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3-1 Equal Protection
Dear Keiko,

I hope this letter finds you well. I understand the difficulties you are facing and want
to provide you with comprehensive legal advice regarding your situation with TJ and the
ownership of your farm.

Under the current Utah Code 987.zyx, TJ theoretically holds the authority to sell the
farm without your consent, as the law states that a husband can manage and dispose of
community property independently. However, this provision seems to conflict with the
principles set forth in landmark cases such as Reed v. Reed, which invalidated laws
discriminating based on gender under the Fourteenth Amendment's Equal Protection Clause
(Reed v. Reed, n.d.). Given this precedent, there is a substantial basis to challenge the
constitutionality of the law in your case.

When courts review cases related to the Equal Protection Clause, they apply one of
three scrutiny levels—rational basis, intermediate scrutiny, or strict scrutiny—depending on
the nature of the classification. Gender-based classifications typically receive intermediate
scrutiny, requiring the law to serve a significant government objective in a manner that is
substantially related to that objective. Your situation would likely invoke this level of
scrutiny, questioning whether the state's statute justifiably supports a significant
governmental interest.

Turning to a Fourteenth Amendment analysis, similar cases suggest that the law you
are concerned with could be seen as unconstitutional. In Reed v. Reed, the Supreme Court
rejected arbitrary gender-based distinctions, and this principle was further supported in cases
like Craig v. Boren. Additionally, in Taylor v. Louisiana, the Supreme Court held that
systematically excluding women from jury duty violated the defendant's Sixth Amendment

rights, reinforcing that gender-based exclusions undermine fairness and equality (Taylor v.
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Louisiana, n.d.). Furthermore, in Duren v. Missouri, the Court struck down a law that led to
significant underrepresentation of women on juries, emphasizing that such gender-based
distinctions are unconstitutional (Duren v. Missouri, n.d.). By applying these decisions, it
becomes evident that Utah Code 987.zyx may not withstand judicial scrutiny as it grants
unequal treatment based solely on gender.

Given this analysis, pursuing litigation could be a viable option if TJ proceeds with
selling the farm without your consent. The courts may view the law as outdated and
discriminatory, thus siding with protecting your rights to equal treatment and
decision-making in marital property. If litigation seems too daunting, alternative dispute
resolution methods such as mediation could be explored. It could provide a less
confrontational means of addressing your rightful claims to the property and possibly
negotiating a mutually agreeable solution with TJ.

I have reviewed subsequent cases following Reed v. Reed to ensure our approach is
aligned with the latest legal standards. For instance, in Sessions v. Morales-Santana (2017),
the Supreme Court reaffirmed the need for laws imposing gender-based distinctions to meet a
stringent standard of scrutiny, reinforcing the arguments against Utah Code 987.zyx (Sessions
v. Morales-Santana, 2017).

Reflecting on this scenario and the historical evolution of Fourteenth Amendment law,
it is evident how critical judicial interpretation has been in advancing gender equality. While
older perspectives viewed gender roles as rigid and distinct, modern interpretations demand
rigorous justification for any legal distinctions based on gender, emphasizing fairness and
equality. The challenges in transforming these legal precedents into everyday practice reveal
societal resistance to change and the complexity of eradicating deep-seated biases.

Historically, gender roles were seen through a lens that often justified unequal treatment, but
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modern legal interpretations increasingly challenge these outdated norms, demanding
equality and fairness.

In confronting these challenges, technology could play a supportive role, mainly
through platforms that raise awareness, educate on legal rights, and facilitate access to legal
resources. For instance, legal information websites, virtual legal consultations, and online
support groups can provide crucial support and empowerment. However, reliance on
technology must be balanced with efforts to ensure that digital tools are accessible and
effectively reach those most in need of empowerment and support. Overcoming the digital
divide and ensuring that technology is used ethically and inclusively is paramount.

Should you decide to challenge the application of Utah Code 987.zyx, our team is
prepared to provide robust representation, drawing on precedent and advocating for a fair and
just interpretation of the law in line with constitutional protections. Please let us know how
you wish to proceed, and we can begin taking the necessary steps.

Sincerely,
[Your Name]

[Your Law Firm]



LSTD510 D001 3-1

References

Billy J. Taylor, Appellant, v. State of LOUISIANA. (n.d.). LII / Legal Information Institute.
Retrieved June 22, 2024, from
https://www.law.cornell.edu/supremecourt/text/419/522

Duren v. Missouri, 439 U.S. 357 (1979). (n.d.). Findlaw. Retrieved June 22, 2024, from
https://caselaw.findlaw.com/court/us-supreme-court/439/357.html

Sally M. Reed, Appellant, v. Cecil R. Reed, Administrator, etc. (n.d.). LIl / Legal Information
Institute. Retrieved June 22, 2024, from
https://www.law.cornell.edu/supremecourt/text/404/71

Sessions v. Morales-Santana. (2017).

https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/16pdf/15-1191 2a34.pdf



