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I believe in recognizing every human being as a human being--neither white, black, brown, or
red; and when you are dealing with humanity as a family there's no question of integration or
intermarriage.

- Malcolm X, 1965!

On July 11th, 1958, Mildred Jeter and Richard Loving were legally married in
Washington D.C. Mildred was a young, African-American and Native-American woman who
fell in love with Richard Loving, a caucasian man.” When they returned home to Virginia, they
were found in their home, and charged with miscegenation marriage based on the Racial
Integrity Act. Though there were laws allowing them to marry in Washington D.C., there had
still been anti-miscegenation marriage laws in Virginia. Due to this, they were arrested only five
weeks after their marriage.’

History

Interracial marriage officially became illegal in 1967, but this didn’t stop many people
from going through with their marriages, such as the Lovings. The laws have been around since
the Colonial Era, when laws that related to anti-miscegenation marriage were created in 1691.*

One state, Pennsylvania, passed a law in 1725 that restricted the marriage of people of color to
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marry someone of caucasian ethnicity. This law was repealed in 1780 in the effort to abolish
slavery.’

In the United States, it was a slow movement to remove miscegenation laws, as well as
any racially-divided laws. Though the Lovings’ case occurred in Virginia, there was in a point in
time where almost every state in the country of the United States had anti-miscegenation laws
when it came to marriage. Though marriage laws are state laws, the federal rulings can have the
impact on what the state can do. All states, when major laws are passed in the Supreme Court,
must follow these laws. At the time, many states did not follow these rules and found ways
around them.®

Of the people that were in interracial marriages at the time, the Lovings’ case is definitely
one of the most recognized because of the impact it had on the history of all marriages then and
for years to come. This case first occurred in 1967 in Virginia, hence the name “Loving v.
Virginia.” It is well-known that the southern states of the United States of America did not have
a great reputation when it came to people of color, especially through the Civil War of 1861 to
1865 where the Union was against the Confederate States of America. Of these southern states,
Virginia, was one that had more severe anti-miscegenation laws, and one of those laws was the
Racial Integrity Act. The Racial Integrity Act states that people who are white that may have
some “colored blood,” in them, meaning that someone in their past family was not one-hundred
percent white, are not completely white because they still have the smallest trace of color in

them.” The Racial Integrity Act is the main reason that the couple was not allowed to marry in
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their home state of Virginia, so they went to another jurisdiction, the capital, to get married.
Mildred Jeter and Richard Loving went to Washington D.C., which had no anti-miscegenation
laws at the time and got married in June of 1958.® For seven years, the couple fought for their
rights and were continuously turned down.
Pace v. Alabama

Though Loving v. Virginia is the more known case that resulted in something more
major, it is not the only one that made an effort to remove these anti-miscegenation laws, or
make a change. Pace v. Alabama is another court case that dealt with anti-miscegenation laws in
the state of Alabama, which involved the marriage of Tony Pace, a black man, and Mary Cox, a
white woman. In Loving v. Virginia they were arrested in relation to the Racial Integrity act; in
Pace v. Alabama the two were accused, not arrested, according to Section 4189 of the Alabama
Code. The very beginning of this code states,

If any man and woman live together in adultery or fornication, each of them must, on the
first conviction of the offense, be fined not less than one hundred dollars, and may also be
imprisoned in the county jail or sentenced to hard labor for the county for not more than
six months. On the second conviction for the offense with the same person, the offender
must be fined not less than three hundred dollars, and may be imprisoned in the county
jail, or sentenced to hard labor for the county for not more than twelve months, and for a
third or any subsequent conviction with the same person, must be imprisoned in the
penitentiary, or sentenced to hard labor for the county for two years.’

The couple was sentenced to two years in the penitentiary. Though nowadays, the case would be

most likely deemed unconstitutional, the code was deemed constitutional in the court.'
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The Return

After Mildred and Richard Loving were married in D.C., the couple returned to Virginia
to be near their families. Though they were married in Washington D.C. and not Virginia, their
marriage still remained illegal upon their return. On July 11th, 1958, the couple was found in
their home and put under arrest for miscegenation marriage.'' Miscegenation marriage is the
mixing of different racial groups through marriage and in the anti-miscegenation laws that were
around at the time, the intent was to prevent mixing of different racial groups. At the time, racial
laws such as these were only starting to become less severe.

In a letter that Mildred wrote to Robert Kennedy, an Attorney General at the time, she
states that her and Richard weren’t aware that there were laws against their marriage, and that
though her and Richard cannot return upon these laws, she would like it if she could return once
and awhile to see family, like their kids, and friends of their family. She also stated that affording
an attorney may be an issue.'> When this idea for them to come back home to Virginia was sent
to the court, they did not get a response. Marriage can be seen nowadays as a union of love, and
that is what the Lovings’ wanted to do in the first place, to have a union of love. But only these
anti-miscegenation laws were preventing them from doing so. When the Lovings’ were found in
their home, it was stated that there was no one specific who complained over their marriage.
Three years prior to the case, the Civil Rights Act of 1964 was passed. The act was proposed by
President John F. Kennedy, and stated that there shall be no segregation in the public work place

and that there shall be no discrimination when it comes to employment based on race, sex,
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religion or color."” This would make it a bit easier for the Loving v. Virginia case for the
Lovings’ side, because it is saying that there should be no discrimination based on race, sex,
religion or color specifically. Though it doesn’t directly state anything about marriage between
interracial couples, it still interprets the rights that they have as human beings based on who they
are as people. In the court that was prior to going to the Supreme Court, their trial judge Judge
Leon M. Bazile stated,

Almighty God created the races white, black, yellow, malay and red, and he placed them on
separate continents. And but for the interference with his [arrangement] there would be no cause
for such marriages. The fact that he separated the races shows that he did not intend for the races
to mix.'"*

Though Judge Bazile stated this, he still greatly assisted the couple in getting their case to a
higher court.
The Final Amendment

The 14th Amendment of the United States Constitution is more commonly known as the
“equal protection of laws.” This Amendment can be widely seen in multiple court cases like
Brown v. Board of Education and Reed v. Reed, as well as Loving v. Virginia.' It wasn’t exactly
argued on the Lovings’ side that they were denied their marriage because of their love for each
other, but that the couple and their children had the right to equal protection under the law based
on the 14th Amendment.'® Chief Justice Earl Warren stated during the case that “the freedom to

marry, or not marry, a person of another race resides with the individual, and cannot be infringed
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by the state.”'” Therefore, this meant that Virginia’s side of the case was deemed unconstitutional
under the Fourteenth Amendment, meaning that the Lovings’ had won their case on June 12th,
1967.

Though throughout this hard time of legal battles and fighting for their rights, there is a
lot of compromise through all the conflict. Today, the Loving v. Virginia case is known as a
major push forward in the Equal Rights movement as well as the Civil Rights movement. This
was a step of challenging the government restrictions that there were on who could marry who at
the time. The major compromise of this topic would have to be the fact that now, in our current
time, people are free to marry whoever they want regardless of color, sex, gender, race, religion
or sexual orientation. One example of the current court cases that deals with marriage is that in
June of 2015, marriage between people of the same sex in the United States became legal. Just as
in the Loving v. Virginia case, the reasons for allowing these laws to pass was because they were
deemed unconstitutional under laws like the 14th Amendment and also the fact that all people
are equal."® As human beings, we are free to love who we want, and removing these laws is a
major step forward. Though this case happened many years ago, it is still necessary to celebrate
the accomplishments and the impact it has made on our history and the history of our future
generations.
Lovings’ Day

June 12 is known as Lovings’ Day, though not an official day. People that feel a strong

connection to this day will sometimes even get married on this day because of what it did for
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them in their lives and for their marriage." If it wasn’t for Mildred Jeter and Richard Loving
bringing their love to the court, it may have taken a lot longer for any other marriage laws to
become official. We could still be fighting for the rights of interracial couples. Though Lovings’
Day is mostly centered around the interracial marriage laws that were passed on that day, it can
be celebrated as a day of equality for everyone. There was also a lot of conflict for Loving v.
Virginia, because it didn’t go to the Supreme Court right away. The couple first went to smaller
state courts, and these courts helped get it to the Supreme Court of the United States. Many
people at the time thought their marriage was wrong, hence the reason they were arrested for
anti-miscegenation marriage. The 14th Amendment, as stated, says a lot about the equality of
people, as well as the Civil Rights Act, and they used these in the court to fight for their rights.
Though Mildred and Richard Loving did an amazing thing for the people of the future for
interracial marriage, they did not want to be seen as heroes.?® They just happened to be the
people to make these laws more known and make it better for the generations of the future.
Richard Loving passed in 1975, only 8 years after the court ruling and Mildred Loving passed in
2008.

“I am proud that Richard’s and my name is on a court case that can help reinforce the love, the
commitment, the fairness, and the family that so many people, black or white, young or old, gay
or straight, seek in life. I support the freedom to marry for all. That’s what Loving, and loving,
are all about.”

- Mildred Jeter?!
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Villet, Grey. Richard and Mildred Loving. 18 Mar. 1966.
This photo shows Richard Loving, left, and Mildred Jeter, right, showing their affection and love
for each other.
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Villet, Grey. Richard and Mildred Loving. 18 Mar. 1966.
This shows the Lovings’ family on the stairs, possibly in front of their house.
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