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Marriage Rights
	The United States first amendments done in 1791 described civil rights, which were echoed by the fourteenth amendment, bans the violation of human rights. Civil rights are aspects that prohibit one's discrimination based on race, color, religion, and sex, among others. The rights are said to be violated when people lack fair treatment in the different areas in society. Despite the constitutional description of civil rights, many cases have been recorded, where people are mistreated due to their color. One of such cases involved Richard, a white and Mildred Loving, an African American (Loving V. Virginia 1967). They experienced issues due to the inter-color union, indicating discrimination based on race. The paper analyses the case in understanding the implementation of civil rights in the United States. 
The case involved Richard and the lover, Mildred Loving, who fell in love. Richard was a white employee while Loving was an African American, both living in Caroline County, Virginia. After falling in love, they exchanged vows in 1958 in Washington DC because the government permitted interracial marriages, unlike in Virginia. After the wedding, they returned to Virginia, where they were arrested by the local sheriff with the claim to have violated the anti-miscegenation law (Leigh, 2019). In Virginia, marrying an individual of another race was considered a felony. They pleaded guilty one year later, where Judge Bazile said they would spend twelve months in prison. Nevertheless, they were given an alternative to leave Virginia for twenty-five years. As a result, they vacated for Washington DC and bore kids but longed to return to Virginia. The American Civil liberties Union, via the attorney General Kennedy, helped the couple present their case.
The leading question presented to the court was whether the anti-miscegenation laws were constitutional. In 1888, the high court decided that each state had the freedom to make laws regarding marriage. Nevertheless, the Civil Liberties Union found it discriminating, to prevent different races from falling in love. In 1963, Cohen and Hirschkop directed judge Bazile to eliminate the sentences given to the couple, which he declined. The case was moved to the Virginia Supreme Court, where the same judgment was made. The two lawyers moved the case to the Supreme Court with the stand that the practice was against the 14th constitutional amendment, which insists on fairness and equal protection (Girgis & George, 2017). In 1967, the Supreme Court announced that Virginia's marriage laws were unconstitutional, and thus Richard and Loving were allowed to live in the area. 
I agree with the Supreme Court's decision that inter-racial marriages should be allowed. The constitution states that all citizens have the right to equal treatment without discrimination based on race. The decision thus respected the law, indicating it was right. I also agree as it is unethical, making people suffer for following their choices. It is said that love does not know boundaries, proving that people from different places would fall in love. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Punishing the couple for making their decisions to exchange vows and make a family was inhuman. The Virginia court's decision was also wrong because it caused harm to the couple. They were forced to move to Washington DC to live against their will. I believe that any decision which makes people suffer is wrong and should be condemned. According to statistics, 15.1% of the marriages in the nation at that time were interracial based, and letting this large group suffer was unfair (Girgis & George, 2017). Therefore, the Supreme Court's stand was right because it acted based on the constitution and was also ethical as the couple was no longer harmed.
The Supreme Court’s ruling had several effects on the nation. People from various races started interacting and getting married, as it was no longer illegal. Also, states made changes regarding marriage laws, where they allowed people to marry. However, this took a long time as most states were reluctant to permit as they believed it was a felony. Besides, societal members gained insights concerning their civil rights and liberties, which pushed the state governments to ensure the constitutional directives, were followed. Today, people are allowed to marry any race without being discriminated against, thus allowing citizens to practice civil rights and liberties. Regarding the case's ruling, I would ensure that the Virginian court made amendments to marriage laws. The changes would enable other couples in the area to live without fear of punishment. 
In conclusion, having analyzed the case in understanding the implementation of civil rights in the United States, it is evident that the practice of civil rights and liberties in the United States took time, despite the constitutional directives passed years ago. Some states like Virginia believed that inter-racial marriages were a felony, which required the Supreme Court to intervene and interpret the law. Richard and Loving's decision to report the case was necessary, as it made the court exercise justice by following the law.
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