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Takeaway 1
Vocab, Concepts, &c
Wollstonecraft
· Solicitude: thoughtful, meticulous, concern
· Mahometanism: Islam
· Abrogate: abolish, annul
· Appellation: designation
· Inveigh: complain bitterly
· Turgid: extremely ornate
· Vitiate: corrupt
· Seraglio: harem, enclosure
Hardwicke
· Banns of matrimony: public announcement of an impending marriage
· Extra-parochial area: outside any ecclesiastical/civil parish 
· No religious facilities, local governance or relief for the poor
Phillips
· Coverture: the status of a married woman under common law
· Legal fiction (Jeremy Bentham): “an assumed fact notoriously false, upon which one reasons as if it were true”[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Phillips, Nicola. Women in Business, 1700-1850., pp. 24 ] 

· Chattel: property
· Moribund: about to become obsolete
· Feme sole merchant: married woman who traded independently from her husband (treated as a feme sole)
· Custom of London 
· Liable for bankruptcy
· Feme covert: married woman whose legal identity was subsumed by her husband’s
· Paean: expression of joy or praise

Montgomery and Phillips both provide a timeline of the development (whether progress or regression) of women’s rights in Britain. Both authors agree that women’s rights did not improve in a linear fashion, however their methods of explaining why differ.[footnoteRef:2] Having read Phillips before Montgomery, I found Phillips’ use of laws, treatises and case studies a more comprehensive history of women’s legal status and rights. Phillips, in fact, highlighted the flaws in Montgomery’s work. In particular, Phillips’ statement that lawyers brought about modifications to the law not to create social and economic change, but to catch up to social and economic change rebutted Montgomery’s use of legislation as markers of progress or regression.[footnoteRef:3] Thus, the law may signify the enshrinement of women’s rights, or lack thereof, but she does not consider the happenings before the laws were created. Montgomery opens her chapter by asserting that “[a] woman’s legal position illustrates most clearly her role within society”.[footnoteRef:4] However, her chapter provides a limited perspective on how laws that were made by men affected women.  [2:  Ibid., pp. 28; Montgomery, Fiona. Women’s Rights (Struggles and Feminism in Britain C. 1770-1970.)., pp. 1]  [3:  Phillips, Nicola. Women in Business, 1700-1850., pp. 30]  [4:  Montgomery, Fiona. Women’s Rights (Struggles and Feminism in Britain C. 1770-1970.)., pp. 7] 

Reading Phillips before Montgomery meant that I brought the assumption that Montgomery’s work concerned middle-class women. Phillips’ work solely regarded women who traded and Montgomery’s introduction of women’s lack of legal rights (not being able to vote, make contracts, sue or be sued, or owning their income) brought about the suggestion that the subject had the potential to own property or income.[footnoteRef:5] This made me think of middle-class women, which I recognize is flawed. [5:  Ibid., pp. 1] 

Both Phillips and Montgomery focus heavily on married women because of the dominance of the unity of marriage doctrine. The doctrine meant that unmarried women were legally more “free” but most likely socially ostracised because marriage was seen as “desired goal and purpose of life for women”.[footnoteRef:6] Phillips states clearly that her focus is on married women by beginning her chapter with the doctrine of coverture, while Montgomery begins hers by talking about women in general before focusing heavily on married women and mothers.  [6:  Ibid., pp. 8] 

On an unrelated note, I thoroughly enjoyed Wollstonecraft’s Introduction. Instead of rebutting patriarchal ideology with blunt force, she uses its own logic to undermine itself. By confirming that feminine traits are soft and therefore weak, while masculine traits are strong, she argues that masculine women should be celebrated for attaining “manly virtues” and striving to be more like men.[footnoteRef:7] Her work appeals more to women in that such an argument would first affirm, then deconstruct the epistemological framework that Georgian women would have been taught (by both men and women). Wollstonecraft constructs a call to action for her audience to “every day grow more and more masculine”. [7:  Wollstonecraft, Mary. Vindication of the Rights of Woman. 1792., pp. 20] 
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