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Field Trip Viewing Guide
The Loving Story

Nancy Buirski (Director), Elisabeth Haviland James (Editor), Susie Ruth Powell (Writer)

Before the film:

Answer the following questions as you wait for the film to start.
1. Other than by race, how are people segregated? How does segregation occur at our school (even though it may not be on purpose)? What causes segregation? What parts of our lives are more segregated than others? Why? What institutions do not do enough to stop segregation? Answer as many or as few questions from the list as you like.
	


2. How does the 14th Amendment protect citizens against segregation? Annotate the Amendment to show your answer in the margins. Circle and explain key words, summarize the amendment, ask questions.

	Section 1. … No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.




3. Circle one appeal to track throughout the film:   Pathos (emotion)
  Logos (reason)
Ethos (trust)

If you finish early: You could either 
1) turn to page three and begin reading Hirshkop’s oral argument, or 
2) turn to page four and complete the creative extra credit.

During the film:
4. Use this page to keep track of what you see and hear in the film. Just like reading a book, you must be actively engaged in viewing a film or you will not fully understand it.

	Events

	


	Characters

	


Include some notes about this appeal in the spaces below. 

	What I Saw…
	What I Heard…
	What I Thought…

	images, facial expressions, physical movements, props, lighting, camera movements?
	words or phrases, sound effects, vocal inflection, accent or dialect, music?
	What themes are emerging?

What opinions are you forming?

What questions do you have? 

You may have a chance to ask the director questions after the film.

	Visual Notes:
	Sound Notes:

	Reflections:




After the film:
5. Quickly write down all the thoughts, feelings, and questions you have in your mind right now. You may also write down the parts of the film that stood out to you the most.

	


Homework:
6. Read Hirschkop’s oral argument presented to the court in defense of the Lovings. As you read, annotate the passage by numbering and summarizing the steps of the argument, underlining or circling key information and writing down your own ideas and questions. Then, label Hirschkop’s use of Pathos, Logos, and Ethos.

Counsel for petitioners, Phillip J. Hirschkop:

Mr. Chief Justice, Associate Justices; may it please the Court.



You have before you today what we consider the most odious of the segregation laws and the slavery laws. In our view of this law, we hope to clearly show that this is a slavery law. And the issue is: May a state proscribe a marriage between two adult consenting individuals because of their race?



Sections 20-54 and 20-57 [of Virigina law] void such marriages. And, if they voice such marriages--if you would only decide on 20-58 and 20-59--these people, were they to go back to Virginia--and they are in Virginia now--will be subject to immediate arrest under the fornication statute, and the lewd and lascivious cohabitation statue. And, more than that, there are many, many other problems with these. Their children would be declared bastards under many Virginia decisions. They themselves would lose their rights for insurance, social security, for numerous other things to which they’re entitled. So we strongly urge the Court, in considering this, to consider this basic question: May the state proscribe a marriage between such individuals because of their race, and their race alone?



All the registration statutes were enacted in the 1924 period. These are the statues, basically, in which you have to have a certificate of racial composition in the state of Virginia, the statues which we find absolutely most odious, the statutes which reflect back to Nazi Germany and to the present South African situation.



The present bill, as it sits on the books, is that law from 1924, and it was entitled “A Bill to Preserve the Integrity of the White Race” when it was initially issued. It was passed as a bill for “racial integrity”--to preserve racial integrity. And we would advance the argument very strongly to the Court that they’re not concerned with the racial integrity of the Negro race, only with the white race.



In fact, in Viriginia it’s only a crime for white and Negro to intermarry, and the law is couched in such terms that they say white may only marry white, in section 20-54 of our law, but it goes on from there to make it a crime only for whites and Negroes to intermarry. There’s no crime for a Malaysian to marry a Negro, and it’s a valid marriage in Virginia. But it would be a void marriage for a Malaysian or any other race, aside from Negro, to marry a white person. A void marriage, but there would be no criminal penalty against anyone but the white person. They were not concerned with racial integrity, but racial supremacy of the white race.



Again, they wanted to preserve the racial integrity of their citizens. They wanted not to have a “mongrel” breed of citizens. We find there no requirement that a state shall not legislate to prevent the obliteration of racial pride but must permit the corruption of blood even though it weaken and destroy the quality of its citizenship. These are racial, and equal protection thoroughly proscribes these.



[Judge Bazile, the lower court judge, in his ruling on the case] says: “Almighty God created the races white, black, yellow, malay and red, and he placed them on separate continents.” And I needn’t read the whole quote, but it’s a fundamentally ludicrous quote.



We fail to see how any reasonable man can but conclude that these laws are slavery laws, were invented to keep the slaves in their place, were prolonged to keep the slaves in their place, and in truth the Virginia laws still view the Negro race as a slave race. That these are the most odious laws to come before the Court. They rob the Negro race of its dignity, and only a decision which will reach the full body of these laws of the state of Virginia will change that.

May It Please the Court: The Most Significant Oral Arguments Make Before the 
Supreme Court Since 1955. Irons, Peter H. and 
Guitton, Stephanie, Eds. New York: Norton, 1993. Web. pp. 279-281

Extra Credit (Imagery)

	NOW. Describe (or draw!) the scene around you in the theater using imagery. Include descriptions of all five senses.


	THEN. Image what this theater would have been like fifty years ago, in 1960. Describe the scene that would be around you using imagery (or draw!).
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