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Marriages Void Without Decree: All marriages between a white
person and a colored person shall be absolutely void without any
decree of divorce or other legal process.
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Punishment for Marriage: If any white person intermarry with a
colored person, or any colored person intermarry with a white
person, he shall be guilty of a felony and shall be punished by
confinement in the penitentiary for not less than one nor more than
five years.
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Leaving State to Evade Law: If any white person and colored
person shall go out of this State, for the purpose of being married,
and with the intention of returning, and be married out of it, and
afterwards return to and reside in it, cohabiting as man and wife,
they shall be punished as provided in § 20-59, and the marriage
shall be governed by the same law as if it had been solemnized in
this State. The fact of their cohabitation here as man and wife shall
be evidence of their marriage.
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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.
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All persons shall be entitled to the full and equal enjoyment of the goods, services, facilities,
privileges, advantages, and accommaodations of any place of public accommodation, as defined in this
section, without discrimination or segregation on the ground of race, color, religion, or national origin.
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[A]s recently as the 1964 Term, in rejecting the reasoning of that
case, we stated “Pace represents a limited view of the Equal
Protection Clause which has not withstood analysis in the
subsequent decisions of this Court.” As we there demonstrated, the
Equal Protection Clause requires the consideration of whether the
classifications drawn by any statute constitute an arbitrary and
invidious discrimination. The clear and central purpose of the
Fourteenth Amendment was to eliminate all official state sources
of invidious racial discrimination in the States. . . . There can be no
question but that Virginia's miscegenation statutes rest solely upon
distinctions drawn according to race. The statutes proscribe
generally accepted conduct if engaged in by members of different
races.
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Over the years, this Court has consistently repudiated
“[d]istinctions between citizens solely because of their ancestry” as
being “odious to a free people whose institutions are founded upon
the doctrine of equality.” At the very least, the Equal Protection
Clause demands that racial classifications, especially suspect in
criminal statutes, be subjected to the “most rigid scrutiny,” and, if
they are ever to be upheld, they must be shown to be necessary to
the accomplishment of some permissible state objective,
independent of the racial discrimination which it was the object of
the Fourteenth Amendment to eliminate.
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There is patently no legitimate overriding purpose independent of
invidious racial discrimination which justifies this classification.
The fact that Virginia prohibits only interracial marriages involving
white persons demonstrates that the racial classifications must
stand on their own justification, as measures designed to maintain
White  Supremacy. We have consistently denied the
constitutionality of measures which restrict the rights of citizens on
account of race. There can be no doubt that restricting the freedom
to marry solely because of racial classifications violates the central
meaning of the Equal Protection Clause.
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These statutes also deprive the Lovings of liberty without due
process of law in violation of the Due Process Clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment. The freedom to marry has long been
recognized as one of the vital personal rights essential to the
orderly pursuit of happiness by free men. Marriage is one of the
“basic civil rights of man,” fundamental to our very existence and
survival. To deny this fundamental freedom on so unsupportable a
basis as the racial classifications embodied in these statutes,
classifications so directly subversive of the principle of equality at
the heart of the Fourteenth Amendment, is surely to deprive all the
State’s citizens of liberty without due process of law. The
Fourteenth Amendment requires that the freedom of choice to
marry not be restricted by invidious racial discriminations. Under
our Constitution, the freedom to marry, or not marry, a person of
another race resides with the individual and cannot be infringed by
the State.
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