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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court held that the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment does not

prohibit Michigan's voters from deciding whether to prohibit the consideration of racial preferences in

governmental decisions, including university admissions.
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1. Whether the Michigan constitutional amendment prohibiting race-based preferences in public university

admissions violates the Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.

HOLDINGS

1. The amendment is constitutional; the judgment of the Sixth Circuit is reversed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is no authority in the Federal Constitution or in this Court’s precedents for the Judiciary to set aside
Michigan laws that commit to the voters the determination whether racial preferences may be considered in

governmental decisions, in particular with respect to school admissions.” (at 4-5)

“The principle that the consideration of race in admissions is permissible when certain conditions are met is
not being challenged. Rather, the question concerns whether, and in what manner, voters in the States may

choose to prohibit the consideration of such racial preferences.” (at 12—13)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Michigan voters adopted Proposal 2, amending the state constitution to prohibit race-based preferences in public
university admissions. The amendment was challenged as a violation of the Equal Protection Clause. The case

reached the Supreme Court after the Sixth Circuit reversed the district court’s summary-judgment ruling.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan granted summary judgment upholding
Michigan’s Proposal 2 amendment. The Sixth Circuit reversed, holding the amendment violated the
political-process doctrine. The Supreme Court granted certiorari.

DISPOSITION

reversed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The judgment of the Court of Appeals is reversed and the case is so ordered.
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