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CITIZENS UNITED FOR A FAIR SCUS NG LAW |4 RHODE ISLAND
| Jamuary 28, 1959

GIEATIONG AMD ANSWERS
Ol FAIR HOUSING PRACTICLS LEGISLATION

WAAT 89 A "FaER HouSing Law"?

it 1% A LAW STATING THAY THERE 3HALL BE N0 DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES i THE SELL Wb,
REMT MG OR LEASING OF HOUEING ACCOMMODAT (ONS RASED UPOK YHE RACE OR COLOR, RELSGIOWN
Ok COMNYRY OF ANTESTRAL ORIGIN LF THE APPLECAKTS.

WHY (5 BACIAL OF RELIGIOWS DISONIMNIMATION 18 HOUSING A MAVTER FOR STATE CoMCERNT

SWEH DISCRIMIMATION ROT ONLY DEMICS THE RIGHTS AND PROPER PRIVILEGES OF TRE b
MABE TAMTS OF THE STATE, (T 4LS0 YRARENSE 1TY FMST, TUTIONS AND FOURDATICHM. PRACTICES
OF DISCRIVINAT I OK BASED YPOH RACE OR SOLOR, Aol (310N O0R COURTAY OF ANCELTRAL OGRIGIN
i THE SALE, REMTAL OR LEASE OF HOUSIRG ACCHRIOATIONE HAYVE RESULTED 13 SGHETTOR
FRTO WHdCH MEMBERS ©F MIRORITY JAGNPS ARE FORCED; EVEN THROUGH THIS COMPELS EXTREME
VYERCROVWO ING AMO DETERISALTION OF SUCKH AREAS. SUCH HOUBIMEG SESREGATION TERDE TO

. RESUET (M FEUREGATION 1k HCHOOLE,; RECACATIORAL FACILITIES ABD OTHMER PURLIC SERVICES,

G0 §ME @F_WE“@H&O&WH@M FTANDARD S, THE DEVELOPMEMT OF INTER=GROUP FEAR AWD Ofde
TRUET WHICH BREINDS CONFLICT, TEMBION, DISHARMNMIY, AKBD UMSOCIAL PRACTICES. HENCE
THUE PRACTICE OF UMFAIR OUSCRIMEUBATIOG 16 MNOUSING (MOAIRE AND THREATENS THD WEALTH,
BAFETY, PLACE AMND GEMENAL VELFARE OF THE I%RAL TANTS oF THE STATE.

WHAT 18 THE BASIE OF THE STATE'S POWER TO EMALY & FAIR HOUSIMG LAW?
THE STATE 16 BMPOWERED TO EMALT A FHIR NOUSIW LAW 1% THE EXERCIBE OF 178

RESPORGIBILITY ARG DUIYF To PFASS LAWS FOR TrE PROMGYION OF THE GENERM. WELFARL
PROEPERITY AMD MEALTH; A4ML THE PROTECTION OF THE CITIZENS,; OF THE STAYE. Twe

STAYE oF B, §. waS BECx & PioMEER (M THE ERACTHERY OF ANTIi-DISCRIMIMATION LAWS K THE

FRELDS OF EMPLOYMEMT, SUBLIC ACLIMODATIONS AND PUBLIC HOUSING.
Mo WANY STATES WAVE ALREADY PASEED LAvS ODEALIMG WITH MOUSING DISCRIMINATIONT

TWELYE STATES (LOMRECT s CUT, BLALIMOES; (HDIAKA; MASSACMUSETTS, MICHIGAN, MiuMEsTa,
Wew JERBEY, WEW YoRk, DREGOM; PEAMBYLYAMIs, RHODE ISLARD, WASHINATON).

Qﬂﬁ@ A FAIR ROUWSING L.AW DERRIVE TWE OWNER OR MANAGER OF A RBOUSE OF HMiH FREEOGK
O SERLECT Mi8 TEMARTSY

M.  §F LEMITE THIS PREEOOH M OME RESPECT OMLY: THE Q2WMER OR MANAGER MAY MoT RE=
JECT &M APPLICATSION OF & PERSUM FOR MOUSING FACILITIES BECAUSE OF RACE OR COLOR,
RELCBION OR COMNTRY OF ANREESTRAL OR(BIN. ARPART FROM THIS LIMITATION; WE 18 LEET
FREL TO CHODSE THE PLASOME WMOM WE WANTS AD TEMAWTS,

BIoES A FAIR HOUBING Law FORCE THE OWMER OR MANAGER OF A HOUSE TO ACCELEPT AL A
TEHENT A MEMAEA OF & BiMORIYY gRoup?

B0 THE CumER OR MANAGER OF A WOUWSE MAY REJECT AMY APPLICAYION B0 LOWG A5 THE
RAGE OR COLOR; RELIGION OR COUMTRY OF ANCESTRAL ORIGIN OF THE APPLICANT 13 MOT
THE REABON FOR SUCH MEJLCTION. ‘
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DOoES A FAIR HOUSING LAW AFFECT THE PROPERTY RIGHTS OF & BOUSE OWMERT

To A4 CERTMN EXTERT 1T GOES, AS DO ZONING LAwS, BUILDING AKD HOUSING STYTARGARDE
ARD CODES, FiRE PREVENTION LAWS, &HD MANY OTWER LAWS ORALIKE WI¥H REAL PROPERTV.
[LIKE AMY OTHER RIGHT, THE RIGHT OF A MOUSE CWNER 13 WOV APSOLUTE BUT (8 SUBJECT
TO LIMITATIONS AND RESTRICTIONS PROVIOED FOR BY LAW I8 THE PUBLEC INTERESY.

WOULD THE PROPOSED LAW LIMIY MY RIGHT TO CHOOSE & ROOMER OR LORGER WiTHIN SY MOMET

NOT AT ALL. THE PROFOZED LAW DOES HOT AFFECT THE LETTING CF ROOKMS TO LODUERS
WITHIN & FAMILY OWELLING.

WHY ARE RELIGIOUS AND DEMOMINATEIONMAL INSTITUTIONS LAEMPTEDT

ALTHOUGH RELIGIOUS SROUPYS ik R. §. HAYE ROT REQUESTED THIS EXEmPTION, THE U. S.
CoMBTITUTION PROVIDES THAT CONGRESS (AND SY INFERUNCE THE STATE LEG!SLATURES)
"eMALL MAKE MO LAW RESPECTING AK ESTABL ISAMENT OF RELIGION". RELIGIOUS GROUPY
HAVE THE RIGHT TO GIVE PREFEREMCE W THEIR ACTIVITIES TO THEIR OWN MEMBERS, AND
THE PROPOSED LAY HAS BELM S0 VORDED AS TU SEXOVE THE POSSIBILITY OF OOQURT A% TO
CONSTITUTIORALETY. '

Can RACIAL AND RELIGIOUS BIAS AND PREJUDICE BE ELIMIMATED BY LEGISLATION SUCK
A9 A FAIR MOUSIMNG LAWY

NOT BY &AW ALONG. ELIMINATION OF BIAS AMD PAEJSUDICE CAMMOY BE ACHIEVED 1N THE
ABSENCE OF AN EDUCAT ONAL PROGRAM BASED OH THE AMERICAN CONCERY OF EQUALTY OF
QPPORTURITY. FAIR HOUSING LEGISLATION HELPE 1M THI3 EDUCATIONAL PROCESS (MAS-
MULH AZ 1T DEMONATRATES THAYT THE ORGAMIZED COMMURITY FIRMLY ENOORSES a4MD SUPPORTSY
THIS CONCEPT, ' ’

T 13 THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF FAIR HOUSING LEGISLATION TO MAKE UNMPAIR 0 SCRIMINS=
TORY PRACTICES UWNLAWIUL wHILE THE EDUCATIOMAL PROCESS GOES ON TO REDMCE FEEL INGD
OF BIAS AND PREJUDICE. LEGISLATION ALONE CANNOT MAKE PEOPLE VIRTUQUE; ITH PURPOSE
i5 TO PROTECT (B IVIDUALS FROM IMJUSTICE, AND THE COMMUNITY FROM YTHE EVILS REw
SULTIBG FROM ARTI-S0CIAL BEMAVIOR.

DoLs THE EMTRY OF MINORITY FAMILIES CAUSLE PROPERTY VALUES YO DECLINLY

No. STUDIES 1 SAN FRAMCIZCO, LOS ANGELES, PORTLAND, BALTIMORE, MEW Yomx AnMe
FRILADELPHIA, AND ACTUAL EXPERIEMCE I MANY OTHER LOCALITIES WAVE 3HOWR THAY THE
MGVING OF MEMBERS OF MINORITY GROUPS 1MTO A NEiGHBORMOGD DOLS HOT RESULT N THE
DETERJORATION OF PROPERYY VALUES. 17 13 THE S0CIaAL AND ECOMOMIC JTANDARD OF 1HME
IMHASI TANTS OF A& NEIGMBORKOODR,; KOT THEIR RACE OR RELIGION; WHICH DETENMIMES V%
CHARACTER,; TS DESIRABILITY AS A PLACE OF ABODE, AND THE TREKD OF PROPESTY
VALUES WITHIN THE ME!GHBORIOD .

iIr OME NEGRO FAMILY MOYES iNYO A WEIGMBORMOOD, WiLL THERE BE A FLOOD OF OTHER
NEGRO FAMILIEST

THIS HAS MOT WAPPLNED IN THE DOZEWS OF NZIGHBORHOODS M PROVIDEHCE AND CLOEWWERE
1M R, |. WHERE MOM~wHITE FAMILIES NMAVE BECN LIVING FOR AS LONG AS A GEMERATOH,
[F THE WHITE MEIGHBORS FALL VICTIMS TO PANIC-3ELL MG AND WYSTER!S. AND WOVE QUT
AT OMCE; THE RESULTANT VACANCIES MAY WELL BE TAKEN UF BY NOWWHITES WHO FIND (¥
DIFFICULT TO FiND HOUSBING OUTSIDE OF YHE SiX EX18TIMG GHETTOS 1IN PROVIDEHCE. §F
WON=WHITES ARE PERMITTED TO LIVE FREELY WHERL THEY WBSH AMD CAK AFFORD TO LIVE,
THEY Will BE EASILY INTEGRATED WiTHOUT MEAVY COMCENTRATIONS. AFTER Aul, TWERE
ARE OMLY 2% OF MON=WHITES in K. .
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Do NEGBROES MAIMTAIN TMEIR PROPERTY AS WELL AS wHiITES?

AN EXAMINATION OF INTERRAC!IAL HOUSING DEVELOPHMENTS AND INTERRAC AL ME|GHBORMOODS
PROVES THAT MEOQROES MAIRTAIN THEIR PROPERTY AS WELL AS OR BETTER TWAM THEIR
WHiTE WEIGMBORS, THEY; 700, MAVE A PROPERTY INTERESY IN THEIR HOMES AND A CIVIC
IMTEREST W THEIR MEIGHBORHOODS., [T 18 WROKMG TO BLAME THE NEGRO FOR TME POOR
CONDITION OF THE S.LUK AREAS WHERE ME 18 FORCED TO LIVE, THESE CONDITIONS ARE
KOT CAUSED B8Y HEGRO GCCUPAMCY., HE 19 THME VICTIM, NOT THE CAUSE.

WHAT MACHIMERY DOES A Fair HOUSING LAW SET UP TO (MPLEMENT TME BAN ON DISCRIMINA-
TIOM 1M HOUSING?T

it EXTENDS YHE POWERS OF TME EXiSTING R. [, CoMMissioN AGAINST DISCRINMIMATION.
T Coris8ion Witk 1MVESTIOATE CHARGES OF UNFAIR DISCRIMINATION, AND, IF §T
Fi%D8$ PROBABLE CAUSE FOR A CHARGE, Wikl SEZEK TO SETTLE THE MATTER BY PERSUASION
OR COMCILRAYTION. {F SUCH SFFORTS FAIL, A NEARING 15 MELD AT WMICM BOTH THEL
COMPLAIMING PARTY AMD THME PERSOK CHARGED WITH SUCH DiSCRIMINATION MAY PRESENT
EVIDENCE. UPOW THE EVIDENCE, THE AGENCY EITHER DISMISSES THE COMPLAINT, OR, IF
IT FIDS THE CHARGE PROVED, 19BUES AN ORUER REQUEIRIMG THE RESPONDENT TO CEBSE AMD
DESIST FROM UNFAIR DISCRIMIMATION IK THE SALE, RENTAL OR LEASE OF HOUSING FACILI=
TIES. T CAM BE EXPECTED THAT THME COMMISSION WILL BE AS SUCCESSFUL i 1TS PROGRAM
OF EDUCATION A%D COMCILIATION (18 I1TS WORK FOR FAIR HOUSING PRACTICES AS IT MAS
BEEN 14 THME FIELD OF CMPLOYVMENT PRACTICES, PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS, AND PUBLIC
HOUSING

DOES A FAIR MOUSING LAW PROVIDE CRIMIMAL PENALTIES FOR V!IOLATORS?

No. THE ComMi38i0M AGaInWST DISCRIMIBATION JEEKS TO ACHIEVE 1TSS PURPOSES FIRSY BY
COOPERATION OF THME PARTIES COMCERMED (PERSUASION, CONCILIATION), AND, FAILING
TRIS, BY THE 198UANCE oF "CEASE AND DESIST" ORDERS AS DESCRIBED AROVE. |F SUCH
AN GRODER 18 IGHORED TME COMMISBION MAY G0 TO THME SUPERIOR COURT FOR A "CEASE AND
CESIST™ ORDER. §F THIS COURT ORDER 1% IQMORED, TME JUDGE MAY IMPOSE A PENALTY OF
FINE OR IMPRISONMENT FOR A CIVIL, MOT CRIMINAL YIOLATION. AN APPEAL FROM THIS
ACTION MAY BE TAREN W THE SUPREME COURT. DURIMG (TS TEM YEARS OF EXISTENCE (&
Re 1o THE COMMIER:i0H AGAINST DiSCRIMINMATION HAS NOT YET BEEM REQUIRED TO SEEK &
COURT ORDER, AKD THERE MAVE BEEN MO PEMALTIES 1MPOSED BY A COURY.

WOULD A FAIR MOUSING LAW GIVE ANY UBUSUAL ENFORCEMEMT POWERS TO THE COMMISSIONT

NONE WHMATEVER. FOR TEMW VEARS THE R, |. COMMISSION MAS HMAD THE CUSTOMARY POWERS,
DUTIES AND PROCEDURES GIVEN T ALL SUCH ADMIMISTRATIVE BODIES INCLUDING MANY

STATE (AMD FEDERAL) COMMISSiONS DEALING WITH REGULATION OF PRIVATE COMMERCE. THE
PROPOSED LAY WOULD WOT INTRODUCE AMY INMOVATIONS OF PROCEDURE, BUT WOULD SIMPLY
APPLY THE SAME METHODS THAY HAVE BEEN S0 SUCCESSFULLY ADAPTED; ORIGINALLY TO EM-
PLOTMENT AND LATER BY EXTEMSION TO PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS AMD PUBLIC HOUSING. THE
SCOPE OF THE COMMISSIoN’S CONCERM SHOULD ONCE AGAIN BE EXTENDED TO INCLUDE PRIVATE
HOUSENG S0 AS TO ITRENGTHEN FURTHER TME BASIC STRUCTURE OF DEMOCRACY iIN THE STATE.

i3 FAIR HOUSING LEGISLATION CONSTITUTIONAL?

YES. LAWS AGAIMBT CDISCRIMINATION MAVE BEEM UPMELD CONSISTENTLY BY STATE AND
FEDERAL COURYTS INCLUDING THE U. S. SUPREME COURT. THE LATTER COURT HAS STATED
THAY THE STATE HAS THE RIGHT T0 "PUT (TS AUTHORITY BEMIND OME OF THE CMERISHED
A8 OF AMERICAM FEELING BY FORBIDDING IMDULGEMCE % RACIAL OR RELIGIOUS PRE=
JUBICET, 1 THE ONLY DECISION SO FAR DEALING SPECIFICALLY WITH A FAIR HOUSING
LAW,; SUCH A LAW HAS BEEN UPHELD BY THE NEW YORK STATE SUPREME COURT A% CONe
STITUTING A LEGITIMATE EXERCISE OF YHE STATE'S POWER,



