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Barbara Grutter and the University of Michigan had significantly different viewy

the affirmative action policy. Grutter claimed the policv was not constitutional for seve
reasons. The applicant believed that the school’s affirmative action policy violates the E
Clause Protection of the Fourteenth Amendment which forbids denving . to any perso
its junsdiction the equal protection of thelaw™ ("Grutter v. Bollinger | The Ovez Project
Chicago-Eent College of Law™). Grutter also claimed that the affirmative action policy
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. She supported the claims with the fact that a st
chance of being admitted increases from 10% to 35% if he or she qualifies for affirmati

On the other hand. the Universitv of Michigan said that its use of affirmative action 1s



