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A jury of her peers. A classic tale of empathy and kindness
Claudia Hammond, in her BBC article, provokes our minds to examine literature from a different perspective. Through her article, the writer answers the fundamental question: does reading literature make us better people? Ultimately, through scientifically-backed explanations, Claudia concludes that people who read books have better social and empathetical skills. (Claudia. 2019). In this essay, I will note Claudia's arguments, integrate them with the short story, and ultimately prove my thesis statement; reading works of fiction helps us become better people and have more empathy for other people's situations and challenges.
The classic short story, A Jury of Her Peers, by Susan Glaspell is one of the most iconic pieces of early 1900's literature examining the importance of female bonds and feminism in a male-dominated world. Through her skillful storytelling, the author introduces us to the world of Mrs. Wright, Hale, and Peters, through which the modern reader draws valuable lessons on the need for empathy, kindness, and what it means to go up and beyond to protect someone.
A jury of her peers helps the contemporary reader empathize with the plight and oppression of women by men through the depiction of Mrs. Wright's home conditions. Through Martha's recollection, we get a vivid description of Mrs. Wright when she was a girl, how she was a buoyant spirit who loved bright, elegant clothes, socializing with other women, and sang in the town's choir. However, after she was married to her narcissistic husband, who she later murders, she loses her spirit, changes her preference of clothes, and isolates herself. As Mrs. Hale and Mrs. Peters discuss her plight, readers get to experience a day-in-life of Mrs. Wright and consequently empathize with her life. As we gain a better understanding of Mrs. Wright's home situation, we can't help draw parallels between her and the people we see in the media today. All over the world, women have been subjected to living under men's rule, especially in marriage, often abandoning their true selves to fit into their husband's lives. Reading the short story helps us sympathize with women who have had to shelve their dreams, careers, lives to stay at home, living under the rule of their husbands.
How the husbands in A jury of her peers treat their wives draws the readers' attention to empathize with the hardships of women in marriage. Throughout the story, the men are abrasive and dismissive of their wives. Mrs. Hale expresses fear that her husband will speak carelessly, as it is his norm. (Glaspell. 2). Through the unspoken thought of Marta Hale, we get an insight into the struggles she goes through silently. Also, the men look down upon the women, belittling them on the count of their seemingly inferior kitchen and domestic roles. When Mrs. Peters and Martha indulge in a heated discussion about Minnie's quilt, the men trivialize their discussion, making a joke out of it. In her article, Megan provokes our critical thinking by pointing out that we understand other people's lives by putting ourselves in their shoes. (Megan. 2020). As we read A jury of her peers, we can't help getting transported to Martha's and Mrs. Peters' 1900s lives. By reliving the scene in the kitchen, we can't help but imagine how life must have been for those women, trivialized and taken as a joke by their husbands while socially obligated to keep silent.
Mrs. Peters's loss of her first child in A jury of her peers helps us empathize with the pain and agony women go through after losing a child. Mrs. Peters empathizes with Mrs. Wright's plight, rationalizing how lonely she must have felt, living all by herself in her cold, isolated home, with no children to cheer her up and keep her busy. Mrs. Peters recalls the pain and anguish she felt when she lost her child. Readers empathize with her, especially after understanding how the male characters trivialize emotions and women's feelings. Readers imagine how lonely and sad she must have felt, with her husband, the sheriff, running around trying to solve cases, leaving her all alone with her thoughts and sadness. Mrs. Peters connects the memories of her pain with Minnie's plight, feeling sorry for her and creating a deep sense of empathy among the readers.
The way Mrs. Peters and Mrs. Hale deliberately conceal incriminating evidence against Minnie helps create a sense of empathy for victims of domestic violence who take matters into their own hands. Through Mrs. Hale's monologue, we gather that Minnie has lived under the oppression of her husband, being condemned to silence since her husband is considered a good man by society. Minnie has had to bear the brunt of her husband's torture, both mental and emotional. Her husband has broken her buoyant spirit and killed her pet, which was the only good thing in her life. From their investigation, Mrs. Hale and Mrs. Peters discover incriminating evidence to prove Minnie had a possible motive for killing her husband. The two women hide the evidence, empathizing and rationalizing why Minnie had resorted to strangle her husband in his sleep.
The vivid description of the brutal killing of pets in A jury of her peers helps readers empathize with animals through Mrs. Peters' recollection of her cat's killing and the description of the dead bird. In her article, Megan notes that literature had a unique ability to transport us into uncomfortable situations (Megan 2020). When Mrs. Peters sees Minnie's dead pet, she recalls an old memory when her cat was struck dead by a boy. Mrs. Peters reimagines the physical harm she might have caused the boy had her parents not restrained her. By her vivid description of the anguish she had felt, Mrs. Peters creates a sense of empathy for pets and their owners in the readers. Scholars describe empathy as the ability to put ourselves into other people's shoes in a bid to understand why they act the way they do. By Mrs. Peters's words, we understand why pet owners today might break the law to protest their pets at all costs.
Megan opens her article with a powerful quote. She says that readers live a thousand lives before they die and that reading fiction can shape how we relate to each other. In many ways, Glaspell's work resonates with Megan's opinion. Reading the short story transports us to the pre-feminism era, where women were viewed as second-class citizens, subjects to male domination, and had no say in judicial and political matters of the day. Essentially, women were to be seen, not heard, and had little said in matters affecting their lives. Women's fate in the courts was left to the men's discretion, with ladies not allowed to participate in the court procedure. As one reads the story, they can't help but get sucked into the story with readers viewing the 1900s world through the women's eyes, developing a deep sense of empathy for the lives these women had to live, oppressed into silence by society and men in their lives.
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