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ARTICLE XVI
Men And Women Of Full Age, 
Without Any Limitation Due To 
Race, Nationality Or Religion, Have 
The Right To Marry And To Found 
A Family. They Are Entitled To 
Equal Rights As To Marriage, During 

Marriage And At Its Dissolution.

Marriage Shall Be Entered Into Only 
With The Free And Full Consent Of 

The Intending Spouses.
 

The Family Is The Natural And 
Fundamental Group Unit Of Society 
And Is Entitled To Protection By 

Society And The State.
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ARTICLE XVI of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights states that the right to marry and form a family is a fundamental 
human right that should be afforded to all consenting adults. 
Throughout history, there has never been one continuous tradition or 
set of regulations for what marriage is or should be. Instead, marriage 
has been an array of evolving contracts spanning from ownership 
of a person, to religious commitment, to romantic love, and much 
more.  The artworks in this book embrace present-day American 
social contracts and marriage laws that allow people to form families 
in whatever way they choose, without prejudice, and upholding the 
sentiments stated in Article XVI. The painted images represent the 
emotional bond felt when two people form a union. The text cut into 
the works are the literal contractual agreements entered into by the 
couple. Documents laser cut into the paintings include rulings by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, state court cases and laws, 
religious text, interfaith vows, and the legal rights and responsibilities 
that bind any couple wed in the United States of America. 

As I researched the contractual aspects of marriage I was both 
amazed and stunned by my findings. In this book I give the reader an 
opportunity to read the primary source material that led to the making 
of each individual painting and to form a deeper understanding of the 
contractual and legal aspects of marriage in America.  There is no 
order that needs to be followed.  If you are interested in reading the 
supreme court case that made interracial marriage legal in every state 
in America you can flip to Loving vs Virginia.  If you want to read 
racy poetry from the Bible, flip to Song of Solomon.  Starting from 
the beginning will simply guide you through my own personal thought 
process in making these works.
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Obergefell vs. Hodges (2015) was the Supreme Court case that 
legalized same-sex marriage on the federal level in the United 
States of America. The following works based on this court case 
consist of fourteen paintings, with the text from the entire ruling 
laser cut throughout each painting. The first painting contains the 
text from the Syllabus laser cut into an image of Tori Sisson and 
Shanté Wolfe, the first same-sex couple to marry in Alabama. 
They represent a contemporary history of America. The next four 
paintings have the Opinion of the Court laser cut within images 
of four couples I personally know who have been able to marry 
over the past two decades due to the changing laws in America.  
The final section contains historical images with the four dissents 
from Justices Roberts, Scalia, Thomas, and Alito laser cut into 
them. The main justification for the Justices’ opposing dissents 
is that marriage, throughout history, has always been only 
between a man and a woman. In order to show evidence of the 
acceptance of same-sex unions throughout history, I researched 
imagery of same-sex couples from various cultures, religions, 
time periods and recreated nine images based on my findings, 
and laser cut the dissents into these paintings. For example, 
the first painting in this section, Obergefell vs. Hodges Dissent: 
Justice Roberts Panel I, Niankhkhnum and Khnumhotep, is 
referenced from an Egyptian tomb painting, which is believed 
to be the first image of a same-sex couple known in history. 
As a whole, this series celebrates the legalization of same-
sex marriage in America as a new positive social agreement.



Obergefell vs. Hodges
Syllabus
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Obergefell vs. Hodges, Syllabus, depicts an image of 
Shanté Wolfe and Tori Sisson referenced from a photograph 
taken by Brynn Anderson on January 25, 2015 outside 
of the Montgomery County Courthouse in Montgomery, 
Alabama. This image is from their first attempt to get 
married, which failed due to Alabama Supreme Court Chief 
Justice Roy Moore. Moore did everything in his power to 
stop Sisson and Wolfe from marrying, including ordering 
probate officers to refuse to give out marriage certificates 
to same-sex couples even though U.S. District Judge Callie 
V. Granade ruled Alabama’s constitutional amendment 
banning same-sex marriage unconstitutional in case Seary 
vs. Strange. On their second attempt to get married on 
February 9, they succeded, becoming the first same-sex 
couple to marry in Alabama. Not until Supreme Court Case 
Obergefell vs. Hodges made same-sex marriage legal on 
the federal level was there an end to the question of the 
legality of their marriage.

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Syllabus, Tori Sission & Shanté Wolfe, laser cut 
watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018



Obergefell vs. Hodges
Opinion Of The Court
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Chris Coplin and George Kinghorn were married in 
Bangor, Maine on January 1, 2013.  After being a 
couple and living under the same roof for more than 
20 years, they agreed that when same-sex marriage  
became legal in Maine they would get married.

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Opinion of the Court Panel I, Chris Coplin and 
George Kinghorn, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches 
©2018
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Katherine Leah Partridge and Alyse Joy Knorr were 
married in Richmond, Virginia on November 29, 2016.

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Opinion of the Court Panel II, Katherine Leah 
Partridge and Alyse Joy Knorr, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 
19.5 x 14 inches ©2018 
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Javier Barrera and Eran Rothschild were married in New 
York City, New York on January 11, 2011.  

Javier Barrera: “Our marriage was always based on the 
digital clock! We would always end up pointing out when 
it was 11:11 am and pm. As time went by, we realized that 
the date 11.11.11 was coming up. Because laws in the U.S. 
were slow, we thought we would go to Europe somewhere 
and get hitched, but then Cuomo/New York changed laws 
that summer of 2011. We realized we could get married in 
the U.S. on our date of 11/11/11. It was really the date that 
was the main impetus to get married! It is also an important 
numerology date. According to numerology, the number 11 
is a “master number” that signifies intuition, insight, and 
enlightenment. When paired together, 11 11 is a clear 
message from the universe to become conscious and 
aware. In other words, seeing 11 11 is a good sign!  So we 
thought it was auspicious and all signs to marriage pointed 
at 11. 11. 11. so we threw a big party! The next big party 
comes on 2.22.22!”

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Opinion of the Court Panel III, Javier Barrera and 
Eran Rothschild, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches 
©2018
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Marina Garde and Patricia Carzola married in Boston, 
Massachusetts on November 3, 2008.  They married for 
love and to support the movement.

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Opinion of the Court Panel IV, Marina Garde 
and Patricia Carzola, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 
inches ©2018



Obergefell vs. Hodges
Dissents
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This image is based on a painting found in the Egyptian 
tomb of Khnumhotep and Niankhkhnum, and is dated 
sometime from 2380 to 2320 B.C. It is the first image of a 
same-sex couple known to historians. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Roberts Panel I, Niankhkhnum 
and Khnumhotep, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches 
©2018
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This image is based on The Sleepers, (Le Sommeeii), by 
Gustave Courbet, oil paint, 53 x 79 inches, 1866. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Roberts Panel II, The Sleepers, 
laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018
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This image is based on The Warren Cup, a mid-1st-
century A.D. Roman artifact said to be from Bittir (ancient 
Bethther), near Jerusalem. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Roberts Panel III, The Warren 
Cup, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018
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This image is based on The Lovers, by Riza-yi `Abbasi, 
Persian, painted with opaque watercolor, ink, and gold on 
paper and dating between 1565 and 1635.

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Roberts Panel IV, The Lovers, 
laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018
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This image is based on the unfinished version of Wrestlers 
by Thomas Eakins, oil on canvas, 40 x 50 1/16 inches, 
1899. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Scalia, The Wrestlers, laser cut 
watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018
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This image is based on Every Moment Counts by Rotimi 
Fani-Kayode, Digital C-print, 47.24 x 47.24 inches, 1989. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Alito, Every Moment Counts, 
laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018
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This image is based on The Rajasthan School, Two 
Women Making Love, Late 18th century. Collection Ghiti 
Tadani. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Thomas Panel I, Two Women 
Making Love, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches 
©2018
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This image is based on The Victory of Faith by Saint 
George Hare, oil on canvas c.1890-1891. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Thomas Panel II, The Victory 
of Faith, laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018
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This image is based on a historic photo of a Navajo couple from 
the collection of the Museum of New Mexico. Photographer: 
Bosque Redondo, 1866. 

Obergefell vs. Hodges, Dissent: Justice Thomas Panel III, Navajo Couple, 
laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 19.5 x 14 inches ©2018



Obergefell vs. Hodges
SCOTUS Ruling Documents
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Obergefell vs. Hodges, Syllabus II, laser cut ink painting on paper, 39 x 28 inches ©2019
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Loving vs. Virginia
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Loving vs. Virginia (1967) was the Supreme Court 
decision that invalidated laws prohibiting interracial 
marriage in the United States. This painting is based on 
a photograph found on-line, (photographer unknown). It 
is of the plaintiffs, Richard and Mildred Loving. The text 
laser-cut into the painting is the Opinion of the Court from 
their Supreme Court case.

Loving vs. Virginia, Richard and Mildred Loving,
laser cut watercolor painting on paper, 38 x 29.5 inches ©2018
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