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Bevognizing the 40th anniversary of Loving v. Virginia lopalizing interracial
marriage within the Tiited States.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Kay 23, 2007

Mz, Barnwin ifor nersell and Mr. LEwis of Georgia) submitted the following
reschntion:; which was referred 1o the Committee on the shadicinr:

RESOLUTION

Recognizing the 40th anniversary of Loving v. Virginia

legalizing imterracial marriage within the United States,

Whereas the first anti-miscegenation law in the [Tnited States

was enaeted m Maryland in 1661,

Whereas miscegenation was typically a felony under State
laws prohibiting interracial marriare punishable by im-

prisonment or hard labor;

Whereas in 1883, the Supreme Court held in Pace v. Ala-
bama thal anti-miscepenation laws were consistent with
the equal protection elause of the 14th Amendment as
lomgz as the punishments given Lo both white and blael

violators are the same;

Whereas in 1912, a constitutional amendment was proposzed

in the House of Hepresentatives prohibiting interracial
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marriage Chelween negroes or persons of color and Can-

easians’;

Whereas i 1923, the sSupreme Court held im0 Meyer v, Ne-
braska that the due proeess claiuse of the Ldth Amend-
ment muaraniees the right of an individual “to mamy, es-

tablish a home and bring up ehildren™;

Whereas in 1924, Virginia enacted the Raeial Integrity Aet
aof 1924, which required that a racial deseription of every
person be recorded at birth and prevented mareinme be-

tween Cwhite persons” and non-while persons;

Whereas in 1948, the California Supreme Coart overturned
the Biate's anti-miseegenation statutes, thereby beeoming
the first State high conrt to declars a ban on interracial
marriige nneonstitntional and making California the frst
Slate toodo so in The 20th eentary;

Whereas the California Sapreme Court stated in Perez v,

Sharp that “a member of any of these races may find
himself barred from mareving the person of his choies
and that person to him may be irreplaceable. Human
beings are bereft of worth and diguity by a doetrine that

wotlld make them as inerchangeable as trains™;

Whereas by 1948, 58 SBtates still forbade interraeial  mar-

riage, and 6 did so by State constitutional provision;

Whereas in June of 1955, 2 residents of the Commomvealth

of  Vieginia—D>Mildred  Jeter, a black/Native  Americin

worman, and Richard Perry Loving, a Caneasian man—
were married in Washington, 17

Whereas npon their return to Virginia, Richard Perry Loving
and Mildred Jeter Loving were charged with violaiing

Virginia's anti-miseegenation statutes, a felonious erime;
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Whereas Lhe Lovings subsequently pleaded sl aned were
senlenesd Lo 1 oyear in prison, with the senteee sus-
pencled For 25 vears on oconcdition that the couple leave
the Blate of Vieeinia;

Whereas Leon Bazile, the trial pudge of the ease, proclained
that “ Mgl God eveated the races white, blaek, yel-
leew, Malay and red, and he placed them on separale son-
tinents. And bul for the interferenee with his arranoe-
ment Lhere would be 1o eause for such marviages. The
act that be separated the vaces shows that he did 1o

mtend Forr Lhe races 1o mx™;

Whereas Lhe Lovings moved Lo Lhe DHsiriel of Columbia, ol
i 1063 they beran a series of laowsails challeging Lheie

eonvieLioms;

Whereas the ronvietions were apheld by the Stace conets, in-

cluding the Supreme Conrt of Appeals of Vieginia;

Whereas the Lovings appealed the decision 1o e Supreme
Court of the United Stales on the groomud that the Vie-
rinta anli-misecepenalion lavs violaled Lhe Fgual Protee-
tion and e Process Clinses of the T4t Amendnmemn

atwl were Hherefore uneonsiitutonal;

Whereas in 1967, the U8 Supreme Cowt greanted certiorr
to Leving v. Vieginia and readily overturned the Lovings'

O VieEInE

Whereas in the unanimous opinion, Chief Justies 1Bl War-
ren wrote: S Marviage s one of Lhe basic evil rights of
nian.”  Pondamental Lo onr very existenee  and  osure-
vival, . . . To deny this fundomental  Freelon on so
unsuppertable a basis as the sl classilieations em-
beselieel in Lhese slatules, classilcalions so direetly subver-

sivie of Lhe prineiple of sguality al the heart of the Fouar-
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teenth Amendment, is sarely o deprive all the State’s

cilizens of liberty without due proeess of law.";

Whereas Lhe opinion alse stated that “the Fourteenth
Amendment requires that the freedom of ehoiee to marey
not be restricted by invidious racial diseriminations.
Under onr Constitution, the freedom to marry, or uot
marry, a person of another raee resides with the indi-

%

vidual and eannot be infringed by the State.™;

Whereas i 1067, 16 States still had law prohibiting inter-
racial marriage, including Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware,
Florida, Georgia, Kentueky, Lounisiana, Mississippi, Alis-
souri, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten-

nesses, Texas, and Wesl Virginia:

Whereas Loving v. Virginia struek down the remaining anti-

miseegenation laws nationwide;

Whereas in 2000, Alabama became the last State o remove

ils anti-miscegenation laws from ils statutes;

Whereas aceording to the 118 Census Burean, from 1970 to
2000 the percentage of interracial marriages has in-
eregsed from 1 opereent of all marriares to more than 5

e reen t;

Whereas the number of children living in intervacial families
has gquadrupled  between 1970 to 2000, poing from

SO0 000 Lo more than 3 million; and
Whereas June 12th has been proclaimed -~ Loving Day™ by
cities and tewns across the country in eommemoration of

Loving v, Yirginia: Now, therefore, be it

| fegolved, That the House of Representatives—
2 (1) observes the H0th Auniversary of the 115
3 supreme Court decision in Loving v, Virginia; and
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1 (2) commemorates the legacy of Loving v. Vir
2 ginia in ending the ban on interracial marriage in
3 the United States and in recognizing that marriage
4 iz one of the “basie eivil rights of man™ at the heart
5 of the 14th Amendment protections.
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