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“This is' the next-and the more profound
We seek not just: freedom but oppor
but human abili not just equahtv as
a fact and equali a result.
“For the task: is to give 20 million I gloes the same chance as every other
Amemc- n to learn i 0 and [share. in. society, to ‘develop their
——-ph) ical, mental, and splmtual,‘and to pursue their individual happi-
resident LYNDON B, JOHNSON, ‘at I—Iéwar Unwerslty, June 4, 1965.

The historic Civil Rights Act of 1964 mcludes specific.‘prohibitions on dis-
crimination in veting; public mnmoddﬁ10n~, publie facilities; public educa
employment and fed'erally assisted programs. Housing dlscnmlnatmn as such
is not mentioned in the 1964 act. "Careful|consideration of title VI of the act,
however, leads to the conclusion that ij does directly preclude racial discrimina-
tion in the sale and rental of private houung |

Section 601 of title VI states that: person in the United States shall, on
the ground of race, color, or national ‘omgm, be excluded from participation.in,
be denied the beneﬁtq of, or be qane(‘wted to dwemmmatlon under any program
or activity receiving Federal financial assist

This language does not:confer dmcre Onarv power on Federal agencies;'it
imposes a compulsory obligation. In his testlmonv on this section before the
Senate Judiciary Committee former wAtﬁomev General Robert F.. Kennedy
emphagized : “Simple just requir that public funds, to which all taxpayers
of all races contribute, not be spenf in any fashion which encourages, entrenches;,:
gubsidizes, or results in racial dmcummation A e

The legal concept of ‘dm(,runmahon’ is| not statl( but. one which is evolving
continuously as a result of political and judicial development. In 18¢ the
Supreme Court held that “separate bdt equal” treatment of the races fulfilled
the constitutional requirements of the 14th amendment; In 1954, the rt
overruled that doctrine, declaring that the separation of the races by government
is inherently diserimina In 1964, by enactment of title VI of the Civil
Rights Act, the ngress added to the 1)10h1b1t1011 on racia dlscnmlnatmn the
further stlpulatmn that no person [be excluded from participation in” or “be
denied the benefits of*any federally ass

To achieve the: objective of title |V erefore, requires more than a passive
Federal position with respect to digerimination.  Raecial dxscrnnmation is so
deeply embedded in .our present-day Society that the mere “nond
expenditure of public funds may ffirther entrench and subsidiz segrega
public life. For'the purposes of title VI; it is immaterial whe her
housing patterns: result from current pr:
hibited by law, or reflect|past (11§ rnnina
either case, the congres at rnment. taking
positive s to eliminate and prement cnmmumty patterns of racial segregation,
for the perpetuation of discrimination by a failure to remedy it may itself be
considered -an act of diseriminati Every federally aided program affecting
housing should be measured again this affirmative requirement for compliance
with title VI

This pubhcatmn demomtrateq that the title VI affirmative requirement app!
directly to federally financed urb‘m renewal, highway and other
and land acquisition programs. These Federal programs annually displace from
their homes thousands of famllieq. manv of Whom are forced to Ielomte in racial
ghettos where comninni
of segregated housing. ) oreoven apart from relocatwn mto <e°1eoated hm ing

. it will be shown that the title VI requirement applies to the entire private housing
sector, which is-directly benefited by and materially dependent upon the tOtdlltV
of Federal assistance programs:in' area of community facilities ¢ i

Yet Federal programs affecti ng housing presently are being administered w lth-
out adequate satfeguards. to suw that public funds are not being spent in a
fashion which encourawes, entren , Subsidizes or results in racial diserimina-

188th Cong., 1st'sess,, on §: 1731'and/s, 1750, p. 333.




