Unwedding: Why You Can’t Get Married

A marriage between Negroes or mulattos of
either sBRnihbrakiti@spersons are declared to be
absolutely void.

Colorado Constitution, 1877

Only a union of one man and one woman shall be

valid or recognized as a marriage in Colorado.

Colorado Constitution, Defense of Marriage Amendment, 2006

an exhibit proposal by Nava Atlas
to commemorate the 50th Anniversary
of the Loving v Virginia decision



This proposed exhibit, titled
Unwedding: Why You Can'’t
Get Married is an outgrowth
of a limited edition artist’s
book by Nava Atlas (similar-
ly titled Why You Can’t Get
Married: An Unwedding Al-
bum). The work in this series
compares the language that
opposed interracial mar-
riage in earlier generations,
with the language that op-
posed same-sex marriage in
more recent times, especial-
ly when it was being argued
in congress and before the
courts.

The American Congress has
had a long history of legis-
lating bias, working hand
in hand with judiciaries that
have upheld laws designed
to discriminate. Today, there
are stark reminders of just
how easily individual free-
doms can erode with full co-
operation of the law, as we
approach the 50th anniversa-
ry of Loving v Virginia in May
of 2017.



The unanimous U.S. Supreme Court decision that in 1967
legalized interracial marriage in all fifty states echoes into
the present, particularly in the 2013 ruling to strike down
DOMA (Defense of Marriage Act), and the 2015 case that
legalized same-sex marriage.

The very arguments used to oppose interracial marriage in
generations were blatantly, if inadvertently, recycled for use
against same-sex marriage. The arguments used against
both types of unions are eerily similar, drawing upon famil-
liar tropes — it will lead down the slippery slope to polyga-
my, the children of these unions are victims, it’s unnatural, it
will spread disease, and so on.

A possible add-on to the work shown in this proposal might
look at the backlash that resulted from the 2015 Obergefell
decision targeting LGBT individuals, especially in certain
parts of the country. The tendency toward legislating bias in
the name of “religious freedom” is again on the rise.

As Mildred Loving stated on the occasion of the 40th anni-
versary of the Supreme Court decision: “Government has
no business imposing some people’s ... beliefs over others.
Especially if it denies people’s civil rights.” Relatively few
people today oppose interracial marriage, but by holding
up an injustice of the not-so-distant past as a mirror to its
present-day counterpart, this exhibit argues that legally
sanctioned bias has no place in contemporary culture.

Why You Can’t Get Married: An Unwedding Album
by Nava Atlas is the limited edition artist’s book
that serves as the foundation for this expanded installation.

Laser offset, double wire-o binding gatefold © 2013
Hardbound edition of 25
Softcover edition of 200
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This and the next three “gallery” images scattered
throughout this document were created digitally to
approximate what this exhibit might look like. The text
and imagery would be enlarged from the pages, with
some changes and modifications. There will be a mix
of materials in the installation — the central images
will become digital tapestries; the state code compar-
isons would be printed on plates; and the side pieces
might be printed either on canvas or paper.




Nava Atlas’s art is a feast of
appropriation and alteration.
Subtly manipulating found ob-
jects, books, comics, magazine
advertising, vintage images,
and more, she embellishes with
original text to comment on and
skewer culturalissues and human
foibles. The personal becomes
political, and vice versa.

Gender issues, bias, social
justice, and animal advocacy
are among the themes Nava
explores in her work. Of
particular interest is exploring
how language and media are
used to perpetuate outmoded
cultural norms and stereotypes.

The resulting works are often
text-driven and take the form
of altered and limited edition
books, small installations, and
other readable objects. Her
recent series are tied together
with a liberal dose of irony a
nod to history, and a meticulous
attention to detail.

Nava’s interest in the subject
of this proposal stems from
concern for LGBT friends, an
abiding interest in civil rights
history, and most of all, as
the mother of a transgender
daughter.
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They [gay people] can
get married, but they
abide by the same law as
everyone else. They can
marry aman f they're
awoman. Or they can
marry a woman if they 're
Rep. Michele Bachmann

(R Minnesota), 201

Same-sex marriages have
adverse effects on the parties’
children, and those children
are apt to suffer stigma. en of these Kinds of
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Each party seeking to marry
amember of a different

race has the right and the
privilege of marrying within
his or her own group.
California Supreme Gourt Justice

JohnW. Shenk, dissenting opinion,
Perez v. Lippold, 1948

Itis not infrequent that the children
of intermarried parents are referred
to not merely as the children of
intermarried parents but as the
‘victims’ of intermarried parents
and as the ‘martyrs’ of intermar-
ried parents.

R.D. McTiwaine III, Virginia assistant

attorney general and opposing counsel

Loving v. 1967

‘The laws of civilization demand that
the races be kept apart i this country.
The progress of either does not depend
on the admixture of blood. & sound
philanthropy, looking to public peace
and the happiness of both races, would
regard any effort to intermarry the
individuality of the races as a calam-
ity full of the saddest and gloomiest
portent to the generations that aze to
come after us.

‘Tonnessee Supreme Court majority opinion

statement, Lonas v State of Tennessee, 1871
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It same-sex marriage is not only a

complete undermining of the princi-
ples of family and marriage and the
hope of future generations, but it
completely begins to see our socicty
break down to the extent that the
foundational unit of the family that

is the hope of survival of this country

survival in the long run.

Rep.TrentFranks (R-Avizoma), 20m
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Nava Atlas’s artwork has been
shown nationally in over 60
museums, galleries, alternative
art spaces, and other venues,
including Wichita Art Museum,
Suffolk Museum, Samuel Dorsky
Museum of Art, Purdue University,
Duke University, RISD, Delaware
Center for Contemporary Art,
Everson Museum of Art, Pyramid
Atlantic, Weatherspoon Art
Museum, Center for Book Arts, and
many others.

Her work is in a number of public
collections, including the New York
Public Library Collection of Prints
and Drawings, Samuel Dorsky
Museum of Art (SUNY New Paltz),
Washington Pavilion of Arts and
Science (SD), Weatherspoon Art
Museum (NC), Nasher Museum of
Art (NC), and others.

Nava'’s limited edition artist’s books
are housed in many collections
of artists books, including those
at the libraries of MOMA (NY),
National Museum of Women in the
Arts (Washington, DC), Brooklyn
Museum, Boston Museum of Fine
Art, and the Victoria and Albert
Museum (London), plus dozens
of artist’'s book collections at
universities and colleges, too
numerous to list.

A permanent, growing archive of
her papers, detailing her career
as an exhibiting artist, book artist,
author, and food writer is housed
at the Sallie Bingham Center for
Women’s History and Culture, a
division of the Rubenstein Library
at Duke University in Durham, NC.
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Floridais not required to recognize or
apply Massachusetts’ same-sex marriage
law because it clearly conflits with Flor-
ida's legitimate public policy of opposing
same-sex marriage.

U, Distict Judge ames S, Moody .
dismising 1 cae by a lesbiancoupleseking o have
cognited
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Gay people should not be allowed
to marry because they suffera
higher incidence of AIDS than
heterosexuals.

Vermont House and Senate Judiciary
Committee Public Hearings, 2000

. Afamily environment with married oppo-
site-sex parents remains the optimal socil
structure in which to bear children, and that the
raising of children by same-sex couples, who

by definition cannot be the two sole biological
parents of a child .. presents an alternative:
structure for child rearing that has not yet
proved itself beyond reasonable scientific
dispute to be as optimal as the biologically based

Rolert Condy, disemting jusice, Goodridgen Ma:
sume-sex marringe cas, 2003
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Racial intermarriage
‘should not be allowed be.
‘cause of the physical inferi-
ority and higher incidence
of certain diseases among.
certain races, such as
sickle-cell anemia among
Rfrican Americans.
California Supreme Court Justice
JohnW. Shen, dissenting opin-
ion, Perex v. Lippold, 1948
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Contact

navaatlas@mac.com

josh@almighty7.com

Studio visits and full artist CV

available upon request

Every society in the history of man

has upheld the institution of mar-

ge as a bond between a man and

awoman ... In every society, the
definition of marriage has not ever

cluded homo-

to my knowledge
sexuality. That’s not to pick on
homosexuality. It’s not, you know,
man on child, man on dog,

or whatever the case may be.

Former Senator Rick Santorum, 2003
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Midred Loving in 2007, on the 4 1967

Klmighty God created the races white, black,
yellow, malay and red, and he placed them
on separate continents. And but for the inter-
ference 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.

Leon M. Bazile, Virginia trial judge upholding the
conviction of Mildred

‘and Richard Loving, 1959
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