Access to a public place: case study

On a Friday evening in the town of Nove Mesto, four well-dressed Romani youth, two boys and two girls, all over the age of 18, decided to go to a popular local disco.  At the entrance to the disco they were stopped by the Door men, who asked them to show their membership cards.  As they had none, the Romani teenagers were refused entry.  In order to get into the disco, the four Roma offered to purchase membership cards.  However the Door men responded politely that membership issues were only dealt with on weekday mornings.

The Romani youth then stayed in front of the disco for another hour, hoping that the Door men might change their minds and let them into the disco.  During that time they noticed that all the other young people queuing to get into the disco, all non-Roma, walked in without being asked to show any membership cards.

Finally the Roma youths plucked up courage and confronted the Door men with the fact that no one else was asked to show a membership card.  Again politely but firmly, the Door men responded by saying that all the other people were members and regular customers and that they personally knew them all.  They also added that they do have Roma members as well.

Throughout their time in front of the disco, the four Roma teenagers noticed no other Roma entering or indeed even trying to enter the disco.

Suggested questions

· Have the Romani youth suffered direct or indirect discrimination?

· If so, is this within the scope of the EU Race Equality Directive?

· Would there be any difference if the disco were in a public (Government) owned building, or a private club?

· What would the victims need to prove discrimination, and how might they do this?

· Is there enough evidence from the case to shift the burden of proof?

· Would a situational test, conducted later, help as evidence?

· How would you handle this case?  

