CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 IMPACT ON SYSTEMIC
DISCRIMINATION

CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 IMPACT ON SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION IS A PROFOUND AND MULTIFACETED SUBJECT, REPRESENTING
A PIVOTAL MOMENT IN AMERICAN LEGAL AND SOCIAL HISTORY. THIS LANDMARK LEGISLATION AIMED TO DISMANTLE DEEPLY
ENTRENCHED PATTERNS OF SEGREGATION AND UNEQUAL TREATMENT THAT HAD PERMEATED VIRTUALLY EVERY FACET OF
AMERICAN LIFE, PARTICULARLY FOR AFRICAN AMERICANS. THE ACT’'S BROAD SCOPE ADDRESSED PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS,
EMPLOYMENT, EDUCATION, AND VOTING RIGHTS, FUNDAMENTALLY ALTERING THE LANDSCAPE OF CIVIL RIGHTS IN THE UNITED
STATES. THIS ARTICLE WILL DELVE INTO THE SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964, ANALYZE ITS
IMMEDIATE AND LONG-TERM EFFECTS ON VARIOUS FORMS OF SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION, AND EXAMINE ITS ENDURING LEGACY IN
THE ONGOING STRUGGLE FOR EQUALITY. WE WILL EXPLORE HOW ITS PASSAGE MARKED A TURNING POINT, THOUGH NOT AN END,
TO DEEPLY EMBEDDED DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES.

TaBLE oF CONTENTS

UNDERSTANDING THE CIVIL RIGHTS AcT oF 1964

TiTLE |I: PuBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS AND THE EROSION OF SEGREGATION
TiTLE VII: EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
TiTLE VI: FEDERAL FUNDING AND DESEGREGATION IN EDUCATION

TITLE I: VOTING RIGHTS AND POLITICAL EMPOWERMENT

THE BROADER IMPACT ON SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION

PersISTENT CHALLENGES AND THE ACT’s EvoLVING LEGaCY

LEGAL INTERPRETATIONS AND ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS

UNDERSTANDING THE CiIVIL RIGHTS AcT ofF 1964

THe CivIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 STANDS AS ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT LEGISLATIVE ACHIEVEMENTS IN U.S. HISTORY, A
DIRECT RESPONSE TO DECADES OF EGREGIOUS RACIAL DISCRIMINATION AND SEGREGATION THAT CHARACTERIZED MUCH OF THE
AMERICAN SOUTH AND, IN VARYING DEGREES, OTHER PARTS OF THE NATION. SIGNED INTO LAW BY PRESIDENT LYNDON B.
JOHNSON, THE ACT WAS THE CULMINATION OF INTENSE CIVIL RIGHTS ACTIVISM, INCLUDING THE MARCH ON WX/ ASHINGTON FOR
JoBS AND FREEDOM, AND REPRESENTED A POWERFUL FEDERAL COMMITMENT TO ENFORCING CONSTITUTIONAL PROMISES OF
EQUALITY. ITS ARCHITECTS RECOGNIZED THAT PIECEMEAL APPROACHES WERE INSUFFICIENT TO COMBAT THE PERVASIVE NATURE
OF DISCRIMINATION, NECESSITATING A COMPREHENSIVE LEGAL FRAMEW ORK.

THE ACT’S STRATEGIC APPROACH WAS TO OUTLAW DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL
ORIGIN IN SEVERAL KEY AREAS. THIS BROAD APPLICATION WAS CRUCIAL IN CHALLENGING THE SYSTEMIC NATURE OF
DISCRIMINATION, WHICH WAS NOT CONFINED TO ISOLATED INCIDENTS BUT WAS WOVEN INTO THE FABRIC OF INSTITUTIONS AND
SOCIETAL NORMS. BY TACKLING DISCRIMINATION IN PUBLIC SPACES, EMPLOYMENT, EDUCATION, AND THE ELECTORAL PROCESS,
THE ACT SOUGHT TO DISMANTLE THE LEGAL AND SOCIAL STRUCTURES THAT PERPETUATED INEQUALITY, THEREBY IMPACTING
SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION AT ITS ROOTS.

TiTLE |I: PuBLiIC ACCOMMODATIONS AND THE EROSION OF SEGREGATION

TiTLE Il oF THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 IS PERHAPS ITS MOST WIDELY RECOGNIZED COMPONENT, DIRECTLY CONFRONTING
THE JIM CROW LAWS THAT MANDATED SEGREGATION IN PUBLIC PLACES. THIS SECTION PROHIBITED DISCRIMINATION IN “PUBLIC
ACCOMMODATIONS,” WHICH WERE DEFINED TO INCLUDE ESTABLISHMENTS SUCH AS RESTAURANTS, HOTELS, MOVIE THEATERS,
AND RETAIL STORES, AFFECTING INTERSTATE COMMERCE. THE INTENT WAS TO ENSURE THAT ALL INDIVIDUALS, REGARDLESS OF
THEIR RACE, HAD EQUAL ACCESS TO THESE SERVICES AND FACILITIES, FUNDAMENTALLY CHALLENGING THE LEGALITY OF
SEGREGATED FACILITIES.

THE IMPACT OF TITLE |l WAS IMMEDIATE AND TRANSFORMATIVE. |T LED TO THE DESEGREGATION OF COUNTLESS BUSINESSES AND



PUBLIC SPACES THAT HAD LONG ENFORCED DISCRIMINATORY POLICIES. W HILE ENFORCEMENT WAS MET WITH RESISTANCE AND
LEGAL CHALLENGES, THE SupReME COURT’S VALIDATION OF THE ACT'S CONSTITUTIONALITY IN CASES LIKE HEART OF
ATLANTA MOTEL/ INC. v. UNITED STATES SOLIDIFIED ITS POWER. THIS TITLE DIRECTLY ATTACKED SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION
BY MAKING IT ILLEGAL FOR BUSINESSES TO DENY SERVICE BASED ON PROTECTED CHARACTERISTICS, THEREBY FORCING A
SIGNIFICANT SHIFT IN SOCIAL INTERACTIONS AND EXPECTATIONS ACROSS THE NATION.

TiTLE VII: EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY

TiTLe VII oF THE CivIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 ADDRESSED SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION IN THE WORKPLACE, PROHIBITING
EMPLOYERS FROM DISCRIMINATING AGAINST INDIVIDUALS IN HIRING, FIRING, AND OTHER TERMS OF EMPLOYMENT BASED ON RACE,
COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN. THIS WAS A MONUMENTAL STEP, AS DISCRIMINATORY EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES
HAD HISTORICALLY LIMITED OPPORTUNITIES FOR MINORITIES AND WOMEN, CONTRIBUTING TO ECONOMIC DISPARITIES AND
REINFORCING SOCIAL HIERARCHIES. THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY ComMission (EEOC) WAS ESTABLISHED TO
ENFORCE THESE PROVISIONS.

THE LONG-TERM IMPACT OF TITLE VII HAS BEEN SUBSTANTIAL. |T PROVIDED A LEGAL RECOURSE FOR INDIVIDUALS WHO FACED
UNFAIR TREATMENT IN THE JOB MARKET AND SPURRED THE DEVELOPMENT OF AFFIRMATIVE ACTION POLICIES AIMED AT CORRECTING
PAST DISCRIMINATION. W/HILE THE BATTLE AGAINST EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION IS ONGOING, TITLE VI CREATED A LEGAL
FRAMEWORK THAT HOLDS EMPLOYERS ACCOUNTABLE FOR DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES. |T FORCED A RE-EVALUATION OF HIRING
AND PROMOTION PRACTICES, ENCOURAGING A MORE MERIT-BASED SYSTEM AND CHALLENGING THE SYSTEMIC BARRIERS THAT
PREVENTED FULL PARTICIPATION IN THE \WORKFORCE FOR MANY.

TiTLE VI: FEDERAL FUNDING AND DESEGREGATION IN EDUCATION

TiTLE VI OF THE ACT PROHIBITED DISCRIMINATION BY RECIPIENTS OF FEDERAL FUNDING. THIS PROVISION WAS PARTICULARLY
CRUCIAL FOR THE DESEGREGATION OF SCHOOLS AND OTHER EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS THAT RELIED ON FEDERAL FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE. |T STIPULATED THAT NO PERSON IN THE UNITED STATES SHALL, ON THE GROUNDS OF RACE, COLOR, OR NATIONAL
ORIGIN, BE EXCLUDED FROM PARTICIPATION IN, BE DENIED THE BENEFITS OF, OR BE SUBJECTED TO DISCRIMINATION UNDER ANY
PROGRAM OR ACTIVITY RECEIVING FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.

THE IMPACT OF TITLE VI WAS PROFOUND IN ACCELERATING THE PROCESS OF DESEGREGATION, PARTICULARLY IN SOUTHERN
SCHOOL DISTRICTS THAT HAD RESISTED THE SUPREME COURT’S RULING IN BROWN V. BOARD OF EDUCATION. BY LEVERAGING
FEDERAL FUNDING AS A TOOL, THE GOVERNMENT COULD COMPEL COMPLIANCE WITH DESEGREGATION ORDERS. THIS TITLE
DIRECTLY TARGETED SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION WITHIN EDUCATIONAL SYSTEMS BY MAKING IT FINANCIALLY UNTENABLE FOR
INSTITUTIONS TO MAINTAIN DISCRIMINATORY POLICIES. | T OPENED DOORS FOR MILLIONS OF STUDENTS TO ACCESS EDUCATION IN
INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTS, FOSTERING GREATER SOCIAL MOBILITY AND OPPORTUNITY.

TiTLE I: VOTING RIGHTS AND POLITICAL EMPOWERMENT

W/HILE THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 IS MORE DIRECTLY ASSOCIATED WITH THIS AREA, TITLE | oF THE CIVIL RIGHTS
AcCT ofF 1964 LAID CRUCIAL GROUNDWORK BY PROHIBITING THE UNEQUAL APPLICATION OF VOTER REGISTRATION
REQUIREMENTS. |T OUTLAWED LITERACY TESTS AND OTHER DISCRIMINATORY DEVICES THAT HAD BEEN USED TO DISENFRANCHISE
AFRICAN AMERICANS, PARTICULARLY IN THE SOUTH. THIS PROVISION AIMED TO ENSURE THAT ALL CITIZENS HAD THE RIGHT TO
VOTE WITHOUT FACING DISCRIMINATORY BARRIERS.

THE PASSAGE OF TITLE | WAS A CRITICAL PRECURSOR TO THE MORE EXPANSIVE VOTING RIGHTS ACT. BY ADDRESSING SOME OF
THE IMMEDIATE DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES IN VOTER REGISTRATION, IT BEGAN TO CHIP AWAY AT THE SYSTEMIC
DISENFRANCHISEMENT THAT HAD DENIED AFRICAN AMERICANS POLITICAL POWER FOR GENERATIONS. THE SUBSEQUENT VOTING
RIGHTS ACT of 1965, BUILDING ON TITLE |, FURTHER REINFORCED THESE PROTECTIONS, LEADING TO A SIGNIFICANT INCREASE IN



BLACK VOTER REGISTRATION AND PARTICIPATION, FUNDAMENTALLY ALTERING THE POLITICAL LANDSCAPE AND CHALLENGING THE
SYSTEMIC EXCLUSION OF BLACK VOICES FROM THE DEMOCRATIC PROCESS.

THE BROADER IMPACT ON SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION

THe CiviL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1964 DID NOT MERELY ADDRESS ISOLATED INCIDENTS OF PREJUDICE; IT FUNDAMENTALLY
CHALLENGED THE LEGAL UNDERPINNINGS OF SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION. BY OUTLAWING DISCRIMINATION IN MULTIPLE,
INTERCONNECTED SPHERES OF LIFE—PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS, EMPLOYMENT, EDUCATION, AND VOTING—THE ACT CREATED A
COMPREHENSIVE LEGAL FRAMEWORK THAT SOUGHT TO DISMANTLE DEEPLY ENTRENCHED SOCIETAL INEQUALITIES. THIS
LEGISLATIVE OVERHAUL SIGNALED A FEDERAL REPUDIATION OF SEGREGATIONIST POLICIES AND ESTABLISHED A NEW NATIONAL
STANDARD FOR CIVIL RIGHTS.

THE ACT’S SUCCESS LAY IN ITS MULTIFACETED APPROACH. \W/HEN INDIVIDUALS WERE DENIED SERVICE IN A RESTAURANT (TITLE
1), THEY WERE DENIED SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC INTERACTION. \W/HEN THEY WERE DENIED JOBS OR PROMOTIONS BASED ON THEIR
RACE OR SEX (TITLE VII), THEIR ECONOMIC POTENTIAL WAS CURTAILED. \WHEN SCHOOLS WERE SEGREGATED (TITLE V1),
EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES WERE UNEQUAL, PERPETUATING CYCLES OF DISADVANTAGE. AND WHEN THEY WERE DENIED THE
RIGHT To VOTE (TITLE |), THEIR POLITICAL VOICE WAS SILENCED. BY ATTACKING THESE INTERCONNECTED SYSTEMS, THE ACT
AIMED TO CREATE A MORE EQUITABLE SOCIETY.

THE LEGISLATION EMPOWERED INDIVIDUALS TO CHALLENGE DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES THROUGH LEGAL MEANS, SHIFTING THE
BURDEN FROM PROVING INDIVIDUAL INSTANCES OF MALICE TO DEMONSTRATING THE EXISTENCE OF DISCRIMINATORY POLICIES OR
PATTERNS. THIS LEGAL RECOURSE WAS ESSENTIAL IN EXPOSING AND RECTIFYING THE PERVASIVE NATURE OF SYSTEMIC
DISCRIMINATION THAT HAD PREVIOUSLY OPERATED WITH IMPUNITY WITHIN MANY INSTITUTIONS.

PersISTENT CHALLENGES AND THE AcCT’s EvoLVING LEGACY

DESPITE ITS MONUMENT AL ACHIEVEMENTS, THE CiviL RigHTS AcT oF 1964 DID NOT ERADICATE SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION
OVERNIGHT. THE LEGACY OF DEEPLY INGRAINED PREJUDICE AND THE ADAPTIVE NATURE OF DISCRIMINATION MEANT THAT NEW
FORMS AND SUBTLE MANIFESTATIONS CONTINUED TO EMERGE. FOR INSTANCE, WHILE OVERT SEGREGATION IN PUBLIC
ACCOMMODATIONS BECAME ILLEGAL, DE FACTO SEGREGATION IN HOUSING AND EDUCATION PERSISTED DUE TO DISCRIMINATORY
LENDING PRACTICES AND ECONOMIC DISPARITIES.

IN EMPLOYMENT, WHILE OVERT DISCRIMINATION IN HIRING BECAME LESS COMMON, SYSTEMIC ISSUES SUCH AS IMPLICIT BIAS,
DISCRIMINATORY PROMOTION PRACTICES, AND UNEQUAL PAY FOR EQUAL WORK REMAINED SIGNIFICANT CHALLENGES. THE
COURTS AND THE EEOC HAVE CONTINUALLY HAD TO INTERPRET AND ADAPT THE ACT’S PROVISIONS TO ADDRESS THESE
EVOLVING FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION, LEADING TO LANDMARK CASES THAT HAVE EXPANDED PROTECTIONS FOR VARIOUS
GROUPS. THE ONGOING STRUGGLE FOR RACIAL JUSTICE, GENDER EQUALITY, AND LGBT Q+ RIGHTS DEMONSTRATES THAT THE
WORK OF DISMANTLING SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION IS A CONTINUOUS PROCESS THAT REQUIRES ONGOING VIGILANCE AND LEGAL
ADAPTATION.

THE ACT’S LEGACY IS THEREFORE ONE OF PROFOUND PROGRESS COUPLED WITH THE ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF UNFINISHED WORK. |T
PROVIDED THE ESSENTIAL LEGAL FOUNDATION UPON WHICH FURTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ADVANCEMENTS HAVE BEEN BUILT, INSPIRING
SUBSEQUENT LEGISLATION AND COURT DECISIONS. |TS IMPACT ON SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION IS UNDENIABLE, BUT THE FIGHT FOR
TRUE EQUALITY CONTINUES, BUILDING UPON THE PRINCIPLES AND PRECEDENTS ESTABLISHED IN 1964.

LEGAL INTERPRETATIONS AND ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS

THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 HAS BEEN SIGNIFICANTLY SHAPED BY JUDICIAL INTERPRETATION AND
THE EVOLUTION OF ITS ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS. THE SUPREME COURT PLAYED A CRITICAL ROLE IN AFFIRMING THE ACT'S



CONSTITUTIONALITY AND EXPANDING ITS REACH THROUGH LANDMARK DECISIONS. THESE RULINGS CLARIFIED AMBIGUITIES IN THE
LEGISLATION AND ADDRESSED NEW CHALLENGES TO ITS IMPLEMENTATION, THEREBY STRENGTHENING ITS CAPACITY TO COMBAT
SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION.

THe EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY ComMissioN (EEOC), TASKED WITH ENFORCING TITLE VII, HAS UNDERGONE ITS OWN
EVOLUTION, DEVELOPING INVESTIGATIVE PROCEDURES, CONCILIATION EFFORTS, AND LITIGATION STRATEGIES TO ADDRESS
DISCRIMINATORY EMPLOYMENT PRACTICES. SIMILARLY, THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE HAS BEEN INSTRUMENTAL IN ENFORCING
TITLES Il AND VI, BRINGING LAWSUITS AND OVERSEEING COMPLIANCE WITH DESEGREGATION ORDERS. THE ONGOING PROCESS OF
LEGAL INTERPRETATION AND ENFORCEMENT HAS BEEN CRUCIAL IN ADAPTING THE ACT TO CONTEMPORARY FORMS OF
DISCRIMINATION AND ENSURING ITS CONTINUED RELEVANCE IN THE FIGHT FOR CIVIL RIGHTS.

FAQ

Q: How pip THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS SYSTEMIC
DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT?

A: TiTLe VIl of THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1964 PROHIBITED DISCRIMINATION BY EMPLOYERS BASED ON RACE, COLOR,
RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN IN ALL ASPECTS OF EMPLOYMENT, INCLUDING HIRING, FIRING, COMPENSATION, AND
PROMOTION. THIS DIRECTLY CHALLENGED SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION BY MAKING IT ILLEGAL FOR EMPLOYERS TO MAINTAIN
DISCRIMINATORY POLICIES OR PRACTICES THAT EXCLUDED OR DISADVANTAGED INDIVIDUALS BASED ON THESE PROTECTED
CHARACTERISTICS, FOSTERING A MOVE TOWARDS EQUAL OPPORTUNITY.

Q: WHAT wAs THE IMPACT of TITLE Il oF THE CiviL RIGHTS AcT ofF 1964 oN
SEGREGATION IN PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS?

A: TITLE || OUTLAWED DISCRIMINATION IN PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS SUCH AS RESTAURANTS, HOTELS, AND THEATERS. ITs
IMPACT WAS A SWIFT AND DRAMATIC END TO LEGALLY SANCTIONED SEGREGATION IN THESE ESTABLISHMENTS, FORCING
BUSINESSES TO SERVE ALL CUSTOMERS EQUALLY AND DISMANTLING A SIGNIFICANT PILLAR OF SYSTEMIC RACIAL SEGREGATION
THAT HAD DEFINED SOCIAL INTERACTIONS FOR DECADES.

Q: How pip THE CiviL RIGHTS AcT oF 1964 CONTRIBUTE TO DESEGREGATION IN
EDUCATION?

A: TITLE VI OF THE ACT PROHIBITED DISCRIMINATION BY ANY PROGRAM OR ACTIVITY RECEIVING FEDERAL FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE. THIS PROVISION WAS A POWERFUL TOOL FOR DESEGREGATING SCHOOLS AND UNIVERSITIES, PARTICULARLY IN THE
SOUTH, AS IT ALLOWED THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO WITHHOLD FUNDING FROM INSTITUTIONS THAT CONTINUED TO PRACTICE
SEGREGATION, THEREBY FORCING COMPLIANCE AND CHALLENGING SYSTEMIC EDUCATIONAL INEQUALITY.

Q: BEYOND RACE, WHAT OTHER FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION DID THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT
OoF 1964 PROHIBIT?

A: THe CiviL RIGHTS AcT of 1964 ALSO PROHIBITED DISCRIMINATION BASED ON COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, AND NATIONAL ORIGIN
ACROSS ITS VARIOUS TITLES, SIGNIFICANTLY BROADENING THE SCOPE OF FEDERAL CIVIL RIGHTS PROTECTIONS BEYOND RACIAL
DISCRIMINATION AND IMPACTING SYSTEMIC BIASES AGAINST WOMEN AND OTHER MINORITY GROUPS.



Q: WAs THE CiviL RIGHTS AcT oF 1964 SUCCESSFUL IN COMPLETELY ELIMINATING
SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION?

A: WHILE THE CIvIL RIGHTS AcT oF 1964 WAS A MONUMENTAL STEP AND SIGNIFICANTLY REDUCED OVERT FORMS OF
SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION, IT DID NOT COMPLETELY ELIMINATE IT. DEEPLY INGRAINED SOCIETAL BIASES, IMPLICIT PREJUDICE, AND
NEW FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION CONTINUE TO EXIST, REQUIRING ONGOING LEGAL, SOCIAL, AND POLITICAL EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE
FULL EQUALITY.

Q: How pip THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 EMPOWER INDIVIDUALS TO FIGHT
DISCRIMINATION?

A: THE ACT PROVIDED INDIVIDUALS WITH LEGAL RECOURSE TO CHALLENGE DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES THROUGH LAWSUITS
AND BY FILING COMPLAINTS WITH NEWLY ESTABLISHED FEDERAL AGENCIES LIKE THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
CoMMISSION (EEOC) THIS EMPOWERED INDIVIDUALS TO SEEK JUSTICE AND HOLD INSTITUTIONS ACCOUNTABLE FOR
DISCRIMINATORY ACTIONS.

Q: WHAT ROLE DID THE SUPREME COURT PLAY IN THE IMPACT OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS
ACT oF 1964°

A: THe SuPReME COURT'S RULINGS WERE CRUCIAL IN UPHOLDING THE CONSTITUTIONALITY oF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF
1964 AND INTERPRETING ITS PROVISIONS BROADLY. L ANDMARK DECISIONS AFFIRMED THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT'S POWER TO
PROHIBIT DISCRIMINATION IN AREAS LIKE PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS AND EMPLOYMENT, THEREBY STRENGTHENING THE AcT's
EFFECTIVENESS AGAINST SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION.

Civil Rights Act Of 1964 Impact On Systemic Discrimination

Civil Rights Act Of 1964 Impact On Systemic Discrimination

Related Articles

e civil liberties criminal justice reform research us
e civil liberties fair trial us

e citizenship and the color line

Back to Home


http://chem.study/textbooks-038/civil-rights-act-of-1964-impact-on-systemic-discrimination.pdf
http://chem.study/textbooks-038/civil-liberties-criminal-justice-reform-research-us.pdf
http://chem.study/textbooks-038/civil-liberties-fair-trial-us.pdf
http://chem.study/textbooks-038/citizenship-and-the-color-line.pdf
http://chem.study

