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Plaiptisf,
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REALTY, INC.: THE \_;L‘INY COMPANY
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The United States of Awerica alleges:

1. UEie wobion 1s browshi plhrsuast te €2 U.8.C. 3613
eeking to remedy violations of the fair housing provisions
conrgiaes dn Tlele WITY of the Civil Rights Act of 1968,
42 1.5.6. 3601 GF saa.
2. Phie BNt hes jurigdietion of this action under
28 B.5.0, 138 A B, Sl
3. The doffendan: £xchugive Maltiple BExchange (here-

fir o 1

inafter referred to as the "BMLE') is an unincorporated

. . .

association of veal estate firms which conducts jts buginess
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§ 4 mmicipla=ligting
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nCERReT G Dl gtrict of Chio. . It
service and a real estate brokers' organization within the
meadlihe &f B2 D.5.0. 3606 aud a parson within the meaying of
B2 .80, 3608 d).

.. e defendants Abelson and Carlson, Inc.; Cuggenhedn
Reakty; Hackett and Arneld, Inc.; Hilltop Realty, Imtc.; The

Kenmy Company; Joseph Larconge, Inc.; John P. Malone and

1l

@e e lewton and Teittoa, Inc.; The A. B. Smythe Company;

ted
)

e L0 f, Toe,: and E. C. Wilkinsow, Ime., are Ohio
GeEpeeiticns licensed o do business In the state. Each of
ey principal offices is lcecated in tha Horthern Distric

B le. Fach is & persen within the meaning of 42 U.E8.C.

3602 (d).

5. The defendants W. 1. White Company and William E,
Woods and Company are partnerships, each of which maintains

.

i arincipal place of business in the Horthern District of
Shie.  Loch i@ peson within the meaning eof 42 U.8.C.
SRE2(d) .

6. The defendant Edith Bell O0'Boyle resides in the
Northern District of Ohioc. BShe owns and operates Edith O'Boyile
&nd Company, an vwimcorporated business which maintaing its
Bl office 1o e Horthern Distriect of Ohio. Mrs,

G leglas is a person within the meaning of 42 U.5.C, 3602(d).
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B The prigisy Eaass of the BME
. i

the sale of dwellings by its wmember firms through the operation

R



ef a listing scrwice; Tt memboership de lindited to 14 brekers,
2ach of whom must be a Class A member of the Cleveland Real
Fatate Board. The EME promulgetes rules and wepulations which
govern the operation of the listing service and affect the
business practices of its member firms,

8. The defendants are engaged in the real estate busi-

ness, including the showing and selling of homes for residential

use. Theeugh the opevatieon of their bugincsses, intcluding the

-

1

«

e dewvice, they pisticipate in the sale of a substantial
sumber of dwellingg pefaserily in 29 communities in the eastern
suburbs of Cleveland, namely, Aurora,'Bainbridge, Beachwood,
Bentleyville, Chagrin Falls Village, Chesterland,'cleveland
(Bhaker Heights School District), Cleveland Heights, Forest
Hili, Gates Mills, Highland Heights, Hunting Valley, Kirtiand,
Lynéhurst, Mayfield Heighits, Mayiield Village, Moreland Hills,

Orange Village, Pepper Pike, Richmond Heipghts, Russell. Shaker
$ t ] o] b3 5

o

93]

Heights, Solon, South Euclid, South Russell, University Heights,
Waite Hill, Warrensville Heights, and Woodmere Village..

2. The defendants have pursued and continue to pur-
sue a poliéy and practice of maintaining and pe?ﬁetuating
racialily segregéted residential patterns in the Cleveland
arca. This policy and practice has the efifect of making
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owe llings unavailabie o perseons beeouse ¢f yace owm color
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and bhas been implemented, among other ways, as follows:
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By establiizhing and implesenting exchange-
wide rules which severely limit the oppor-

taities of black persiile fo scoure hous g
Il o

By repregenting to black persoms on account

their race or color that dwellings are

iy

i
unavailable when, in fact, they are avail-
able;
By daidhiae gnd refusing te show and sell
dwellings to black persons on the same
basis as dwelliinigs are shown and sold to
wililte persons:
By making and causing to be made state-
ments with respect to the sale of dwellings
wnieh indicate a preference or discrimination
bagsed on wrace or colox;

a

By discouraging white persons from moving

into areas becausge of the presence of bladk

pPersons

By falling and reiusing teo deal with black
bieliaes Snd white beekess with black customers
on e ccme basim ds whlte biokere who have
white clients;

By employing and maintaining all-white sales
(&)

forces;



By lmmewiny rules of admisgion to the EME
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which -have the effect of excludiag Lremn
membership black brokers and white brokers
with black clients; and

(i) By failis

/\

ng and refusing to take reasonable

disenis to elilminaite the efifecis of their

&
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crinigat oy on the basis of race or
qeilon,

10. The conduct of the defendants descrribed in the
plOCGdlD” paragraph constitutes a pattern or practice of
resistance to the full enjoyinent of the wights secured by
B T of the Wiwl e Lot of 1968, 42 U.8.C. 36C]

et QQC(

maoamaie peaar,

KL, The dendsl o persons of the right Lo equal
opportunity in housing described in this complaint raises
an issue of general public importance.,

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff United States prays for an

G e il n st o e o TR = o i i = e
order enjoining the defendants, their officers, employees,
and agents, and all cther persons in active concert or
= [ oy e s oL, = (= = Lo Hi
Lrticipation with any eof them, from:
(a) Discriminating agalnst any person in any
Aspeci @ENE ‘sale o1 reutal of & dwelling

g doegnlitiel vace, color, Beligion v

national origin: and

'
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(b) TFailing or refusings to take all NACeSRATY

-:

and 2ppropriate affirmative steps Lo goRvest
the continuing effects of the discriminatory
practices,

Plaintiff further prays for such additional relief

as the interests of justice may eegsive, together with ides

costs incurred in maintaining this action.
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