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S T I G M A T I Z E D   P R O P E R T Y 

Or 

P S Y C H O L O G I C A L L Y   T A I N T E D 

Get them all correct and you could  
WIN a Starbucks card!! 

 Legal terminology for “haunted house.”  
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 The name of the man who sued the devil.   

G E R A L D    M A Y O 
United States ex rel. Mayo v. Satan and his Staff, 54 F.R.D. 282 (W.D. Pa. 1971). 

1. Defendant, Satan and his Staff, don’t seem to live in this district. 

“We question whether plaintiff may obtain personal jurisdiction over the defendant in this judicial district. The complaint 
contains no allegation of residence in this district.” Id. at 283. 

2. Class size is too large. 

“If such action were to be allowed we would also face the question of whether it may be maintained as a class action. It 
appears to meet the requirements of Fed.R. of Civ.P. 23 that the class is so numerous that joinder of all members is 
impracticable . . . .” Id. 

3. Plaintiff didn’t give directions for service of process.  Where does Satan live? 

“We note that the plaintiff has failed to include with his complaint the required form of instructions for the United States 
Marshal for directions as to service of process.” Id. 
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 Who represented the man who sued the devil?  

He represented himself:  pro se. 

 What case punished a judge who attended a Halloween party dressed inter alia in a prison jumpsuit?   

In re Ellender, 889 So.2d 225 (La. 2004). 

On October 31, 2003, Judge Ellender and his wife attended a Halloween party held at the 1921 Seafood Restaurant in Houma, 
which is owned by Mrs. Ellender's relative, Mr. Jody Martin. The party guests were the majority of persons in the restaurant 
that night, but there were five or six other persons who were also seated for dinner who were not party guests. The restaurant 
remained open to the public to purchase seafood for take out. Staff of the restaurant, including an African-American employee, 
were also present. Judge Ellender was dressed as a prisoner, wearing an orange prison jumpsuit and handcuffs he borrowed 
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from the Sheriff of Terrebonne Parish, as well as a black afro wig. Mrs. Ellender was dressed as a police officer. Based on 
briefs filed by Judge Ellender, in choosing these costumes, it was his intent to be humorous by implying that Mrs. Ellender, 
who was newly married to him and who was reportedly young and attractive, had her husband under her control. 
 
When Judge and Mrs. Ellender arrived at the party, their costumes did not generate the laughs they had expected. Judge 
Ellender remarked upon this, and Mr. Martin, offered the judge some black makeup to enhance his costume. Both Judge 
Ellender and Mrs. Ellender applied the black makeup to their faces. According to Judge Ellender's testimony before the 
Commission, after about an hour the wig was bothering him and he removed it and wiped the makeup off his face. He testified 
that he also took off the handcuffs and went to another restaurant. 
 

o What was the punishment?  He was suspended for a year. 

Holdings: The Supreme Court, Traylor, J., held that: 

1. judge's conduct in appearing in public, at Halloween party, in costume with afro wig, black face makeup, and prison 
jumpsuit violated Code of Judicial Conduct's Canons requiring judges to uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary 
and to respect and comply with the law, and 

2. the appropriate disciplinary sanction was suspension for one year, without pay, but with six months of that suspension 
conditionally deferred if judge enrolled in college course which would allow him to gain insight into attitude of other racial 
groups. 
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Judge suspended. 

 What is the legal doctrine in which a property seller and his real estate broker don’t have a duty to disclose that a house is 
haunted?  

Caveat emptor:  let the buyer beware. 

 In what case did a testator leave the bulk of his/her estate to a person s/he “met” via a ouija board? 

In re City Nat. Bank & Trust Co. of Danbury, 144 A.2d 338 (Conn. 1958). 

In 1919, the testatrix had purchased a ouija board which she used with her husband. She told a friend sometime after 1940, that 
she played with this board and ‘John Gale Forbes resolved out of space.’ Through the board he became her correspondent, and 
she believed him to exist although she had never seen him. Among her papers were found many references to John Gale 
Forbes telling of her contract with him through the ouija board, of contracts with him without the use of the board, of his 
manifesting himself to her physically and advising her that he was ‘taking her through the valley of death by the hand,’ of his 
restoring her to life, helping her to breathe, watching her diet, and taking charge of her day and night. 

 A case brought because the employer wouldn’t allow employees to wear black t-shirts with “skeleton crew” printed on them 
for Halloween. 

Mass. Nurses Ass'n v. Commw. Emp’t Relations Bd., 928 N.E.2d 975, 976 (Mass. App. Ct. 2010). 
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On Friday, October 29, 2004, about forty bargaining-unit members and union supporters wore black T-shirts depicting a 
skeleton and the phrase “Skeleton Crew” on the front, and, on the back, a “thumbs down” skeleton hand with the phrase 
“MNA Unit 7 Staffing Levels Cut To The Bone.” 

 In Hawaiʻi, how long does a buyer have to decide whether to rescind the purchase contract for residential real estate based 
upon a disclosure statement? (Give the HRS section.)  15 calendar days 

Haw. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 508D-5 (West, Westlaw through 2012 Reg. Sess.).  
 
(a) No later than ten calendar days from acceptance of a real estate purchase contract, the seller, either directly or through the 
seller's agent, shall provide the disclosure statement to the buyer. 
(b) Upon receipt of the disclosure statement, the buyer shall have fifteen calendar days to: 

(1) Examine the disclosure statement; and 
(2) Decide whether to rescind the real estate purchase contract. 
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