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What does “home” mean to you? What else?



Racially Restrictive Covenants

Content warning:

The following slides contain historical examples of 
racially restrictive covenants (RRCs) and marketing 
and other information that was used to promote 
sales in residential neighborhoods that contained 
those RRCs.



This newspaper 
advertisement: For a residential 

building lot with 
this restriction:

“No persons of any race other than 
the White or Caucasian race shall 
use or occupy any structure or any 
lot except that this provision shall not 
prevent occupancy by domestic 
servants of a different race domiciled 
with an owner or tenant.”



More samples of 
newspaper advertisements 
in Sacramento



Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (CC&Rs)
Here, from a subdivision in Fresno in1947:



Grant Deed, 1955.

No restriction in the 
deed, but the 
restriction is recorded 
in the documents 
affecting the entire 
subdivision.



Some Judicial and Legislative History . . . 
In granting judicial enforcement of the restrictive
agreements in these cases, the States have denied
petitioners the equal protection of the laws and
that, therefore, the action of the state courts
cannot stand…. Because of the race or color of
these petitioners they have been denied rights of
ownership or occupancy enjoyed as a matter of
course by other citizens of different race or color. (1948)

Negroes have been and are turned away from original sales of most tract 
homes in the area despite an increase in the percentage of Negro population 
in the last few years and an increase in their rate of income as compared 
with members of the white race.” (1958)

Proposition 14, which was overwhelmingly supported by developers, real estate trade 
associations, and others, was approved by California voters, amending the California 
Constitution to provide that “neither the State nor any subdivision or agency thereof shall 
deny, limit or abridge, directly or indirectly, the right of any person, who is willing or desires 
to sell, lease or rent any part or all of his real property, to decline to sell, lease or rent such 
property to such person or persons as he, in his absolute discretion, chooses. (1964)

The federal Fair Housing Act finally 
prohibited racially restrictive 
covenants and racially 
discriminatory practices in the 
sale, purchase, and financing of 
real estate were finally prohibited. 
(1968)



Exclusionary practices, in context - and a few words 
about “de facto” and “de jure”: 
De facto exclusion and 
segregation – the result of 
private activities (by 
individuals acting on their 
own, private organizations, 
associations, and businesses, 
etc.), not the result of 
government actions.

De jure exclusion and 
segregation – the result of 
laws, regulations, policies, and 
practices enacted, 
sponsored, and supported by 
the government at one or 
more levels (federal, state, 
county, city governments and 
their agencies).



California – and the United States - today

Uniform Law 
Commission:
Drafting is 
underway for 
a “Model Act” 
for states to 
consider for 
use.

California:
AB 1466, enacted in 
2021.

Other states: 
Some have 
enacted, some 
are considering, 
others not yet.


