federal housing grant money

A lack of accountability (of contractors; programs; inspectdsg)CoA / AHFC
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Bullet Point Synopsis:
Re. CoA CDBG Hmame omkRe HLakin

While my familyds experience is a personal he
The tragedy would be if this continues to happen to other people;
Particularly when our public officials are aware of it.
An investigdion will help assure future accountability.

A City of Austin federal tax-funded Y  Home Improvement & Affordable
Home loan program rendered my Y Home Demolished & UN-affordable

The Actions & Negligence by the City of Austin (CoA) and its Contractor
Transformed an original $17K home improvement project into excess of an $86K+ Repair Nightmare:

INVOLVES:

Possible Patterns of Practice

Un-accounted for Fedtral Housing Grant Funds

Forgery of Official Municipal Document(s)

Possible Fraud

Questionable Recordkeeping with Loan Servicing Documents

City of Austin Inspection Practices

Overall Substandard Shoddy Workmanship

Hazardous Waste and Intent to Harm:

Electric / Fire Hazards:

Water Damage

Foundation Damage

Decay from Prolonged Exposure:

Apparent Contractor Cronyism

No enforcement / Evasion of Accountability to the Public

Stonewalling

Conflict of Interest & Insurance Issues

= = =4 -4 -4 -4 A -4 A -8 _a -4 A -5 -2 -5 -2

Stacked Deck:

Retaliatory; Pressure Tactics; Knowledge to do Harm
- Austin Energy

- Legal System

- Gate Keepers (Record Keeping)

T No Day in Court :

Blank-check access to legal fundgoA & its Contractor; tax $$ & AHF@nsurance)
- interference; obfuscation; misrepresentatio
- Compromised / lack of due process
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I [Outiine: coa cDBG Home ARehabi | i i IOCHPO0CINARRATIVEINANCHAMBEISIN

While my familyb6s experience is a personal hearthb
The tragedy would be if this contues to happen to other people;
Particularly when our public officials are aware of it.
An investigation will help assure future accountability

Re. Loan #79090125 Tracee & Allissa Chambers

A City of Austin federal tax-funded Y Home #Al mprovement 0
Home loan program rendered my Y Home Demolished & UN-affordable

The Actions & Negligence by the City of Austin (CoA) and its Contractor
Transformed an original $17K home improvement project into excess of an $86K+ Repair Nightmare:

1 Inspection Practicesi Electric (DTPA): CoA & its Contractodemanded paymerfor electrc  fi wihat theay alleged had
passed inspection An electrician later confirmed tedectricwasnot to codeX posed a fire hazard\ light fixture later ignited.

1 Hazardous Waste: CoA ignored interim controls for leguhint. Contractor used a machsander. Practic&Sontaminated
the homewith leadpaintdust to the point of it being classified aazardous wasteThe Ci ty Dump wonot

1 Water Damage / Roof Replacementshoddy roof replacement caused a portion of the homedd find incuwater damage
Foundation: The contractor mistakenly removed the wrong pier; then alleged thatalriged cinder blocks were the new pie

1 Decay from Prolonged Exposure:After having degraded the integrity of the extepaint; damaged ynhome, contaminated it
with hazardous waste, & demanded payment for work that was not done perth€spet€l s contr act or . &
Then,CoA failed to resume the projed@oA never rehabbed my honihe Prolonged exposure destroyed afideiws & siding.

==

=

| (apparentContractor Cronyism -- CoA / AHFC Refusal to enforce accountability with its contractor

The only party who honored the contract(Chambersyvas the only party who was held to the terms of theroken contract. CoOA (i n @ u t T
managing partyo) protected the contract or & awaAledRhe contgueioonmore contriadtss
over the next decadei more homes/lives were injuredCoA gave lipservice to the one it victimized & rewarded trefgjrvho did the victimizing.

| Criminal i Forgery & Unaccountedfor Federal Housing Grant Funds:

1 Forgery: Chambersé signature was forged on at | east one of

1 Un-accounted for Federal Fund$:Fund$ f or Cha miNOTr sdbi spbruorjseecd fweanmn Austihn
(AHFC) escrow accountHowever, CoAdocuments reflect otherwisehen in facthe project was abandoned & no $$ disburse

| Apparent Acts of Retaliation:

1 Intent to Harm: CoA enforced a lien with powef sale of my home, thaéquired mytoddler & | to live amidsthazardous
wastein afire prone home for 6.5 years in spite of CoA having knowledge of the hazards, & my requests to be released.
1 Austin Energy and Other:

o To date, CoA has witheld avgathundreddollar utility reimbursement (owed to me per the contract), which the contractor gave CoA in 1
togivetome. CoAwrotéi | n addi tion to resolving the wutility reimburse

0 Austin Ehergy (AE) recentifFALSELY incriminated and penalized mefor allegedly tampering with my meteThere was no due process.
| Conflict of Interest / Insurance:

3 ©

Liability policies for AHFC, its contractor & my project were issued by the insurance agahaaghceowned by (then) City Council Member Eric Mitchell.
Unaware of this conflict, | establ i shedCMaMichelwaemsfit he &osotumghdet iC
waiting on the following from youhé letterdissolving the contradd et we en y o u  altisdmpédrative yot fonmacdithe infQrnéation as soon as
possibledi | declined his directiveto releasdis clientsfrom liability & to nullify my contractual rights. AHFC Board = mayor & C®puncil (i.e. Mitchell)

| (mis)Use of Local Tax Dollars to Suppress Due Process / Avoid Accountability:

City Council (AHFC) authorized no less th&177K in local tax fundst o suppr ess Chamber séo effo
contract br which AHFC wasentrusted with Federal grant funds, & for which CM Mitchell és insyp

=

| Insults to Injuries i Abuse of Due Process (Harrassment / Interference / Obfuscation / Politicization):

1 Incessant Abuse:Ourdecadelong daily duressresulting from outiterally broken home & broken health, wasmpounded
by theequally injurious abusese endured amidst a seemifigk a n g-@a o w 10 Courdsel for CoA & its contractor, entered
slanderous & potentially perjurous mapresentations into record; yet | veBsied my day in cout i to ever set the record straight,

1 Exploitation/Manipulation of Due Process: The Ci t y 6 s dpen€mledblankcbeckoaco@ss to legal fundsstereda
decade long exploitatondfue pr ocess at taxpayerso6 expens starved rielogt s t

f Court dismissalsi_No Day in Court: In the §" year, the Judge dismiss@sithout hearing the merits of the casd)remaining
claimswith the exception ofiiterestingly) theonlyc I ai m t hat AHFC6s and hohceverC breathof g
contract(previous summary judgment ruling). Wasihe dge 6 s di smi ssal afibastatimg w

D -
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|A Broken @ Ame RE CGATIBG LR #E0@OMIN192007)i Tracee & Allise Chambers

A City of Austin federal tax-fundedY Home @Al mprovement 0
Home loan program rendered my Y Home Demolished & UN-affordable

The willfull and negligent actions taken by the City of Austin (CoA) and its Contractor
transformed an original $17K home improvement project into excess of an

$86K+ Repair Nightmare

A. HOME OWNERSHIP:

Like many homebuyers, | purchased my only home with my own down-payment funds, and qualified
through a traditional lending institution for a typical 30-yr. mortgage.
Clearly, since the lender approved me, | fulfilled at the very least, the 2 most basic requirements:

1. Financial ability / responsibility; &
2. Myhome met the maintenance and structural standardsnecessaryt o qual i fy for homé&owne

* the destruction that later ensued upon myhomelwa s the result of a botched CoA
program. The damage was so extensive that my insurance agency considered withdrawing coverage. 2

B. HOME fAl MPROVEMENAAFEORDNABLEOG HOUSI NG:

After purchasing my home, | shopped for home improvement loans. The City of Austin (CoA) advertised the

most competitively-priced loan of all through one of its CDBG (Community Development Block Grant)
AAffordabl ed Home Loan P itbhegCityadvertised inOrdef to atttact clients eetsys, wh
what it delivered appears to be a violation of the Public Trust and a bait and switch tactic. What transpired

next, propelled the true price of doing business with the City out of orbit T It cost my family our equity, our

health, our livelihoods, our education, our option to give birth to another child, and caused irrevocable grief.

While a traditional loan application process rarely exceeds 3 months, the City took approximately 18 months

to process my application. CoA and its contractor ultimately caused extensive damages to our home

through their actions related to their federally-f unded home fAi mpr ov eMysontwas 1150 an
years old at the time we applied for the loan (1994). He was 15 years old before we were able to finish
mitigating the vast majority of those damages. To date (2008), the City has neglected to cleanup the
hazardous waste (stllat our home) that resulted from Myhe Cityéd
experienc e wi t h @alldddhsmesid mpr o v eloae hitadf f o r thame pregram proved to

be far more costly and disruptive to homeownership than a traditional loan ever would have been.

Originally, | chose to work in partnership with the City of Austin because it advertised a desire to retain &

attract homesteaders to my Central East Austin Neighborhood. Consequently CoA marketed various

attractive homestead incentives throughits federally-f unded fAaff or dabl .eadlyhousi ni
standing amidst the aftermath, | must now qgquestion whether CoAb6s hou
by those entrusted with taxpayer funds to exercise a form of Creative Eminent Domain / People-Removal.

Serious questions about the Citydsvicdatdniofdederalcremmali n u
statutes, i.e. forgery, misuse of Federal tax dollars, patterns & practices, fraud waste & mismanagement.

lAvailableuponrequestisdvdphecﬂoocument ation of the subsequent damages cal
its contractoro6s actions.

2 05/25/2002 letter from Farmers Insurance Ageficg:l am quite concerned that you are in
coverage. If the overall condition and pride of ownership does not change quickly, there is no question thaturglerwifi | |  dec | i n
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V.

| General Narrativei CoA Project Managementre: CoA CDBG Loan #79090125 (199007)i Tracee & Allissa Chamber

A. HOMEI MPROVEMENTO CONSDRURJUCTION /

The willful and negligent actions taken by the City of Austin (CoA) and its Contractor transformed an
original $17K home improvement project into excess of an $86K+ Repair Nightmare

The City of Austin and its Contractor caused damage to my home and abandoned their obligations per the
terms of the contract. For example: the contractor performed substandard work; the City and its contractor
demanded payment for work that was either not done or not done in accordance with the contract.

Some Examples of the Cityds and its contractords s
Lead-paint dust contamination

issues with the inspection department;

electric;

foundation;

shoddy roof replacement (and subsequent water damage);

inferior building materials;

removing antique fixtures; and

routinely |l eaving the homeds wi ndoadwreturnal hame doodiscover ased n
condoms in the home; and air ducts that had been urinated in.

=4 =4 =4 -8 -8 -8 -9-9

Lead-based paint dust:

It is believed that the City of Austin and its contractor may havei_gn or e d H-bbBedl paint irgemimh

controls (possibly even as a matter of practice). Addi ti onal l vy, the Citybés C
laden construction debris in my yard for a prolonged period of time; & used a machine sander to remove
the majority of the homeds paint. HUD 24 CFR S

removal: i éMachine sanding and use of propane or gasoline torches (open flame methodshatr@ernitted.0
http://a257.g.akamaitech.net/7/257/2422/12feb20041500/edocket.access.gpo.gov/cfr_2004/aprqtr/pdf/24cfr35.140.pdf

My home was contaminated with lead-based-paint dust to the point that it was legally classified as
hazardous waste. The E. P. A. | i mi t f @00 pmm &8A0 ub/fif.6 Subseguemtyto theer e a
actions of the City and its contractor, lead-paint dust levels for my home registered as high as 12,000

ppm in the yard, and 65,000 ug/ft® in the kitchen i Consequently, the City dump would not accept the
homeds yard soil

Based on a sampling of CoA Environmental Checklists from the early to mid-1 9 9 0 6 s earsithat asaap p
matter of practice, the City of Austin NHCD/NHC (Neighborhood Housing & Community Development
a.k.a. Neighborhood Housing and Conservation) chose to ignore the question of Lead Based Paint:

#20 on the Environmental Checklist asks: fi Hs either the interior or exterior of the structure ever
been painted with leath a s e d P Althongh thé majority of homes in question were constructed
prior to 1978, question # 20 was either left blank orc h e ¢ k e d oridightAhree percent (83%)
of the CoA Environmental Checklists that | sampled. In addition, the City contractor who worked

on my home claimed under oath to know nothing aboutfial | t h o s(re. leadopdird)s 0

CoA Inspection Practices & (apparent) DTPA (Deceptive Trade Practices):

The City of Austin and its contractor demanded payment for, and alleged to have passed inspection for
el ect r iat mymhener lkater, an independent expert electrician confirmed that the electric was not
to code, not complete, and posed a fire hazard i a kitchen light fixture later ignited within the home.

On another occasi on, t he contractor mi s t af@uadatiory. r
The contractor alleged to have had it replaced, but years later (when we were mitigating a related portion
of the contractorbés foundation wor k), we di scoverl

than cinder blocks that had been dry-stacked.
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The contractor, after having removed exterior paint and degraded thei nt egr ity of t he |
paint, the contractor gquit (during the winter) and abandoned the project. The City of Austin never
resumed the project and in fact, The City of Austin _never rehabbed my home. i Rather, it was
destroyed. My home incurred extensive decay from prolonged exposure to the weather. Shortly after

the contractor abandoned the project, | attempted to hire someone to at least paint the exterior of my
home. However, the integrity of the paint was undermined so severely, that my painter refused to have
anything to do with it. Ultimately, | had to replace all the windows and exterior siding.

By 1999, the Cityo6s pafomed owrc 20 HUD-fimded home rehabilitation jobs. She
continued to be awarded more contracts by CoA and Travis County at least as late as May 23, 20086,
when weeks earlier on May 4, 2006, a home incurred extensive water damage, allegedly resulting from
her crewds negligent r o 02008)rsenpelofatlte same CdA.inspectors & prbjectt o d
managers who were involved with my project, continue to oversee new projects.

x How many other homes may have been contaminated &/or pose a fire hazard?

x And if the CoA inspection department approved the work anyway, how could a homeowner be
any the wiser?

x  What will the City of Austin and Travis County do NOW in order to safeqguard the health & safety
of its former clients and their families?

B. HOME COMING:

The home improvement project was contracted to conclude within a 3-month span of time. However,

Nine months later, my home remained abandoned and exposed to the elements. After the contractor
abandoned the job, the City of Austin failed to take any effective action to resume the project, and instead
consumed my energies with round-robin tasks that went nowhere.

My toddler son and | had already been displaced from our only home for nine months and we still had
no guarantee as to when or_if CoA would ever resume repairs. We had no other option for shelter and
had to return home to the abandoned construction zone. At that time, we were unaware of the fire hazards
and the elevated lead dust levels in our home.

Our home was now in worse condition than it was before, when we had initially left it in the trust of the
City and its contractor. Upon returning to our home (the abandoned construction zone), | discovered a
syringe, and used condoms littered throughout the house, yard and driveway. The first words out of my
3year ol d s on 6 sHowmse Brokenoivkerinemediately grabbed a bucket of primer and began
painting i (his little hand prints are still imprinted on our home today).

In an attempt to reclaim a home for ourselves, and after being displaced for 9-months, we spent the
next sever al weeks <cleaning wup anidn debesriomwot beipng fully e
informed, at that time, of the hazards associated with lead-paint dust; and not-comprehending that its
hazards still linger even after construction work has ended. Since that time, | have subsequently learned
that lead paint dust is more harmful than paint chips because it becomes airborne and because its small
particles are most easily ingested and assimilated within the brain and soft-tissues.

Eventually, my sonoés decl ining heal t h, llemgasdprorapted r g |
someone to suggest that | have my home tested for lead-based paint dust. The results were off the chart.

This is when | first became aware that the actions of CoA and its contractor had imposed lingering
permanent poisonous hazards upon our home.
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C.THE CITY OF AUSTI NOGS STONEWALLI NG:

Approximately 1.5 years aftert he Cityés Contractor a bGiylthd stid thiled h e
to resume the project.

The City of Austin did not even respondtotheirc ont r act or 0 s undl bpproxdnatalyrge3nrtonths
after the fact, whereupon CoA demanded thatin i f | ever wanted to s,dleadtoy F
dissolve the (already broken) contract and release the contractor (however, examples of other CoA
projects involving contractor abandonments reflect that CoA simply created an addendum to the original
contract T in other words: what was the need for dissolution andr el easi ng s o me o rbmkerwh o
the contract?) (2013 Willow; & 6707 CanalSt. = exampl es of CoAdblsonteads)lendum

Although | made every good faith effort to work with the City of Austin, my sister (who was also a party to
the contract) and | did not dissolve the contract nor release their contractor from her contractual liability.
Years later, the City of Austin continued its lip-service and round-robin posturing, yet still failed to take any
effective action or follow through with its empty promises.

D. SUSPENDED ANIMATION:

If | had waited for CoA & its contractor to fulfill their contractual obligations; and if it were not for
my f a mowin gweat equity & use of personal funds to mitigate the damages caused by CoA & its
contractor, my home would still be incomplete & deteriorating, abandoned by CoA & its contractor.

My family and | lived for years out of boxes, never being settled i believingthatiany daywenowo
would need to move back out of our home to resume repairs:

First we lived in limbo waiting, under the belief (and false promise) that CoA would resume the project. Then we lived

in limbo waiting, under the belief that there would soon be resolution through the courts (but for one reason or another,

trial dates were repeatedly postponed by both sides). We also lived in limbo waitingyearsj ust t o regai n a
basic option to take matters into our own hands and mitigate damages ourselves: We had to wait years for the City

of Austin to remove its restrictive lien which prevented us from qualifying for an alternative home improvement loan.

We had to wait years for our depreciated equity to recover from the damages incurred to our home by the City & its
contractor; and for the equity to appreciate enough, so that we could pull funds out to be applied toward repairs.

My options to mitigate the contr agcnewourdives vwemestgngieds t o
for a number of reasons:

3-Way Contract:

Unlike typical home improvement loans, where the lender holds the funds in escrow, and the consumer
retains the capacity to manage t he pr ogndiffetedimathed i t s
sense that it was a 3-way contractb et ween the City, the cityésCohAontr a
acted as both the lender and the manager, retaining the capacity to qualify and replace the contractor

itself. Therefore, my ability to replace an incompetent contractor who walked off the job, with one

who was a qualified professional, was out of my hands. It was dependent upon the City of Austin.

Depreciated Equity:

The damages caused to my home, by the actions of CoA and it contractor, were extensive enough to put

my mort gage iinaothkewondsa had a deficit in equity. The mortgage balance exceeded my
homeds mar BeHihg itwadlduhave left us in debt and shelter-less. | had to wait several years
formyhomeés equity to appreciate enough, to equal the

CoAbs Lien:

Under threat of foreclosure, for 6.5 years, CoA enforced an unjustified restrictive lien with Power of Sale

against my property. This lien required me to use my home as my primary residene, and prohibited me

from selling, renting &/or refinancing my home. Our options to pull cash out and fix what the City broke were
suspended by the City for no less than 6.5 years. In effect, CoA plaed usunder atypeofihous e .arr e
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Although, in all practical terms, our options were frozen, we still earnestly did whatever we could that was
within our means to mitigate the situation. However, whenever we did have extra funds to apply toward
mitigating damages, we still were not in a financial position to afford the luxury of moving out and paying

rent and utilities simultaneous to our mortgage payment and utilities on a home that was essentially
uninhabitable. Consequently, f or mont hs we | iveeld iwhial edpwesti iced
the most pressing hazards. Plastic covered every window and doorway inside and out of the home. For

a family of 3, our living space was at times, reduced to no more than 500 square feet of living space (a tiny
galley kitchen, 1-2 bedrooms and 1 bathroom). Finally, in the 7" year, an act of Grace enabled my mother

to allow us to live in her homestead with the agreement that we could reimburse her for mortgage
payments as our finances permitted.

| Criminal Concerns: RE: COACDBG Loan #79090125 Tracee & Allissa Chambers \
A. FORGERY:

My signature was forged on at least one official municipal document(s) relating to the contract.
Additionally, at |l east one other signat urcentracterl at i
and dissolve the contract) is also strongly disputed. The document is invalid i as is evident by the fact

that nearly a year after the document was allegedly signed, CoA was still demanding the same

thing from me. Additionally, for a number of reasons, | believe the signature on it is a forgery as well.

x If the City is capable of forgery, what is to keep it from fabricating other official documents (i.e.
client surveys®; contractor evaluations? & status of housing rehab/development projects)?

B. UN-ACCOUNTED FOR FEDERAL HOUSING GRANT FUND$:

The Federal Housing Grant Funds that were earmarked for my project were notreleasedf r om t he Ci
AHFC escrow account. Freezing these funds was enforced by a court injunction in 1997. However, CoA

Loan Servicing documents imply otherwise, reflecting a gradually diminishing loan balance as if the project

had been completed; funds disbursed; & as if the $18K loan was being repaid per the terms of the contract by

the client. Additionally, discrepancies with regard to loan balances & dates exist between the two Loan

Servicing Companies (Austin Regulatory Finance Office; & U.S.E. Trust Deed Collections / AmeriNational.

The fact is: The City & its contractor failed to fulfill their contractual obligations. The contractor abandoned

the project and was not paid. The City failed to resume the project and in fact, the City of Austin never
rehabbed myhome.No f unds were rel eased f r oformZmofect NondthelESS, e s ¢
CoA held me liable for these loan funds, totaling almost $18,000. in federal grant money, asifl 6 d ac c e s s
these funds, when in fact, the City of Austin retained these funds for itself in its own AHFC escrow account.

1 Contrary to what truly transpired with my project, two letters from the City of Austin also assert that the
project at my home was completed per the terms of the contract:

0 September 23, 2008 Letter from CoA Asst. City Manager David Lurie:
Al n the gourdome dds Bebabilitatethru the Austin Housing FnanceC o r p o r aingletamify kome
repair ﬁrogram.b

0 May 19, 2003 Letter from CoA NHCD Director Paul Hilgers:
fi aadl terms and conditions were mato payments becamedueand | i en r el ease was execult

1ﬁHodge indicted for Alteri A/ RQB8MVWEANt At CentChmr oBurcyt eyso
http://www.austinchronicle.com/gyrobase/Issue/story ?4i8A575591

2 AHFC Homebuilder/Contractor Registration Requirements Section 3B i fiThe clientand AHFC staffvill evaluate the
contractor twice -©1 was Inot offered this opportunity to evaluate my contractBased on information provided to me by other
AHFC clients, they also, were not offered their option to evaluate the contractor.

®Foravi sual Adéf whiati €od apparently consi der s iphoto-loeumantafion e h a k
DVvDof my homed6s c @hdad afteriCoAnk ité contractoreabandorted their contractual duties.
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x  Where did the federal grant money that was earmarked for my project really go?

x Did CoA accurately report the true status of my project to the Federal Government?

Under the BIG Thumb
I Retaliatory & Pressure Tactics, Collusion, Conflict of Intereske: CoA CDBG Loan #79D125i Chambers

A. RETALIATORY / PRESSURE TACTICS (apparent):

1. Intent to Harm:

Enforced by an unjustified lien with power of sale of my home, the City of Austin required that my
toddler and | live amidst hazardous waste and in a fire prone home for 6.5 years.

The City of Austin had been made aware of the following: *, 2 & 3

T The h ofimeehazards;

1T The home6s leaa gamit dugst cataminationi elevated enough to be legally classified as
hazardous waste;

1 Atoddler (my son) resided in the home;

1 theleadpaintdustr esul ted from the paintdéds compromised inte
T the paintdéds compesmised fnbmgtrhéeéycontracandrds use o
T Mysonds e mer meumpgichleadlcaghitive challenges.

INn1999, mycounsel wrote a |l etter to the City of Austi
and | be released from the Cityds r emutwithoutt i ve | i
penal ty. Al t hough CoA was co0gni Zastintinsteat entorbee thdr 0 me

unjustified lien until May 17, 2002 i approx. 1.5 years longer than what would have been enforced
originally, hadt he fArehabdo project been compandlil®ydarsper t h
beyond the time when my loan statement reflected a zero balance.

The City of Austin knowingly compelled my family and | (incl. a young child) to live in a fire prone &
contaminated home, enduring prolonged exposure to hazardous levels of cadmium & lead paint dust.

One example of the daily health risks confronting my son that | had to be vigilant & alert to was:
On one occasion, | noticed my son chewing on his thumbnail. When | asked him what he was doing, he
said he was trying to suck a piece of paint out that was lodged beneath his fingernail.

2. Austin Energy & Related Matters

0 To date, CoA has withheld from me a several-hundred-dollar utility reimbursement (owed to me per
the contract). During a meeting on May 17, 1996, the contractor agreed to pay me the utility
reimbursements immediately. She allegedly gave the money to the City of Austin to give to me.
When | inquired with the City, it promised to forward me the reimbursement as soon as | provided
copies of my bills to them (which | did). When | inquired again, CoA added a new stipulation and
demanded that | prove that | paid my utility bills. After providing CoA several times (incl. via certified
mail) with copies of the utility bills, and my cleared checks as proof of payment, the City continued to
pretend it never received these items and demanded that | send them again and again (which | did).

! Refer to thewo (2) 1999 reports by Texas LicensedTr e x as Lead | nspection. and Environme
2 personally consider the Cit yoéwsnglyimposing farthertnjary with issaforcedirgsidéndes |
requirement- a form of child abuse enacted by the City of Austin

3 Refer to Testimony by Allissa Chambers.
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X

Several months later, in a letter written to me on 10/28/1996, a CoA officialwrote:A | n addi t i

resolving the utility reimbursement issue, we highly recommend that you pagtbent r act or . 0

Austin Energy (AE):

Recently, AE FALSELY incriminated & penalized me for allegedly tampering with my meter.

As part of AQusréni DiverSBianePrognam, :\E considers this a crime, with repeat
alleged offenses punishable with jail-time. A first time alleged offender is fined a few hundred
dollars. When jail-time is not involved, Austin Energy reserves the right to determine guilt of 1 time
offenders (and possibly second-time etc), exclusively based on its own inside investigations i
tagging certain clients as criminal offenders, and penalizing them accordingly. AE can also
involve law enforcement. Once AE determines (apparently arbitrarily & capriciously) that a client is
Aguiltyo, the cl i eeverworleng dueapayment ptam(aow orpntthe futare)o f

As of Spring-S u mme r ABhaBfalsely accused & penalized me for an alleged crime; denied me
due process; rebuffed my attempts to resolve the bill; failed to answer my questions relating to other
questionable billings; & has fined me a few hundred dollars, disconnected my utility service & turned the

partially false bill over to collections (while | was disputing & attempting to resolve the bill with AE).

Any consumer who has been falsely found guilty even once, by AE for this type of criminal

offense, is more susceptible to law enforcement involvement & jail-time, if they are ever accused

of the same crime again.

O |

Does Austin Energyds tactic of apparent |,gxclasivbafany ar i
objective outside investigation, & without providing due process,vi ol at e a consumér 6s

When guestions of systemic abuse are raised by an individual, how can One protect themselves from
the possibility of being victimized by apparent arbitrary and capricious actions enacted by agencies,

such as Austin Energy, that possess unilateral authority over accusing&d et er mi ni ng

B.NEUTRALI ZI NG ANECdR& &I BBl NDo EYE:

1.
2.
3.

Contractor Cronyism;
Conflicts of Interest; &
Lop-sided Contracts

CONTRACTOR CRONYISM:

The only party who honored the contract (Chambers) was also the only party that the City held to

the terms of the broken contract.

per

The terms of the loan program, required that the City of Austinbeafid n e utmaala@ i n g Ingead, t y ¢

CoA demanded things of me on behalf of the contractor; manufactured misleading documents in support
of her and adverse to me; and held me to the terms of the contract while it simultaneously pardoned

and protected the one who violated the contract (the contractor).

What is neutral about protecting the one who broke the contract and penalizing the only party
that honored the contract?

The City of Austin and its affiliate LLC, the Austin Housing Finance Corporation (AHFC), refused to apply
its own suggested penalties (including debarment) against the contractor i as defined in the contract and

iNAHFCG6s fiHomebuil der/ Cont r acti ®GectioR® BartsB &FaSedtiandF, Re q u

Section 7, numbers 2, (possibly 3), 4, 7, 8, & 9.

Page42 of 156



For example:

1 Section771 fi T lcentractor may be suspended fany of the following reasons
0 #71 if the contractordid not complete projects within the contract time frange
0 #8171 if the contractorcompletes a project 3(agls past the agreesipeci fi ed pr oj ect ¢
0 #9171 Violation of any contract provisiowi t h AHFC or its clients. o

T A_summary judgment ruling exists against the contractor for breach of contract & project abandonment.

1 Section4Fi A T h e ctayghall hawve no unresolved complaintghich have beeregistered withthe
Better Business Bureathe City of Austin,or the Austin Housing Finance Corporation

T | addressed written complaints about the contractor to the City of Austin, City Council, and AHFC
Secretary / Trustee Bill (William) Cook as early as 1996. They remained unresolved for years. (The BBB
will not allow a consumer to file a complaint if it is in litigation).

Contrary to its own protocols, AHFEC ignored its prescribed penalties and instead awarded the contractor
more contracts over the next decade. i more homes and lives were injured.

CoA gave lipservice to the one(s) it victimized and rewarded the one(s) who did the victimizing.

The contract states:

T Al f t he conotedmpletedt ih ghemamount of the consideratioa ubj ect t o t hgallGeont r a
diminishedby t he amount reasonably necessary to complete t

Own e r $e entitleal toldeduct from any disbursal or paynikm Comractor $100.00 for each day past the agreed
ompletion date as Owner 6s |liquidated damages

=
=13

(o]

T AFailure of the Contractor t o foqueeenfcalendardaywithoumire approval@fr a
Ownersshall constitute a breacAndshalle nt i t 1 e t he Owners to terminate thi

I n spite of my contractual rights and AHFCOs: presc

i. CoA applied atype of 6 r_a n_sagamét me by refusing to resume the project unless | paid the
contractor, released her of liability and dissolved the contract.x

ii. CoA awarded the contractor additional contracts and then enforced the loan agreement against me
with a lien that granted the City Power of Sale of my home.

x Can the City avoid reporting the status of a failed project to the federal government if the contract
is dissolved? i in other words, is a dissolved contract treated as if it never existed?

x Can dissolving a failed contract artificially inflatea Ci t y6s & 06Cso nstcroarcet oon t he
performance profile?

2. CONFLICTS OF INTEREST:

Liability policies for AHFC, its contractor and my project were issued by the insurance agency that was co-
owned by (then) City Council Member Eric Mitchell. At that time, | was not informed of this apparent
conflict of Interest. H.U. D. Subpart K, 570.611 fiConflict of

AConflicts prohibited® nopersonslescr i bed i n paragraph céwho exercise or
withrespecttoOB G act i vi t iircaspésition toywdrtizipate ine decision making procesgain inside
informationwith regard to such activitiegnay obtain a financial interestr benefit from a CDB&ssisted activity, ohave a
financial interest in any cdract, subcontract, or agreemewith respect to CDB&ssisted activity, or with respect to the
proceeds of the CDB@ssisted activityeither for themselves or those with whom they have business or immediate family ties
during the tenure or for one yeathereafte®€ Persons coveredThe conflict of interest provisions of paragraph (b) of this

Page43of 156



section apply to any person who is@mployee, agent, consultant, officer, or elected official or appointed officiae
recipient, orof anysubrecipienthat are receiving funds under this part.
http://a257.9.akamaitech.net/7/257/2422/12feb20041500/edocket.access.gpo.gov/cfr QoMpiHEp4cir570.611.pdf

This above referenced definitionis alsore-i t er at ed within CoAdbs HOME pro

Unaware of his business associations with the cont
assistance in resolving the issues with the contractor and my CDBG AHFC project. | even established a
running file with Council Member Mitchell 6s office
Neighborhood Housing, AHFC and myself.

I mentioned earlier that the City told methatfii f | ever wanted t o dkeadtodisgsohNeouse
the (already broken) contract and release the contractor. Interestingly, CoA demanded this of me within 48 hours
of my first alerting Council Member Mitchell of the situation involving his client(s) (AHFC, and the contractor).

In a subsequent letter dated 10/16/1996, Council Member Mitchell wrotetome: it he construct. i
is waiting on the following from you: thetter dissolving the contracbetween you and (contractprélt is

i mperative yvyou forward the information as soon as
ITNaturally, I declined my publ i chiscleps fom l@abilty & hullfymyd s d

contractual rights. Incidently, AHFC Board Members comprise the mayor & City Council (i.e. CM Mitchell).

LOP-SIDED CONTRACTS:

The City represented itsedbj a of ipdw&ytercali v emaorba gginr ¢
entrusted with the duty of objective management and enforcement of its programs. Additionally, CoA

was entrusted with drafting all contracts & legal paperwork associated the housing programs. Loan

clients had no reason to question the process or the terminology within the legal documents
because of the Cityds -callr edralf@d nagli egaparhe odso

However, upon closer inspection, the more finer and subtle details of the contract(s) appear to be
weighted in favor of the City & its contractor, while placing the client/homeowner at greatest risk and
with the least ability to seek redress. This apparent disparity is especially disconcerting when One
considers the fact that the homeowner risks forfeiture of their home to the City of Austin because of
the Cityds capacwithPowerofSala.f orce a | i en

For instance, these loans have typically been marketed to Senior Citizens and to the Disabled. A
stipulation in the contract requires that the client:

maintain their home to code; and
use their home as their primary residence for a specified number of years (usually 10).

Fami |l i e snaimtinedtiveiz homesteads collectively for generations and who have no intention of
selling or renting can potentially be misled for the following two reasons:

I f the Citybds contract or pfiest flace, HOddcanstiedantegwnaror kK i n
maintain it to code?

What happens if the homeowner becomes deceased or enters a convalescent home before they

have fulfilled the term of t hidegdlyspegking the @itgdf Austint i a l
has the right to demand full repayment of the loan within 30-days, OR foreclose* i Regardless of if other
family membersdéd intend to continue the tradition

1 the repayment/forgiveness terms of the loan are typically a balloon-structure i this means that the last annual
payment/credit equals the majority of the entire original loan balance i thereby making it more unrealistic
for a grieving family to come up with the difference in the loan balance within only 30 days.).
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VII.

A.

| Stacked Deck Resolutin  at t e mpt sC 0 Ui iR @bAICABG 1@aB#79090135Chambers

RESOLUTION ATTEMPTS:

The willful and negligent actions of the City and its contractor created additional damages to my home. The
cost to put my home back in the condition that it would have been, had the City and its contractor fulfilled
their contractual agreement was last bid for $87,000. Early on (before filing suit), | attempted several efforts
at resolution and ultimately offered to settle cost of repairs for $25,000. (a fraction of the actual total cost of
repairs). The City Council instead authorized no less than $177,000. of taxpayer money to hire outside
private legal counsel to suppress my attempts to pursue relief through the courts and enforce the contract
(for which CoA was entrusted with federal tax funds).

RKANGAROO COURToOo |/ STACKED DECK:

Insults to Injuries: Our decade-long daily duress that we endured while living amidst a literally
broken home and with our broken health was only the half of our Nightmare:

The salt in the wound was the equally injurious abuses that we endured (simultaneously) amidst a
seemingly futypeofikangarpoocess that IThimd@crtdof s o me
Appeals. The City of Austin and its contractor were affordedi b | acnhke c k 6 access amd | e
were able to exploit and manipulate the legal process indefinitelyat t ax p ay e (asdGooarx pe n s «
famil yds prolonged duress). Couns mtessardly andCaaphalizesh d i
onami nuti ae of -h e lgdah&tedhaustdd ns fihancially and emotionally. The stacked and
protracted ordeal ultimately starved us out in the 10" year in 2007.

In our attempts to enforce the contract (for which the City of Austin was entrusted with federal tax funds), we
witnessed what appeared to be a routine bias in favor of the City of Austin and its contractor. In the 6" year,
The City of Austin finally wriggled out of its accountability by claiming Sovereign Immunity, in spite of the
fact that our evidence appeared to meet several prongs that constituted their waiver of S.1..

A visiting Judge was among the few, who granted anything in our favor. The visiting Judge granted a

summary judgment ruling for breach of contract against the contractor. i Additionally, the Judge seriously
considered District Attorney referral of the apparent perjury enacted bythec ont r act o raddsa Cityoft o r
Austin official.

In the 9" year, a Judge, without reviewing the merits of the case, dismissed ALL but the one claim that
AHFCb6s & its cont r awmotaverthat anersemainiagrelaira inweleed thedruling for Breach
of Contract). These broad-based dismissals appeared to be automatic and pre-determined:

During the initial 2006 hearing for dismissal, the Judge suspended her ruling, pending the results of her
subsequent order for mediation (our 5" one). The Judge ordered us to report back after mediation,
whereupon she would finalize her dec Ciyiofferedzero, dnde i
its contractor offered an amount totaling less than a fraction of the cost of my legal fees.

At the follow-up hearing the Judge stated on record:

fiLast ti me wlavouldehave graneed eeir (CoA & its contractor) motion to dismiss. | sent
ydall to medi ate bec@hasbers&heratyydoodowawhknawg pialivdr/2006. z e r

Although the dismissal hearing was limited to testimony relating to a technicality, Counsel for CoA and its

contractor were permitted carte blanchet o expand their testi mony .beyond
However, we were denied the opportunity to prepare for these arguments; nor were we able to cross-examine

or provide witness test i mon potdnt@lly peguroud nesreprésentatomsp 0 Si n g
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Requested six months earlier, we had a pre-set trial date pending in 5 months. The Judge, however moved
thetrialdateupby2monthst k nowi nhg that the new date coincided w
would be recuperating from surgery.

The Judge then stated:

AThere will be no continua(ncoas r ac,tOdivbisotahsetryg, 6 sMrs.o nCel a
your operation i like | said, the Court is not heartless--0

Needlesst o say, t he orneyfiled a moton forrc@ntnuaace anly days before trial. His continuance
was granted; and the Judge ordered us back to mediation again (our 6" i me d i a t$1,500. a pop)t

All but the one claim had been dismissed. The Insurance company said it would not cover that last claim; yet it
nonet heless continued t«hgrcéaont atbessofbraadditiibhah
subsequently threatened bankruptcywi t h regard to the | ast remainiang ¢
summary judgment); and | had to choose between the cost of yet another mediation or paying my

mortgage. i We were starved out.

For over a decade, the City, its contractor and their counsel wove fallacies and were able to enter
slanderous and apparently perjurous misrepresentations into record; yet | was ultimately denied my
day in court to ever set the record straight.

VIIL. | From the Ashes & RiSiNg:RE: CoA CDBG Loan #79090135Tracee & Allissa Chambers |

A. REPERCUSSIONS:

The Cityobds and dvdasion of acaountaditity impoded tremendous grief and hardship
onto my family. We were left to clean up their mess and endure unimaginable consequences. Our hopes
and ambitions were postponed, blocked and some were even shattered forever. This travesty happened to
us during a critical turning-pointi n my hus b and ®Wewaeatdthenage whénfmest people
are beginning new chapters: Finishing their Education; Planning Families; and Pursuing Careers (the
American Dream). This travesty persisted for the entirety of that chapter of our lives. During that
time, it took every ounce of our energy and resources to simply hold the line and hang onto to a few bits
and pieces of what our previous lives comprised.

TheCi t ybs enf or ced ntexpadsalenpfansly andlgqowitreneimelevated levels of lead

paint dust for a prolonged and chronicper i od of t i me. Our health endur
educational path was radically altered as his emerging neurological, learning, and behavioral challenges
became more pronounced (all classic symptoms of lead exposure).

Lead (pb) has a half-life of one month in the blood stream. That means a person can test positive for

elevated levels of lead in one month, and then in another month, his tests can appear unremarkable,
regardless of whether hedd i ngesi0%00%oblead (pb)it stoved | s
in a personds boféseantraohnt &t il $yveed . At any giv
life, these lead (pb) stores can be excreted back into the blood stream and cause additional harm. These
Total Body Lead Burden levels are undetectable with a blood test.

Other credible lab tests for my family and | have confirmed our elevated Total Body Lead (pb)

Burdens. My levels were off the chart. We have undergone some painful and expensive chelation

t herapi es, and have been advised to consider doin
indicated a stressed liver. A nationally recognized peer-reviewed specialist confirmed that my family and

I incurred bodily injury as a result of the prolonged and chronic exposure to lead paint dust. Our family

has suffered from bone, joint and overall body pain for several years (This is especially challenging for

my husband who earns his livelihood as a massage therapist.). Lead (pb) can cause a person to

become infertile; and lead (pb) can be passed onto an unborn fetus and cause damage to an unborn
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child. My husband and | had to abandon our hope to bring another child into our family for this
reason and for the fact that our home was/is contaminated.

Ourh o me 6 s isepgrmanently & adversely affected by the fact that legally, | must disclose to any
potential buyer the prior results of the lead contamination, t hat resulted to our ho
contractordés actions.

Our income capacity was compromised for a number of reasons:

T My sonds emerging health and feldtune attentiom.nForoneryeae(dss comditioneoh d e
our sonb6s mgr blusmand) and | at t evedvday. Ultimatelyswe meSasted $ocHomeo |
Schooling after our sonb6s challenges became more prono|

1 Our attentions and resourceswer e di vi ded and stretched between home re
persistent and chronic legal shenanigans enacted by the opposing parties.

1  The chronic unpredictability required that my husband switch vocations & take jobs that allowed flexible hours.

The subsequent expenses imposed upon my family from all the fallout [i.e. home repairs, health and
educational interventions, legal expenses, back-mortgage payments (during the 5-yrs we secured 2ndry
shelter), and a myriad of other consequential effects] has damaged our credit, rendered our home UN-
affordable, plummeted us into debt and backed us into a corner.

When | first embarked upon the journey with thws Ci
virtually debt-free, owned an affordable home, had great credit and was full of hope and possiblitity.

Sadly, | purchased my once affordable home with my own money and at market value, so that my

child (who was a baby at that time) could avoid the very sense of perpetual displacementthat Co A0 s
gross mi smanagement of their quote AAffordabl g Ho
chronic state of unsettl edness that ens uadtdlterdddifei ned
course of our family life, our social life, our health, our education and careers. The cost to repair the

damages incurred to our home by the City and its contractor, has rendered our home unaffordable. In
hindsight a t r adi ti onal |l oan woul ddbve been far |l ess cost
homesteads in my neighborhood.

. STILL STANDING i MOVING ON:

When things like this happen, we move forward because WE MUST. But we do not do it in Silence.

T Our previously trampled hopes are resurrected into Hope for Others: Hope that Qur Voices might
serve to spare others from similar abuse. We move forward because we survive i but when
obstacles such as these are thrown i n Oveedisfergntat h,
reality and at a very different pace. It is done NOT by putting one foot in front of the other. i rather it
is done with one-toe-at-a-time; and many times falling back and stubbing all ten toes along the way.

Nonetheless, we are a resilient family and we have chosen to redefine what determines our quality
in life. We are aresilient family and we press on (although not always gracefully) to overcome the
odds. But it has not been easy and it has not been done alone: We are grateful that others have
stood beside us as our family journeyed through this very heartbreaking path. We have overcome
much, although we are still not out of the woods yet.

THE BEGI NNI NGé
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IX. | Beyond the Individuali A Systemic Affect:RE: CoA CDBG Loan #79090125Tracee & Allissa Chambers

A. OTHER HOMES, OTHER LIVES:

By 1999, the Cityo6s c obahdonedthecCoA pfojedt at my teomie) lzad performed over 70
HUD-funded home rehabilitation jobs. In spite of the fact that the contractor violated the contract, damaged

my home and billed me for work that was either not done or was substandard, the contractor continued to

be awarded more contracts by CoA and Travis County at least as late as May 23, 2006, when weeks
earlier on May 4, 2006, a home incurred extensive water dama
negligent roof replacement. As of today (2008), some of the same CoA inspectors, project managers and

other public officials, who either alleged to have passed inspection onthe e | e ct r i that vilaw laterk o
discovered to be a fire hazard; or who turned a blind eye wi t h r egar d t oviolatiore; leads nt |
based paint interim controls and the subsequent contamination of my home, continue to oversee new
projects and new housing & redevelopment programs that are currently in the works today.

x How many other homes and lives have been/willbeput i n har més way?

x How many other families have been victims of the apparent arbitrary/capricious pass/fail
practicesof CoO A6 s I nspecti ®@n Department

x  What will the City of Austin and Travis County do NOW in order to safequard the health & safety
of its former and future clients and their families?

B. NEW WAVE OF HOUSING AND REDEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS:

A new wave of housing and redevelopment programs is being introduced by the City of Austin.

For example:

Green building;

Homestead Preservation Districts,

Point of Sale Energy Ordinances,

$55M bond Money for Affordable Housing;
Tax Rebates to certain incoming businesses;
Other

=4 =8 =8 -4 -4

Conceptually-speaking, these programs might have the potential to improve the quality of life for Austinites.
However,asi s evi dent with CoAds handling of my project,
hands of a select few, these kinds of programs can also be (mis)used to: drive people out of their
home(s); drive local merchants out of business; & drive ethical homebuilders out of town.

A program is only as good and as healthy as the system it functions within. For quite some time now, City
of Austin Officials have been cognizant of the Criminal allegations related to my project and of other
alleged misdeeds relatedtoot h er p e o p & gnadlsbusmassae Jo their credit, the new City
Manager and City Council Member, have at least recently acknowledged my questions. However, to date, |
have received no confirmation of whether CoA has referred the information (that is criminal in nature) to the
US attorney i (subject to Title 18 of the United States code).

x What good are these new housing and redevelopment programs unless our City can demonstrate
its commitment to accountability?

x  Why install a new sink before the leak is fixed?

x  Will these new housing and redevelopment programs be used to enhance the lives of all Travis
County Citizens; OR will these programs be (mis)used to determine: who gets to live here, who
gets to work here and who must go?
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C. YOURTAX DOLLARS NOT AT WORK: (Federal & Local)

1) Duplication & Waste:

When programs and projects like the one | was involved in, fail, our tax dollars go a fraction of the
distance for what they were obligated for.

To clarify:

Regarding any botched project that the City of Austin fails to take responsibility for, clients of one

program must often seek remedies by applying to yet another tax-funded program. This can starve out

funds budgeted for other projects, other clients and other nonprofits. Basically,theCi t y6s evasi
own accountability promotes duplication and waste because federal grant money is being applied

more than once for the same or similar purpose.

For example:
a) Austin Urban League:

Roughly-speaking, the allocation of Federal Housing Grant funds are structured in the following fashion: A
participating jurisdiction (pj), such as the City of Austin, receives grant money from the federal government.
CoA then divides and distributes these funds to programs managed by CoA and also to various private
nonprofits, such as the Urban League, to implement various housing programs of their own.

The funding pinch is potentially amplified for some nonprofits, when eventually, a former client of a possibly

botched CoA project must then appeal to another nonprofit (like the Urban League) to repair what the City did

not do right in the first place. This means that the subsidiary nonprofit is potentially saddled with the task of

applying its funds toward fixing a problem that originated outofon e of CoA®6s ot herandfausi n
which tax dollars were previously applied from the same original pot.

b) Co AbesdSmart Pr ogr a m &ingled-dniilg Home Loan Program (SFLP) (re. my project):

CoA received approximately $18,000. in federal grant funds to apply toward rehabilitating my home through its

Single Family Home Loan Program (SFLP). Instead, extensive damage to my home, including the

contamination of cadmium & lead-paintdustwas caused as a result of CoAbs
federally-funded SFLP project at my home. As of today, the City of Austin cannot account for this $18,000.
federal grant money; nor will it take responsibility for cleaning up the lead (pb) contamination at my home

resulting from its federally-funded SFLP project.

Since 2002, approximately $5.3 Million Dollars (1.8M & 3.5M) in federal grant money has been awarded to

CoAds L eadsSmaforthe janpasegof ranmediatinglead-p ai nt hazards within peoj
CoA has avoided taking responsibility for the mess it created at my home over 10 years ago, CoA is now

considering qualifying my home for their LeadSmart program. i in other words, CoA plans to consider using

another batch of federal funds to clean up a mess that CoA created from its initial batch of federally-

funded grant programs.*

*mind you, if CoA qualifies me, it will want to enforce yet another residential requirement, enforced by yet
another lien, simply so that | might be able to get CoA to clean up the mess it made at my house over a decade ago.

*CoAbGs recent (2008) consideration to (maybe)
does NOT change the fact that CoA knowingly and deliberately exposed a toddler and his

family to poison for several years; requiring us, under threat of foreclosure, to live in the
hazardous waste.

The City of Austin is entrusted with federal grant funds and the responsibility to see that these monies
are applied effectively the FIRST time around, so as to minimize the possibility of having another nonprofit
or another program foot the bill for something that was already paid for by a previous tax-funded

program.
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x Has the City of Austin relied upon other federal grant monies/programs to cover-up/fix its
mistakes resulting from its initial federally-funded programs?

2) Are Local Tax dollars suppressing Local Corruption?:

CoA spent several times more in local tax dollars than it would have originally cost CoA to simply take
responsibility and fix what it broke at my house. Initially | offered to settle all costs of repairs for $25K.

Instead, City Council authorized no less than $177,000. in local taxpayer money to hire outside private
counsel to suppress and cover up how CoA handled my project.

Recently (2008), CoA also authorized local tax dollars when it hired outside private counsel with regard
to Proposition |l.

x Why does CoA authorize so much local tax money to apparently evade paying a fraction of the
cost it would take to heed Public Interests? What does the City of Austin have to hide?

D. HOMESTEAD INCENTIVES OR CREATIVE EMINENT DOMAIN?

Based on my own experience & the experiences of so
regard to the Homestead Loan incentives that CoA marketed throughitsiaf f or dabl ed housi

T IftheCi tyds objective was to remove targeted peopl
would say their Aaffordabled / Ahomesteadd progr

f However, if the Cityds objective was to retain e
residents, then | would have to say that it is time for a serious systemic review.

I must question whether CoA6s housing programs were
exercise a form of Creative Eminent Domain / People-Removal.

Conclusn
I the Need for Investigation{Criminal & Systemic Abuse) RE: CoA CDBG Loan #79090125Chambers

Serious questions of CoAb6s act ivioaiion offFedena Criminal Statuees o | v ¢

Some of these criminal concerns include:

1 Forgery;

9 Unaccounted-for Federal tax dollars;

1 apparent patterns & practices;

1 possible fraud waste & mismanagement

To their credit, both the new city manager and council member, CM Marc Ott and CM Laura Morrison, both
recent !l y (S leastreeknowledpy&d)the questions of criminal conduct that were reported to them.

However, they have not responded to my request for referral of the information to the US attorney 1 (subject
to Title 18 of the United States code).

x What will Travis County and City of Austin officials do NOW
to address these concerns about systemic abuse?
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AddendumDi Secti on AcoO
Supportive Background Dat a; Chambersdéo Project

c. Supporting Testi mony [/ Doc umepndSHLD | ¢

I Contract (portion of) i 3-party between p. 50
i Borrowers: Allissa Chambers and Tracee Chambers
i CoA contractor: Valdez Remodeling
1 Managing Party & Trustee: City of Austin; Bill Cook (AHFC)

1 AHFC Requirements, Guidelines & Proces$ CoA Loan Programs. p. 61

1 Austin Housing Finance Corporation (AHFC) Homebuildaohtractor Registration Reguirements

1 Single Family Loan Programrocess Checklist

li.  Court Ruling: Breach of Contract for Abandonment of Project p. 73
iv.  Forgery: p. 76

9 copy of municipal document reflecting a forged signature of Ms. Chambers

f copy of Ms. Chambersdé actual signature d
V. Timeline Detailed: Chronology (19942008)i 19 pages p. 80

vi. Reference List: Testimony & documentation including actions / questions p. 100
of criminal nature®

! [August 10, 2008 CoA received an earlier abbreviated versigith hard-copies otthe referenced materigincluding the forgery)]
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AddendumDi Sect i on fAco part Ai O

Supportive Background Dat a; Chambersdéo Project
Contract(portion of)i 3-party ketween: pp. 5060

1 Borrowers: Tracee Chambers and Allissa Chambers

1 CoA contractor: Valdez Remodeling

f Managing Party & Trustee: City of Austin; Bill Cook (AHFC)
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DEFERRED FORGIVABLE CDBG MECHANIC'S LIEN NOTE

Date: September 22, 1995
Maoker: ALLISSA M. CHAMBERS, = single woman, and sister, TRACEE L. CHAMBERS, » single woman

Maker's Malllng Address (indhuding county): clo Allissa M. Chambers
1702 East 17th Swreat
Austin, Travis County, Toxss 76702

Payes: CITY OF AUSTIN, 2 Texss home-mle city and musicipal corporution

Payee's Mailing Address (incloding county): clo City of Austin
Astn: CDBG Single Family Progrsm Maoager
505 Barton Springs Road - Suits 600 (78704)
P.0. Box 1088
Austin, Travis County, Texss 787678828

Place for Payment (ncheding comnty): clo City of Austin
At CDBG Single Family Program
505 Barton Springs Road - Suite 600 (75704)
P.0. Box 1088
Austin, Texas 78767-3828

or any other place that Pryes may designate in writing.

Prindpal Amount:

SEVENTEEN THOUSAND, SEVEN HUNDRED THIRTY-SEVEN AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($17,737.00), o 50 mmach theroof s may be

oustanding from time to thne pursiant to thut centain CDBG Rehabilitstion Loan Agroement betwoea Maker and Payee (the "Rehsbilitation
2 cae or more Mechanic’s Lien Contract(s) with Power of Sals, betweea Maker and JOSIE VALDEZ dba VALDEZ REMODELING

(callectively, the “mechanic’s lien contract™), duted Soptember 22, 1995 and recorded in the real propeety records of Travis Cousty, Texes.

Amnunl Interest Rats on Unpald Priocipsl from Date of Funding:  ZERO AND NO/100 PERCENT (0.00%)
Aznual Interest rats on Matared, Onpaid Amounts: TEN AND NOY100 FERCENT (10.00%)

Terms of Payment (principal, interest and other chargea):

Provided Maker does not violate any of the terms and conditions of that certain CDBG Rehabilitation Loan Agroemest, daied September 22, 1995,
ﬁbwummumwwd%hmww. —
through the fourth, in the amount of ONE THOUSAND, HUNDRED SEVENTY-THREE AND 70/100 DOLLARS ($1,773.70), on the 1st
day of Jumsary of each year, beginning Jusuary ), 1997, sod (b) the fifth, in the amount of TEN THOUSAND, SIX HUNDRED FORTY-TWO
AND 20/100 DOLLARS ($10,642.20) oo Jesuary 1, 2001. If during the five year term Maker is requind to escrow insurance or property tazes to
Payee' loan servicer or designated insurance o tax escrow ageat, mn sdditional service collection charge is payable in moathly instalimests of EIGHT
AND 50100 DOLLARS ($8.50) each, on or before the 15t day of every month, beginning on the kster of - (x) Jansary 1, 1996, or (y) the Ist day of
the monch next following the moath in which Maker is required 1o escrow insurmace of property taxes to Payee's loan servicer or desigoated insurnce
of 1ax escrow agent, and continuing regulerly ontil the principal and interest have boen paid. Each payment will be credited first to other charges, if
any, then 10 accrued interest and thea to mduction of principal. If any instaliment is ovendos for moee than fifteen (15) calendar days, at Payee's option
five cents may be charged for each dollar overdue in order to defray the cxpense of handling the delinquent payment.

Page 1 of 3 page $17,737.00 CDBG Mechsnic's Liea Nots to City
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Secarity for Payment

&Mhh%mumWhMﬂMJ&hwmdemm. i )
the “mechanic’s liea contract):

Date: September 22, 19935
’ Trastos: Willliam R. Cook
Cootrsctor:  JOSIE VALDEZ dba VALDEZ REMODELING

Property (Incloding county and oy lmprovessents):

mﬂummMWQhﬁﬂ'&'wnﬁudnﬁw
wullﬁ--‘hp_“hudﬂ*thdmm_m

And 2 Deed of Trust Rencwing the Lions:
Date: Scpteatber 22, 1995
Gramtors ALLISSA M. CHAMBERS, 2 single woman, and sister, TRACEE L. CHAMBERS, 1 single womea
Beneficlary:  City of Austin, a Toxas bome-rule city snd municipal corpomtion
Trustee: William R. Cock
This sote incorporates and is subject to the mechanic's liea contract

unhlpnd-nonb&uﬁdhﬁnlbﬁshmd“bhmdn‘hw-—’bi—-ﬂ*
charges ot the mtes statod above. All unpaid amouts shall be doe by the final scheduled payment date.

Hm&hhﬁmdﬁmwhhm‘q#hqw.ﬂcwhl“h“,‘
mﬂhww-ﬂh“.—*mnwﬂndhdﬂ-‘aﬁ-vﬁu&ih_!
_dnlﬂ.--;hﬂhh-by-ﬂn.-&hh;uw”h“Mhhﬂd-ﬁ'-uu&-.
immediately due. uddq“dwmduhmp—iuhmwdu—nm
M.“dm-l.ﬂ.md-ﬂ-dm.&m—*‘ul—.

Mnh-ynqt‘—ﬂﬂ.'ﬂm—-hﬂwmqm.h“»dhwwn—
lhhm,.mhh-ﬁﬂmﬂuuhh.——ufﬂ“n_ Payee may roquire thet
qﬂmhhh_unﬁwﬂ

Iﬁncqb—mcaﬁ-lhﬂmu-mhm-m&lnnwnm-ﬁm
-lli“u“““tﬂ*y.w*hﬂ”ﬁlﬁuﬂnmimd“d“
fnckding reesonsbie atomey’s fees and coart costs, i addition to other amounts due. Reesonsble anomey's fecs shall be 10% of afl smounts due unlens cither
party pleads otherwise,
h-nh&nﬂ-dwﬁmﬂuud.-—n-d—hh-hqunlhd-.-ﬁ.hﬂ
c“&h-uhudh”-—ﬂbeﬁd-ﬁﬂddhﬂmlhuhﬂ.d-ld. On ey
acceleration or requined or permitiod prepuymoent, any such excexs shall be cancsied sotomasically as of the accelenition 0r prepayment o, if altcady paid,
credited on the principsl of the debt o, If the principal of the debt has ben paid, refimnded. This provision overrides other provisions in this sad afl other
instruments coscerning the delbt.

Each Maker is respomsible for all obligations represcated by this sow.

Whes the context requises singolar pouns and pronosns include the pheral.

EXECUTED AND DELIVERED s of the date fi sbove writtm.
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Maker:

nv:__&ﬁégmﬂaﬁ

NAME:  Allissa M. Chambers, individually

BY: b lisso.
NAME: Tracee L. Chambers, acting and through her agent and atiomey-in-fact, Allissa M. Chambers

ATTACHED EXHIBIT A - Legal Description of Property
PREPARED IN THE LAW OFFICE OF:

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

EXHIBIT A
(Legal Description of Property)

The Property (including any improvements) referred 0 in this agreement is described as follows:

APORTION OF LOT 2 in BLOCK 6, C. R. JOHNS & CO, SUBDIVISION OF OUT LOT 37, DIVISION "B",
a subdivision in Austin, Travis County, Texas, according 10 map or plat thereof recorded in Volume 1, Page 3B,
of the real property records of Travis County, Texas: also known as 1702 East 17th Street, Austin, Texas; SAVE
AND EXCEPT therefrom, that partion conveyed in Voluma 709, Page 397, Deed Records, Travis County, Texss.
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