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jargaret Fuller, Saran Grimke (1792-1873) also championed women's rights by fighting
}\ng‘H hattle against the prejudices of her day. In her famous series of essays written as let-
"1 her sister, Grimke attacked conventional religious doctrines that had subordinated
g0, Born int0 @ slave-owning family in South Carolina, she embraced abolitionism and
-~ Quaker faith. In this essay, Grimké targets the legal prescriptions against women, the
o2 ones that prevented women's education and her dream of becoming a lawyer.

Concord, 9t Mo., 6th, 1837
| MyDEAR SisTER,— There are few things which present greater obstacles to the
mprovement and elevation of woman to her appropriate sphere of usefulness and
44, than the laws which have been enacted to destroy her independence, and

f:*'Sh her individuality; laws which, although they are framed for her government,
“has had no voice in establishing, and which rob her of some of her essential
e —
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rights. Woman has no political exist.ence.‘ With.thehsmgltf? ex‘cept.i()n of prege "

stition to the legislative body, Shf’ is a cipher in t € nation; or, if not actuya) sg-a
overnments, she is only counted, like the slaves of the o Ofy
wwell the numbers of law-makers who form decrees for her govemmem, Wit lifttto
;.Cm.cm‘c to her benefit, except so far as her good. may promote their own, nle
sufficiently acquainted with the laws respecting women on the, COnting,, ot
Europe, i say anything about them. But Prof. Follen, in his essay on “The Ca Seof
Freedom in our Country,” says, “Woman, though‘fully pogsessed of that raﬁon()f
and moral nature which is the foundation pf all rights, enloys amongst yq ¢
legal rights than under the civil law of contm'ental Eu.ropej. I shall confine Myseg
to the laws of our country. These laws bear with pecuh.ar r1gOr On married Womey
Blackstone, in the chapter entitled “Of husband and wife,” says: — '

pe
representative g

S f@wer

By marriage, the husband and wifg are one person i'n law; that i;s, the ve

bémg, or legal existence of the woman is s'uspended during the marriage, or a
least is incorporated and consolidated into that of.the husbapd under whoge
wing, protection and cover she performs everything. For tln; reason, a man
cannot grant anything to his wife, or enter into covenant with her; for the
grant would be to suppose her separate existence, and to covenant with her
would be to covenant with himself; and therefore it is also generally trye,
that all compacts made between husband and wife when single, are voided
by the intermarriage. A woman indeed may be attorney for her husband, byt
that implies no separation from, but is rather a representation of, her love.

Here now, the very being of a woman, like that of a slave, is absorbed in her
master. All contracts made with her, like those made with slaves by their owners,
are a mere nullity. Our kind defenders have legislated away almost all our legal
rights, and in the true spirit of such injustice and oppressions, have kept us in
ignorance of those very laws by which we are governed. They have persuaded
us, that we have no rights to investigate the laws, and that, if we did, we could
not comprehend them; they alone are capable of understanding the mysteries of

Blackstone, &c. But they are not backward to make us feel the practical operation
of their power over our actions.

The husband is b‘ound to provide his wife with necessaries by law, as much
as himself; and if she contracts debts for them, he is obligated to pay for
them; but for anything besides necessaries, he is not chargeable.

Yet a man may spend the property he has acquired by marriage at the ali
house, the gambling table, or in any other way that he pleases. Many instances
this kind have come to my knowledge; and women, who have brought theif hus
bands handsome fortunes, have been left, in consequence of the wasteful an

dissolute habits of their husbands, in straitened circumstances, and compeue‘;1 v
toil for the support of their families. ’

If the wife be indebted

bef i 2 rds to
pay the debt; for he ha €lore marriage, the husband is bound afterwa

sadopted her and her circumstances together. .
The wife’s property s, | believe, equally liable for her husband’s deb® «

tracted before marriage.
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Our law, in general, considqrs man and wife as one person;
some instances in which she is separately considered, as infer;
acting by his compulsion. Therefore, all deeds executed, and are done by her
during her coverture (i.e., marriage) are void, except it be a fine, or like mat-
ter of record, in which case she must be solely and secretly examined, to
learn if her act be voluntary.

yet there are
or to him and

Such a law speaks volumes of the abuse of that power which men have vested
ntheir own hands. Still the private examination of a wife, to know whether she
acedes to the disposition of property made by her husband is, in most cases, a
nere form; a wife dares not do what will be disagreeable to one who is, in h}s
nmestimation, her superior, and who makes her feel, in the privacy of domftlc
lie, that she has thwarted him. With respect to the nullity of deeds or acts d O?e
awife, ] will mention one circumstance. A respectable W(_)man l?orroz\(fjin;r;
tmale friend a sum of money to relieve her son from some dlstress1:dg t}; ey
“Marrassment, Her husband was [away] from home, and she E:;le)ltr She gave her
fatas soon ag he returned, he would gratefully discharge tbi not (;bliged to dis-
?Ote' *nd the lender, entir ely ignorant of the law thaf a;n 162;1; it to the distressed
e such a debt, actually borrowed the money, an e
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are not unfrequently restrained of the liberty of o ?t
places of worship by irreligious husbands, and of doing many other things abgoft
| and responsible beings, they should be the sole judges, Suct
laws remind me of the reply of some little girls at a children’s Meeting helg
recently at Ipswich. The lecturer told them that god had created four orders of
beings ‘with which he had made us acquainted through the Bible. The first Was
angels, the second was man, the third beasts; and now, children, what s th,

fourth? After a pause, several girls replied, “WOMEN.”
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A woman'’s personal property by marriage becomes absolutely her hus-
band’s, which, at his death, he may leave entirely away from her.

And farther, all the avails of her labor are absolutely in the power of her hus-
band. All that she acquires by her industry is his; so that she cannot, with her
own honest earnings, become the legal purchaser of any property. If she expends
her money for articles of furniture, to contribute to the comfort of her family,
they are liable to be seized for her husband’s debts: and I know an instance ofa
woman, who by labor and economy had scraped together a little maintenance for
hetrself and a do-little husband, who was left, at his death, by virtue of his last
will apd testament, to be supported by charity. I knew another woman, who by
Ezzati rllndlslitr);l had acquirgd a.little money which she deposited in a bank for safe
, sfc kjiss ceiis ajaslgf\'/eg this plttance.whilst able to work, in hopes that when ag¢
comfortable, V\?itholu 1tebe}ilr€ir fOrb exertion, she mi‘ght have something to render lite
idle man, discovered this 1%1'3 turderl fo her frlenc?.s. Hler Histand, & Worthlexis’
expended it all in extrava e d.r ew her little stock from the bank, 2

gance and v ' f another

woman, who married without the leact ; 1cious indulgence. I knov_v of ant B
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" And this taxation, without representation, be it remembered, was the cause
ofour Revolutionary war, a grievance so heavy, that it was thought necessary to
surchase exemption from it at an immense expense of blood and treasure, vet the
Saughtt’r:‘ of New England, as well as of all the other States of this free Repubilic,
are suffering a similar injustice —but for one, I had rather we should suffer anv
njustice or oppression, than that my sex should have anv voice in the political
attairs of the nation.

The laws [ have quoted, are, I believe, the laws of Massachusetts, and, with
few exceptions, of all the States in the Union. “In Louisiana and Missourt, emfj
rossibly, in some other southern States, a woman not only has half her husband's
Property by right at his death, but may always be considered as possEEElch ha}f
his gains during his life; having at all times power to beq%xe.ath that anlttz:;l‘;e
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Ecclesiastical bodies, I believe, without exception, follow the example of leg-
islative assemblies, in excluding women from any participation in forming the
discipline by which she is governed. The men frame the laws, and, with few
exceptions, claim to execute them on both sexes. In ecclesiastical, as well as civil
courts, woman is tried and condemned, not by a jury of her peers, but by beings
who regard ’Fhemselves as her superiors in the scale of creation. Although 1ooketi
;}}3123 as.te;n ;Inferior, when considered as an intellectual being, woman is pur-
condit?:)ln rgs : H?ggse ?Evsti)rrxz 1e:;eman, when she is guilty of moral offenses. Her
> asure, that of the slave, who, while he is denied

the advantages of his more enlightened i A5t . ]
of i 15 Flopiing i ime e %ario master, is treated with even greater ngor
us reformations of the day, women may be

Thine in the bonds of womanhood
SARAH M. GRIMKE
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