CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1965

THe CiviL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 STANDS AS A MONUMENTAL PIECE OF LEGISLATION, FUNDAMENTALLY RESHAPING AMERICAN
SOCIETY AND ITS COMMITMENT TO EQUALITY. THIS LANDMARK LAW, BUILDING UPON PREVIOUS EFFORTS, OUTLAWED
DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN, THEREBY DISMANTLING ENTRENCHED
SEGREGATIONIST PRACTICES. TS PASSAGE MARKED A TURNING POINT IN THE STRUGGLE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS, DIRECTLY ADDRESSING
SYSTEMIC INEQUITIES THAT HAD PERSISTED FOR CENTURIES. THIS ARTICLE WILL DELVE INTO THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT, KEY
PROVISIONS, IMMEDIATE IMPACTS, AND ENDURING LEGACY OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965. UNDERSTANDING ITS
INTRICACIES IS CRUCIAL TO APPRECIATING THE ONGOING PURSUIT OF JUSTICE AND CIVIL LIBERTIES IN THE UNITED STATES.

TaBLE oF CONTENTS

HisToricAL CONTEXT LEADING TO THE CIvIL RIGHTS AcT oF 1965
Key Provisions ofF THE CiviL RiGHTS AcT oF 1965

ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS AND IMPACT

THE VOTING RIGHTS AcT oF 1965: A CruciaL COMPANION
OPPOSITION AND CHALLENGES TO THE ACT

ENDURING LEGACY AND ONGOING RELEVANCE

HisToricAL CONTEXT LEADING TO THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965

THe MID-20TH CENTURY IN THE UNITED STATES WAS A PERIOD OF INTENSE SOCIAL AND POLITICAL UPHEAVAL, CHARACTERIZED
BY THE BURGEONING CIVIL RIGHTS MOVEMENT. FOR GENERATIONS, AFRICAN AMERICANS AND OTHER MINORITY GROUPS HAD
ENDURED SYSTEMIC RACIAL DISCRIMINATION, PARTICULARLY IN THE SOUTHERN STATES. JIM CROW LAWS ENFORCED STRICT
SEGREGATION IN PUBLIC FACILITIES, EDUCATION, HOUSING, AND EMPLOYMENT, EFFECTIVELY DENYING EQUAL OPPORTUNITIES AND
PERPETUATING A CLIMATE OF INJUSTICE. DESPITE EARLIER ATTEMPTS AT REFORM, SUCH AS THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1957
AND 1960, THESE LAWS LACKED THE ROBUST ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS NEEDED TO DISMANTLE DEEPLY INGRAINED
DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES.

KEY EVENTS IN THE EARLY 1960S GALVANIZED PUBLIC OPINION AND INCREASED PRESSURE ON THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO ACT
DECISIVELY. THE BRUTAL SEGREGATIONIST RESPONSE TO PEACEFUL PROTESTS, SUCH AS THOSE IN BIRMINGHAMI ALABAMA/ AND
THE VIOLENCE AGAINST DEMONSTRATORS MARCHING FOR VOTING RIGHTS IN SELMA, ALABAMA, \WERE BROADCAST NATIONALLY,
EXPOSING THE HARSH REALITIES OF RACIAL OPPRESSION TO A WIDER AUDIENCE. HESE ACTS OF RESISTANCE, MET WITH FIERCE
OPPOSITION, HIGHLIGHTED THE URGENT NEED FOR COMPREHENSIVE FEDERAL LEGISLATION TO PROTECT FUNDAMENTAL CIVIL
LIBERTIES AND ENSURE EQUAL PROTECTION UNDER THE LAW FOR ALL CITIZENS. THE ASSASSINATION OF PEESIDENTJOHN F.
KENNEDY, WHO HAD PROPOSED SIGNIFICANT CIVIL RIGHTS LEGISLATION, ALSO CREATED A SENSE OF URGENCY FOR HIS
SUCCESSOR, L YNDON B.JOHNSON, TO CHAMPION AND PASS THESE VITAL MEASURES.

Key Provisions ofF THE CiviL RIGHTS AcT oF 1966

THe CiviL RIGHTS AcT oF 1965 WAS A SWEEPING PIECE OF LEGISLATION THAT ADDRESSED DISCRIMINATION IN MULTIPLE
FACETS OF AMERICAN LIFE. W/HILE OFTEN DISCUSSED IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT of 1965, THe CiviL
RIGHTS ACT ITSELF CONTAINED CRUCIAL PROVISIONS THAT EXTENDED PROTECTIONS BEYOND SUFFRAGE. ITS IMPACT WAS
IMMEDIATE AND PROFOUND, AIMING TO CREATE A MORE EQUITABLE SOCIETY FOR ALL AMERICANS.

ProHIBITION OF DISCRIMINATION IN PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS

ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT ASPECTS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 WAS ITS OUTLAWING OF SEGREGATION IN PUBLIC
PLACES. THIS INCLUDED ESTABLISHMENTS THAT SERVED THE PUBLIC, SUCH AS RESTAURANTS, HOTELS, THEATERS, AND RETAIL
STORES. PREVIOUSLY, THESE BUSINESSES COULD LEGALLY DENY SERVICE TO INDIVIDUALS BASED ON THEIR RACE, COLOR,



RELIGION, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN. THE ACT DECLARED THAT SUCH DISCRIMINATION WAS ILLEGAL, FUNDAMENTALLY ALTERING THE
LANDSCAPE OF PUBLIC LIFE AND CHALLENGING THE PERVASIVEJIM CROW SYSTEM.

PROHIBITION OF DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT

THE ACT ALSO TACKLED EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION, ESTABLISHING THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION
(EEOC) THIS COMMISSION WAS EMPOWERED TO INVESTIGATE COMPLAINTS OF DISCRIMINATION AND TO TAKE LEGAL ACTION
AGAINST EMPLOYERS FOUND TO BE VIOLATING THE LAW. EMPLOYERS WERE PROHIBITED FROM DISCRIMINATING IN HIRING,
PROMOTION, COMPENSATION, AND OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT BASED ON RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, SEX, OR
NATIONAL ORIGIN. THIS PROVISION WAS CRITICAL IN OPENING UP ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITIES THAT HAD LONG BEEN DENIED TO
MINORITY GROUPS.

FeperAL PowWER TO ENFORCE DESEGREGATION

BEYOND SIMPLY STATING THAT DISCRIMINATION WAS ILLEGAL, THE CiviL RiIGHTS ACT oF 1965 GRANTED FEDERAL
AUTHORITIES THE POWER TO ENFORCE THESE PROVISIONS. THIS WAS A SIGNIFICANT DEPARTURE FROM PREVIOUS LEGISLATION
THAT OFTEN RELIED ON PRIVATE LAWSUITS FOR ENFORCEMENT, WHICH WERE DIFFICULT AND COSTLY TO PURSUE. THE ACT
ALLOWED FOR FEDERAL INTERVENTION TO DESEGREGATE SCHOOLS AND OTHER PUBLIC FACILITIES, PROVIDING A MECHANISM FOR
CONSISTENT AND EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS PROTECTIONS ACROSS THE NATION.

ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS AND IMPACT

THE EFFECTIVENESS OF ANY LAW HINGES ON ITS ENFORCEMENT, AND THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 WAS DESIGNED WITH
ROBUST MECHANISMS TO ENSURE ITS PROVISIONS WERE UPHELD. THE CREATION OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
CommMissioN (EEOC) WAS A CRITICAL STEP IN THIS DIRECTION, PROVIDING A FEDERAL BODY DEDICATED TO INVESTIGATING AND
ADDRESSING DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES IN THE WORKPLACE. THIS AGENCY PLAYED A PIVOTAL ROLE IN HOLDING EMPLOYERS
ACCOUNTABLE AND ENSURING THAT INDIVIDUALS HAD RECOURSE AGAINST UNFAIR TREATMENT.

Beyonp EMPLOYMENT, THE ACT EMPOWERED THE ATTORNEY GENERAL TO INITIATE LAWSUITS TO DESEGREGATE PUBLIC
FACILITIES. THIS FEDERAL MUSCLE WAS ESSENTIAL IN OVERCOMING LOCAL RESISTANCE AND DISMANTLING THE DEEPLY
ENTRENCHED SYSTEMS OF SEGREGATION THAT HAD LONG CHARACTERIZED MANY PARTS OF THE COUNTRY. THE ABILITY OF THE
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO DIRECTLY INTERVENE AND ENFORCE THE LAW BROUGHT ABOUT TANGIBLE CHANGES IN PUBLIC
ACCOMMODATIONS, SCHOOLS, AND OTHER AREAS WHERE DISCRIMINATION HAD BEEN RAMPANT.

THE IMMEDIATE IMPACT OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 WAS TRANSFORMATIVE. BUSINESSES THAT HAD PREVIOUSLY
OPERATED ON A SEGREGATED BASIS WERE FORCED TO DESEGREGATE OR FACE LEGAL REPERCUSSIONS. SCHOOLS BEGAN THE LONG
AND OFTEN CHALLENGING PROCESS OF INTEGRATION. W/HILE THE JOURNEY TOWARDS FULL EQUALITY WAS FAR FROM OVER, THE
ACT PROVIDED A LEGAL FRAMEWORK AND A POWERFUL TOOL FOR DISMANTLING THE STRUCTURES OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION.
[T INSTILLED A SENSE OF HOPE AND POSSIBILITY FOR MILLIONS OF AMERICANS WHO HAD BEEN MARGINALIZED AND OPPRESSED.

THE VOTING RIGHTS AcT oF 1965: A CruciaL COMPANION

WHILE THE CIvIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 LAID A FOUNDATIONAL GROUNDWORK FOR EQUALITY, THE PERVASIVE
DISENFRANCHISEMENT OF AFRICAN AMERICANS, PARTICULARLY IN THE SOUTH, REMAINED A CRITICAL BARRIER TO FULL
CITIZENSHIP AND PARTICIPATION. W/ITNESSING THE CONTINUED SUPPRESSION OF VOTING RIGHTS, PRESIDENT L YNDON B. JOHNSON
FAMOUSLY DECLARED, “\WE SHALL OVERCOME,” AND PUSHED FOR EVEN STRONGER FEDERAL ACTION. THIS LED TO THE PASSAGE
OF THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965, A CLOSELY ALLIED PIECE OF LEGISLATION THAT IS OFTEN DISCUSSED IN TANDEM W/ITH
THE CIvIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964, BUT IS DISTINCT AND EQUALLY VITAL.



THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965 DIRECTLY ADDRESSED THE DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES THAT HAD SYSTEMATICALLY
PREVENTED AFRICAN AMERICANS FROM EXERCISING THEIR RIGHT TO VOTE. THESE INCLUDED LITERACY TESTS, POLL TAXES, AND
INTIMIDATION TACTICS. THE ACT OUTLAWED THESE DISCRIMINATORY VOTING PRACTICES AND, CRUCIALLY, MANDATED FEDERAL
OVERSIGHT OF ELECTIONS IN AREAS WITH A HISTORY OF DISCRIMINATION. THIS FEDERAL PRECLEARANCE PROVISION REQUIRED
CERTAIN JURISDICTIONS TO OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT BEFORE IMPLEMENTING ANY CHANGES TO THEIR
VOTING LAWS, PREVENTING THE ENACTMENT OF NEW DISCRIMINATORY MEASURES.

THE IMPACT OF THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT of 1965 WAS IMMEDIATE AND PROFOUND. W/ ITHIN A FEW YEARS, MILLIONS OF
AFRICAN AMERICANS WERE REGISTERED TO VOTE, AND THEIR PARTICIPATION IN THE POLITICAL PROCESS SURGED. THIS LED TO
AN INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF AFRICAN AMERICAN ELECTED OFFICIALS AND A GREATER VOICE FOR MINORITY COMMUNITIES IN
SHAPING POLICY AND LEGISLATION. THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT IS WIDELY CONSIDERED ONE OF THE MOST EFFECTIVE PIECES OF
CIVIL RIGHTS LEGISLATION EVER ENACTED, DIRECTLY ADDRESSING A FUNDAMENTAL PILLAR OF DEMOCRATIC PARTICIPATION.

OPPOSITION AND CHALLENGES TO THE ACT

THe PASSAGE oF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965, AND ITS COMPANION LEGISLATION, THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965,
WAS MET WITH SIGNIFICANT OPPOSITION FROM VARIOUS QUARTERS. MANY SOUTHERN POLITICIANS AND CITIZENS VEHEMENTLY
RESISTED THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT'S INTERVENTION INTO WHAT THEY CONSIDERED STATE AFFAIRS, VIEWING THE LAWS AS AN
INFRINGEMENT ON THEIR RIGHTS AND TRADITIONS. THIS RESISTANCE MANIFESTED IN VARIOUS FORMS, RANGING FROM POLITICAL
MANEUVERING AND LEGAL CHALLENGES TO OUTRIGHT DEFIANCE AND, SADLY, VIOLENCE.

OPPONENTS OF THE ACT OFTEN FRAMED THEIR ARGUMENTS IN TERMS OF STATES' RIGHTS AND INDIVIDUAL LIBERTY, ASSERTING
THAT BUSINESSES SHOULD HAVE THE FREEDOM TO REFUSE SERVICE TO WHOMEVER THEY PLEASED. THEY ALSO EXPRESSED
CONCERNS ABOUT THE ECONOMIC IMPACT OF DESEGREGATION AND INTEGRATION ON EXISTING SOCIAL AND BUSINESS
STRUCTURES. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FACED THE DAUNTING TASK OF ENFORCING THESE NEW LAWS AGAINST WIDESPREAD
NON-COMPLIANCE AND HOSTILITY. LAWSUITS WERE FILED, ATTEMPTING TO BLOCK THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ACT, AND
CONSIDERABLE EFFORT WAS EXPENDED BY CIVIL RIGHTS ORGANIZATIONS AND THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO ENSURE THAT THE
PROTECTIONS GUARANTEED BY THE ACT WERE ACTUALLY REALIZED ON THE GROUND.

DESPITE THESE CHALLENGES, THE DETERMINATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS ACTIVISTS AND THE UNWAVERING COMMITMENT OF PRESIDENT
JOHNSON AND HIS ADMINISTRATION ULTIMATELY PREVAILED. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT EMPLOYED ITS ENFORCEMENT POWERS
VIGOROUSLY, USING THE COURTS AND FEDERAL MARSHALS TO ENSURE COMPLIANCE. THE SACRIFICES MADE BY ACTIVISTS WHO
FACED VIOLENCE AND INTIMIDATION WERE INSTRUMENTAL IN PUSHING BACK AGAINST THE OPPOSITION AND SOLIDIFYING THE GAINS
MADE BY THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 AND ITS SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS. THE ONGOING STRUGGLE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS
HIGHLIGHTED THAT WHILE LANDMARK LEGISLATION COULD BE ENACTED, ITS CONTINUOUS PROTECTION AND ENFORCEMENT
REMAINED PARAMOUNT.

ENDURING LEGACY AND ONGOING RELEVANCE

THe CiviL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965, ALONGSIDE THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT oF 1965, REPRESENTS A WATERSHED MOMENT IN
AMERICAN HISTORY, FOREVER ALTERING THE NATION'S LEGAL AND SOCIAL LANDSCAPE. |TS ENDURING LEGACY LIES IN ITS
DISMANTLING OF OVERT, LEGALLY SANCTIONED SEGREGATION AND DISCRIMINATION, PAVING THE WAY FOR A MORE INCLUSIVE
AND EQUITABLE SOCIETY. THE ACT ESTABLISHED A CRITICAL PRECEDENT FOR FEDERAL INTERVENTION IN PROTECTING CIVIL
LIBERTIES, EMPOWERING INDIVIDUALS AND GROUPS TO CHALLENGE INJUSTICE THROUGH LEGAL MEANS.

THE PROTECTIONS INITIALLY ESTABLISHED BY THE ACT—AGAINST DISCRIMINATION IN PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS, EMPLOYMENT,
AND HOUSING—CONTINUE TO BE FOUNDATIONAL TO CIVIL RIGHTS LAW IN THE UNITED STATES. WHILE PROGRESS HAS BEEN
MADE, THE STRUGGLE FOR FULL EQUALITY IS ONGOING. THE PRINCIPLES ENSHRINED IN THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965 REMAIN
RELEVANT TODAY AS SOCIETY CONTINUES TO GRAPPLE WITH ISSUES OF SYSTEMIC INEQUALITY, IMPLICIT BIAS, AND THE NEED
FOR CONTINUED VIGILANCE IN PROTECTING THE RIGHTS OF ALL CITIZENS. THE ACT SERVES AS A POWERFUL REMINDER OF WHAT
CAN BE ACHIEVED THROUGH DEDICATED ACTIVISM, BOLD LEGISLATION, AND A COLLECTIVE COMMITMENT TO JUSTICE AND
EQUALITY FOR ALL.



FAQ

Q: WHAT WERE THE PRIMARY GOALS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 19656?

A: THE PRIMARY GOALS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT of 1965 WERE TO OUTLAW DISCRIMINATION BASED ON RACE, COLOR,
RELIGION, SEX, OR NATIONAL ORIGIN, AND TO ENFORCE THE DESEGREGATION OF PUBLIC FACILITIES AND THE PROHIBITION OF
DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT.

Q: How pib THE CivIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 DIFFER FROM PREVIOUS CIVIL RIGHTS
LEGISLATION?

A: THe CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 WAS MORE COMPREHENSIVE AND INCLUDED STRONGER ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS, SUCH AS
THE POWER OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT TO INITIATE LAWSUITS AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT
OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION (EEOC), WHICH ALLOWED FOR MORE EFFECTIVE DISMANTLING OF DISCRIMINATORY PRACTICES THAN
PRIOR, LESS ROBUST LAWS.

Q: WHAT TYPES OF PLACES WERE COVERED BY THE PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS
PROVISIONS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965?

A: THE PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS PROVISIONS COVERED A WIDE RANGE OF ESTABLISHMENTS THAT SERVED THE PUBLIC,
INCLUDING RESTAURANTS, HOTELS, MOTELS, THEATERS, SPORTS ARENAS, AND RETAIL STORES.

Q: WHAT ROLE DID PRESIDENT L YNDON B. JOHNSON PLAY IN THE PASSAGE OF THE
CiviL RIGHTS AcT oF 1965°?

A: PRESIDENT L YNDON B. JOHNSON WAS A STRONG PROPONENT OF CIVIL RIGHTS LEGISLATION AND PLAYED A CRUCIAL ROLE IN
CHAMPIONING, NEGOTIATING, AND SECURING THE PASSAGE OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1964 AND THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT
ofF 1965, FAMOUSLY STATING HIS COMMITMENT TO USING THE POWER OF THE PRESIDENCY TO ADVANCE CIVIL RIGHTS.

Q: Was THE CIvIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 PRIMARILY FOCUSED ON VOTING RIGHTS?

A: WHILE THE CiviL RIGHTS AcT of 1964 (WHICH OUTLAWED DISCRIMINATION IN PUBLIC PLACES AND EMPLOYMENT) AND THE
VOTING RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 (WHICH FOCUSED ON SECURING VOTING RIGHTS) ARE OFTEN DISCUSSED TOGETHER, THE CIVIL
RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 ITSELF DID NOT HAVE VOTING RIGHTS AS ITS PRIMARY FOCUS. THE VOTING RIGHTS AcT oF 1965
WAS A SEPARATE, BUT EQUALLY CRITICAL, PIECE OF LEGISLATION ADDRESSING DISENFRANCHISEMENT.

Q: WHAT IS THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
CommMissioN (EEOC) ESTABLISHED BY THE ACT?

A: THE EEOC IS A FEDERAL AGENCY RESPONSIBLE FOR ENFORCING FEDERAL LAWS THAT MAKE IT ILLEGAL TO DISCRIMINATE
AGAINST A JOB APPLICANT OR AN EMPLOYEE BECAUSE OF THE PERSON'S RACE, COLOR, RELIGION, SEX (INCLUDING PREGNANCY,
GENDER IDENTITY, AND SEXUAL ORIENTATION)I NATIONAL ORIGIN, AGE (40 OR OLDER), DISABILITY OR GENETIC INFORMATION.

Q: Dip THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT oF 1965 IMMEDIATELY END ALL FORMS OF
DISCRIMINATION?

A:No, THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965 WAS A MONUMENTAL STEP, BUT IT DID NOT IMMEDIATELY END ALL FORMS OF
DISCRIMINATION. THE STRUGGLE FOR FULL EQUALITY AND THE DISMANTLING OF SYSTEMIC INEQUITIES CONTINUED AND STILL
PERSISTS IN VARIOUS FORMS TODAY.



Q: How pip THE SUPREME COURT INTERPRET AND APPLY THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF
1965°

A: THE SUPREME COURT PLAYED A VITAL ROLE IN INTERPRETING AND UPHOLDING THE PROVISIONS OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF
]965/ ISSUING LANDMARK DECISIONS THAT AFFIRMED ITS CONSTITUTIONALITY AND EXPANDED ITS REACH, THEREBY SOLIDIFYING
ITS IMPACT ON AMERICAN LAW AND SOCIETY.

Q: WHAT IS THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT oF 1964 AND THE
CiviL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1965?

A: THE CiviL RIGHTS ACT ofF 1964 PROHIBITED DISCRIMINATION IN PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS AND EMPLOYMENT. THE CIVIL
RIGHTS AcT oF 1965 (SPECIFICALLY THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT of 1965) IS OFTEN DISCUSSED ALONGSIDE IT BECAUSE IT
ADDRESSED A CRITICAL, RELATED ISSUE: THE SYSTEMATIC DENIAL OF VOTING RIGHTS, WHICH WAS ESSENTIAL FOR FULL
POLITICAL PARTICIPATION AND THE REALIZATION OF EQUALITY.
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