
MAIUED WOMEN-THEIR RIGHT5.

MAR BIED WOML'N- THEIR

RIGIITS.

The legal status of a married woman
lias been a subject of anxiety to Legisla-
tors of England. In our Ontario Huse
there is a perfect craze on tbe subjeet, as
evidenced by the Bis introduced this
mession. The old Common Law notion,
that husband and wife are one person, is
boing rapidly destroyed. Legislation is
now tending in the direction of making
the wife " the best man of the two."

The first innovation was made by
Courts of Equity. holding tbat a married
woman possessed of separatc prope-rty,
and acting with respect to it, is compelled
to act in all respects as if sbe were unmar-
ried. IBut until recently there was no
legisiation of any kind, either in England
or in Canada, alteripg ber st stus because
of ber separate property.

It was in 1859 that the first net of the
kind was passed, by the legislatare of
the late Province of Canada. It recited
that the law of Upper Canada, relating to
tbe property of married women, was fre-
quently productive of great injustice, and
that it was higbly desirable tbat amend-
monts sbouid be made therein for the bet-
ter protection of their righits (22 vict.
cap. 34). It accordingly enacted that
married women baving separate property
xreal or personal niigbt bold the same
free from the control or obligations of tbeir
hashands, and provided for the granting
of orders for protection of separato oarn-
ings in certain cases, but it ini no manner
interfered with tbe estate of the busband
or bis wifo's land, commonly called a ton-
ancy by courtosy. It enabled married
women to devise their separate property,
but gave them no power to contract.

It was reserved for the legisiaturo of
Ontario in its wisdom to pass an aet
abolisbing, tenancy by courtesy, enabling
a married woman to contract, enabling a
wife ta insure the life of her husband,

enabling ber to hold stocks in banks, in-
surance and other joint stock companios,
to maîntain actions in ber own name, and
generally do whatever she thinks good ini
her own eyes, (35 Vict. cap. 16). This
act is carelessly drawn and leaves room
for doubt on varions points, and is an end-
less trouble to those upon whom it de-
volves to apply and interpret it.

The mninor idea of separate estate is
now merged in the larger idea of separato
existence. The old idea of unity of
interest and uuity of purpose, producing
doistic bliss, is exploded. It is now
supposedl that familics can be better
brouglit up by having two heads to the
bouse, and two bouses also if thouglit de-
sirable. iDopendence of the wife, ou tho
bnsbancl is a thing of the past. Wives
must be taught to depend on their separ-
ate estates, and if tbat be found insufficient
the ability to insure the lives of their
husbands and collect the insurance money,
bowever sudden or mysterious the
deatbs of the busbands, will be ail that
is neccssary to replenish the purse of the
sorrowing widow. Ail that now is re-
quired to cap such legislation is to dec] are
that every woman shall be a man, tbe
provisions of nature to the contrary not-
witbstanding.

Sornetimes wo labour under the hallu-
cination that lodyisiationi is needed ta
remedy some grievanco or remove soma
abuse. Our fathers acted on some sucli
principle, but now witbout gricvance and
without abuse it woul1 seema tliat thereo
mnust be legisiation for the sake of logis-
lation. Submaission te endless and nced-
loss legisiation seems to ho the doom of
man. Members of Parliament nowwe fear
legisiate not so inucl to meet the noces-
sities of the people as to gratify their
own vanity. Witb legisiation for the
sake of legisiation wc bave no patience,
and against it, as against ail change far
tbe sake of cbange, every lover of his
country must strongly proteat.
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