
SENATE.....No. 41.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of Massachusetts.

For several years petitions have been sent to the legislature
of Massachusetts praying for the right of suffrage to be granted
to women. Two years ago, the committee to whom the subject
was referred, transmitted a Report, refusing the prayer of the
petitioners on the ground that woman’s sphere having been
universally acknowledged to be comprised within the circle of
domestic duties, it did not properly come within the province
of legislation to extend it, and that her moral superiority fitted
her peculiarly for religious duties, and the exercise of a spiritual
influence, which would be lessened by contamination with the
strife and excitement of political life. Waiving here a discus-
sion of the justice or truth of this decision, or admitting what
woman has never claimed, and what has been universally denied
in practice if not in theory, that she is by nature so exalted a
being as to be entitled to exemption from the temporal cares
and responsibilities of life, the fundamental principle of our
government, that taxation and representaion are inseparable,
remains untouched, and it must now be shown by what princi-
ple of justice or logic she is taxed while unrepresented. So
long as she is excluded from all lucrative offices under the gov-
ernment, and her property is levied upon for an equal amount
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to bear its burdens, these assertions must be considered the
clearest hypocrisy, and the authors of them the basest of flat-terers.

It is argued on the one side that this is no more than an equiv-
alent for the protection the law gives her. This argument
availed nothing as a justification for taxing the American colo-
nies, but was treated with indignant scorn. But admitting that
she does receive a certain degree of protection, does she not
more than compensate for it by the low wages she gets for her
labor ? She is employed as a teacher by the State at much
less than half the salary paid to male teachers for the same
amount of toil, and this consideration alone should be sufficient
reason for granting her immunity from taxation. It is a sus-
picious kind of protection the law gives her when it regards her
as an inferior if the emolument accrues to herself, but as an
equal when the interest is all on the other side ; a doubtful kind
of justice that treats her as too angelic to devote her thoughts
to such degrading themes as the formation of laws, but so prone
to the frailties of our common nature as to suffer the full extent
of their penalties as a criminal.

It is a novel kind of logic that sees in the frivolities of fash-
ionable life to which she is now doomed by custom, a higher
sphere of usefulness than she could exert by bringing those
higher attributes so gratuitously awarded her, to bear upon all
those momentous questions so intimately connected with her
destiny and that of her child, both temporal and spiritual.

Then, again, it is maintained that the common consent of
mankind, and the acquiescence of woman thus far, furnish suffi-
cient proof of the justice of such procedure; that in the ab-
sence of constitutional authority, precedent may give validity
to the statute. Precedents can furnish law only until a strict
literal construction of the law itself is demanded.

In the Constitution of Massachusetts occurs this clause: “No
subsidy, charge, tax, impost, or duty ought to be established,
fixed, laid or levied, under any pretext whatsoever, without the
consent of the people, or their representatives in the legisla-
ture.”

By this we are to understand one of two things; either that
women are a part of the people enjoying all the rights and priv-
ileges which are guaranteed by a democratic form of govern-
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meat to all its subjects, or that they are a sort of nonentity, of
which the law takes no cognizance. To show the denial of the
former, no words of illustration are needed; to demonstrate the
falsity of the latter, we need only refer to the voting clauses of
the same instrument. Here, then, is an act of usurpation
clearly defined; and it is from this usurpation we ask you to
pass a law to protect us. That it would be only a simple act of
justice is clearly evident from the admissions of some of the

most strenuous opponents of granting to woman the elective
franchise ; that tax-payers should have the right to vote. Do
you say that the consent of woman till the present time implies
her willingness to submit to such extortion, as being just and
right ? Not at all. She has consented because she had no
means of resistance, but what would subject her to the penalties
of the law, and even these are beginning to be disregarded, and
more than one have taken their position on the illegality of the
act which authorizes the taxation of women, resolved to bid
defiance to a law which sinks the Stamp Act into insignificance.

That you will take measures for the passage of an Act in ac-
cordance with the views herein set forth, that no woman shall
hereafter be taxed until she is allowed a voice in the govern-
ment, is the prayer of your petitioner.

SARAH E. WALL.




