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Chapter 8

LANDLORD – TENANT 

LIST OF LINKS

Exercise 8-1

TASK 1: 

As additional background information for this task, read and consider:

5-40 Thompson on Real Property, Thomas Editions § 40.11
 
5-40 Thompson on Real Property, Thomas Editions § 40.05

In addition, for purposes of this task, assume that Minnetoba has enacted §§ 4.201(b) & 1.105 of the Uniform Residential Landlord and Tenant Act:

http://theactioncenterco.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/08/Uniform-Residential-Landlord-and-Tenant-Act.pdf
In addition, you are to assume that the relevant, operative provisions of Tim’s lease with Lakeside Apartments are virtually identical to those set forth in the following: 

https://www.leaseaustin.net/assets/docs/lease_agreement.pdf
You may, of course, assume that any statutory references are actually references to Minnetoba law. There is no need to research the actual statutes set forth in the sample form lease.  

For additional sample form leases, consider the following: 

https://my.mnbar.org/HigherLogic/System/DownloadDocumentFile.ashx?DocumentFileKey=5b0ed469-e2f6-403c-5719-971f7cd29ff5&forceDialog=0
http://www.cicchicago.com/documents-training/supplemental-forms/
https://www.taa.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/2017-Apartment-Lease-Contract-For-Website.pdf
You might alternatively opt to consider the task set forth in this problem by using a copy of your own lease (should you happen to be renting your residence this year).
TASK 2(a): 

In connection with this task, you should read and consider the following materials and cases: 

http://southwestada.org/html/guide_to/fha.html
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/crt/legacy/2010/12/14/joint_statement_ra.pdf
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/crt/legacy/2010/12/14/joint_statement_ra.pdf
http://www.bazelon.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/Fair-Housing-Guide_2018-Update.pdf
http://www.ada.gov/qasrvc.htm
Crossroads Apartments Assoc. v. LeBoo, 578 N.Y.S.2d 1004 (Rochester City Ct. 1991) 

Lucas v. Riverside Park Condos. Unit Owners Ass’n, 776 N.W.2d 801 (N.D. 2009) 

Pruett v. State, 606 F.Supp.2d 1065 (D. Az. 2009) 

Rose v. Springfield-Greene County Health Dep’t, 668 F. Supp. 2d 1206 (W.D. Mo. 2009) 
In addition, the two key federal statutes that provide prohibitions against discriminatory actions in the leasing of property are:

Civil Rights Act of 1866, 42 U.S.C. § 1982 
Fair Housing Act of 1968, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 3601, et seq. 

TASK 2(b): 

In addition to considering the materials that are described for Task 2(a), you should review the following additional links in preparation for completing this task:   

http://www.nimh.nih.gov/health/topics/post-traumatic-stress-disorder-ptsd/index.shtml
https://thekatesilver.files.wordpress.com/2014/11/howmyasavedjacob.pdf
Exercise 8-2

TASK 1: 

As background for accomplishing this task, first read and consider:

5-41 Thompson on Real Property, Thomas Editions § 41.03(c)(3) 

C.S. Parnell, Breach of Covenant for Quiet Enjoyment in Lease, 41 A.L.R.2d 1414 (2011) 

In addition, you are to assume that the Minnetoba courts recognize the doctrine of constructive eviction based on a landlord’s breach of the implied covenant of quiet enjoyment. Assume further, however, that there is no Minnetoba case directly on point with the factual scenario involved in this task, but you have located the following helpful cases from other jurisdictions:

Bruckner v. Helfaer, 222 N.W. 790 (Wisc. 1929) 

Todd v. Apex Prop. Mgmt., Inc., 730 N.W.2d 460 (Wisc. App. 2007) 

Eskanos & Supperstein v. Irwin, 637 P.2d 403 (Col. App. 1981) 

Radinsky v. Weaver, 460 P.2d 218, 221 (Col. 1969) 

Poyck v. Bryant, 820 N.Y.S.2d 774 (N.Y. Civ. Ct. 2006) 

DeNardo v. Corneloup, 163 P.3d 956 (Alaska 2007) 

TASK 2: 

Prior to beginning work on your letter, first consider the general information in 

1-17 Powell on Real Property Michael Allan Wolf Desk Ed § 17.06
 5-40 Thompson on Real Property, Thomas Editions § 40.10
 
Given that Minnetoba is a fictional jurisdiction, for obvious reasons we cannot provide you with actual Minnetoba statutes or judicial opinions by the Minnetoba courts. However, for purposes of this exercise, you are to assume that Minnetoba has enacted a statute that is identical to 

Wisc. Stat. § 704.25 

See also:

http://nxt.legis.state.wi.us/nxt/gateway.dll?f=templates&fn=default.htm&d=stats&jd=704.25. 

In addition, you are to assume that Vander Wielen v. Van Asten is actually a 2011 decision by the Minnetoba Court of Appeals. See:
Vander Wielen v. Van Asten, 706 N.W.2d 123 (Wisc. App. 2005) 
TASK 3:  

This task requires a negotiation between counsel for Lonnie and counsel for Mel. Your professor will assign you to work in pairs. You should first review the materials set forth in the e-materials for Task 2 above before you begin. For background information regarding legal negotiations, see the article by Professor Charles Craver included in the Chapter 8 on-line materials. Then, review the appropriate confidential instructions for your client as set forth below.

Students assigned as Counsel for Lonnie: Review your client’s confidential instructions in the following video: 


“Lonnie Interview Video”: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=b2_jHKXR530 

Do not spoil the exercise by viewing the video for Mel!

Students assigned as Counsel for Mel: Review your client’s confidential instructions in the following video: 


“Mel Interview Video”: http://youtu.be/dN1IHQgGoVQ
Do not spoil the exercise by viewing the video for Lonnie!

TASK 4: 

In connection with this task, you should first read and consider the following: 

5-42 Thompson on Real Property, Thomas Editions § 42.04
James C. McLoughlin, When Lessor May Withhold Consent Under Unqualified Provision in Lease Prohibiting Assignment or Subletting of Leased Premises Without Lessor’s Consent, 21 A.L.R.4th 188 (2010) 

Restat 2d of Prop: Landlord & Tenant, § 15.2 cmt. g (1977) 

In addition, you are to assume that Newman v. Hinky Dinky Omaha-Lincoln is actually a 2009 decision by the Minnetoba Supreme Court! 
Newman v. Hinky Dinky Omaha-Lincoln, 427 N.W.2d 50 (Neb. 1988) 

