ANSWER KEY

Grutter v. Bollinger and
Gratz v. Bollinger

Document A: By trying to help African
Americans, the white Americans are not
giving blacks a chance to stand on their
own two feet.

Document B: 1. To protect the rights of
former slaves. 2. Answers will vary.

Document C: As a way of remedying the
long history of discrimination against
African Americans.

Document D: 1. Answers will vary. 2.
Marshall said racial preferences were
needed to remedy past wrongs. The

Law School based its affirmative action
program on the claimed educational
benefits for all students that result from a
diverse student body.

Document E: It did not have a quantified
goal of minority enrollment, but rather
used race as a “plus factor” in a flexible
way that allowed individual consideration.

Document F: It was masking a quota-
system of proportional admissions. 2.
Yes.

Document G: Dissent.

Document H: 1. Because it provides
eloquent, historical support for his
position. 2. If it will be unconstitutional
in 25 years, it must be unconstitutional
now.

Document I: 1. The automatic 20 points
awarded on the basis of race did not
allow for individual consideration of
applicants and therefore violated the
Equal Protection Clause. 2. The LSA
policy awarded specific points for race,
the Law School policy did not.
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Document J: If colleges are going to
award points for certain attributes or
accomplishments, they may do so for
race.

Document K: She thought that if Grutter’s
was constitutional, then Gratz’s must be
constitutional as well, because at least it
was honest.

Document L: Minorities will no longer be
able to compete.
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