Wan Wan Takeaway 1
· Unfamiliar concepts and words:
· Mahometanism: an old term historically used to refer to the religion of Islam and Muslims.
· Ecclesiastical Censures: a medicinal and spiritual punishment imposed by the Catholic Church to correct stubborn members.
· Non compos mentis: a Latin legal phrase that is used to describe people who are considered as madness, loss of memory or ability to live.
· Coverture: the status a woman acquires upon marriage under common law.
· Solemnize: formally perform(a ceremony, especially that of marriage)
· Matrimony: marriage
· the Archbishop of Canterbury: the senior bishop and spiritual leader of the Church of England, who serves as the Primate of All England and the ceremonial head of the global Anglican Communion。
· Extraparochial Places: In England and Wales, it is a geographically defined area considered to be outside the control of any church.
· Reflection
Montgomery’s documentation of the law and Philips’s research on female entrepreneurship, instead of considering them as conflicting historical accounts, actually constitute two vital sources of information. Combining them offers a more detailed and authentic reflection of the lived experiences of women in 18th- and 19th-century Britain. Regarding the legal dimension, Montgomery demonstrates the formal legal framework regulating women’s lives. Coverture in common law effectively stripped married women of their independent legal identity (Montgomery, 13). These official statutes suggest that marriage reduced women to a state of near civil death, which made them legally and economically powerless. However, as Philips points out, reliance solely on formal legal texts fails to capture the full picture of women’s lives in early Britain. Since common law obscured the independent legal status of married women, they were long considered with low visibility in historical records, with their economic contributions frequently ignored by government documents and formal contracts (Philips, 16–17). To uncover the presence of these women in the historical record, Philips looks beyond common law to examine local customs, such as London’s feme sole trading status and various informal commercial partnerships. In doing so, she fills a gap left by Montgomery’s documentation that despite formal legal constraints, countless married women actively ran shops and sustained local economic activity.
Combining these perspectives reveals that legal restrictions and actual economic activities were not mutually exclusive but coexisted in real history. While Montgomery highlights the structural constraints imposed upon women, Philips reveals the informal path they pursued to make a living. By critically analyzing the interplay between formal legal frameworks and informal business practices, we can highlight the agency of women in early Britain and more accurately reveal the complex ways in which they strove for power and survival in modern British history.

