Housing Discrimination

Sample Multiple Choice Questions #3  
Answers and Comments
Correct answers in Times Roman bold.  My explanations are in Times Roman Italics.

(14) Which of the following is an example of evidence of timing supporting the plaintIff’s claim of discriminatory intent?
(a) In Rizzo, the city first supported the project, then opposed it when the extent of public disapproval became clear.
(b) In Sorenson, the landlord evicted the tenants as soon as he saw the African-American women. 
(c) In Marable, the words that gave rise to defendant’s claim that plaintiff had a “smart mouth” occurred after the manager had rejected the [plaintiff’s application
(d) All of the above.
(15) All of the following facts were relevant in Rizzo, except:

(a) The mayor of Philadelphia made opposition to the project part of his campaign.
(b) The public eventually accepted the project. This occurred long after the case was decided.
(c) The city did not send police to protect the building site from protesters.
(d) The city was willing to give up federal funds. 
 (16) Which of the following facts supported the defendant in Marable?
(a) Marable had a poor credit score. He had the second highest possible credit score.
(b) Marable lied in his deposition about whether he put down a deposit.
(c) The complex had a absolute policy of not renting to single individuals. Evidence clearly showed that there were many single tenants  in the complex
(d) The corporation that supposedly employed Marable did not exist. It was registered as an Alabama corporation.
(17) According to the court, all of the following facts supported the plaintiff in Marable, except:
(a) The complex had never rented to an African-American.
(b) A former employee testified that the manager “would just die” if she had to rent to African-Americans. The court of appealsdid not rely on this because the trial court had found the witness not credible.
(c) The records of the complex showed that it had accepted many tenants with worse credit histories than Marable.
(d) During the litigation, the defendant changed her story several times about her reason for rejecting Marable. 

(18) Looking at Sorenson and Marable together, which of the following is true?

(a) An appellate court gives more deference to a jury than to findings of fact made by a judge.
(b) A statement of a defendant that he acted with a discriminatory motive is conclusive proving that his intent was unlawful. Sorenson says such a statement is relevant but not conclusive
(c)  Evidence from a landlord’s business records is no more reliable than oral testimony. Marable treats the business records as definitive.
(d) None of the above. 
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