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THE ASSERTION OF WOMEN’S
RIGHTS IN MID-VICTORIAN ENGLAND
KATHILEEN E. McCRONE

University of Windsor

The nineteenth century was an age of movements and causes, a
time when people of strong characters and profound convictions felt
that they could change society and that they had a mission to do so.
Inspired by both humanitarianism and expediency England moved
into an era of political, social, and economic reform which began the
emancipation of every class and group from the restrictions and dis-
abilities of the past. Among those affected were English women whose
place in society was gradually elevated by the multiple demands for
change.

In its origins the idea of women’s rights was a radical notion which
drew its theoretical and intellectual inspiration primarily from the
advanced ideas of the Enlightenment and French Revolution! (although
neither Rousseau nor the Jacobins were sexual egalitarians). Its
early nineteenth century devotees in England tended to be radicals,
utilitarians, socialists, or unitarians people like Henry Hunt, Richard
Carlile, and William Johnson Fox. However, not until the mid-Victorian
era did the question of the emancipation of women arouse any sustained
interest, and by then its reputation for subversiveness in regard to
established conceptions about property and the distinctions between
the classes was undeserved.

While the campaign for women’s rights was an integral part of
the metamorphosis which gradually transformed England into a
liberal democracy, the feminist movement of the 1850°s and 1860’s
was not dedicated to the radical idea that all men and women were
created equal. It was distinctly middle-class, and thus permeated by
class consciousness. The average mid-Victorian feminist, however
“advanced” according to the standards of the day, was proud of her
social standing as a respectable middle-class lady, and assiduously
avoided deviations from the social norms which might have damaged
her personal reputation and that of her cause. She believed in the
superiority of her rank, thought primarily of its needs, and patiently
emphasized the necessity to amplify woman’s role and rights by
constitutional means and by self help — terms which the middle class
easily understood.?

While its failure to cross the barriers of class is one of the women’s
movement’s most important weaknesses, in its early stages feminism
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had to be primarily bourgeois. Although among the working classes
the belief in the inferiority of women was as firmly established as in
the higher ranks, the lot of the lower-class woman was so harsh and
her educational level so low that the emancipation of her sex could
mean little or nothing to her. It rarely even occurred to her that she as
a woman could do anything substantial enough to improve the condi-
tions of her life and labor. Ambition and liberation could have meaning
only to a few wealthy, leisured, aware ladies of the middle class who
regarded the restrictive attitudes of their class as essentially “the
enemy.”?

Fortunately for the advancement of their sex, during the mid-
Victorian period a frustrated minority of such women, tormented by
the enforced emptiness of their existence and dissatisfied with the
sentimentality which was supposed to give their lives sufficient meaning,
dared to resist the limitations and injustices which were so prominent
a part of their compulsory “protection.” By thus asserting their
presence as individuals in the outside world they began the movement
for sex equality.

The expansion and improvement of the educational opportunities
available to women was one of the major interests of the feminist
movement because of their crucial bearing on the whole question of
women. The first condition of emancipation being that women them-
selves should be able to demand it, they had to develop self- and sex-
awareness through education. As long as women remained ignorant
they could not notice their inferior status in sufficient numbers to turn
the individual complaints of isolated women into an effective movement.
Furthermore, as long as women were poorly educated, critics of their
liberation could claim with some justice that they were ill-equipped
for broadened vocational and political horizons.4

During the first half of the nineteenth century the education of
children of all classes and both sexes was notoriously bad, and, in
the face of laissez-faire, vested interests, and force of habit, reforms
were made with timid slowness. By the 1850’s however, the industrial
revolution had forced the English to recognize that a reformation in
the intellectual training of their people, extending from elementary
schools through the universities, was long overdue. The necessity to
abolish the barriers which separated boys and girls from genuine
education began to emerge from the period’s general impulse towards
emancipation and reform, and with it emerged the educational branch
of the women’s movement.

Unfortunately, unlike the agitation for the suffrage or for a single
moral standard, the educational movement had no clear cut issue at



THE ASSERTION OF WOMEN'S RIGHTS . .. 41

stake to invest it with particular appeal. Its supporters were in agree-
ment upon things like the need to de-emphasize “accomplishments,”
but there was considerable debilitating dissention over coeducation,
curricula, standards, and aims.

Unfortunately also, whatever their interests, the educational
pioneers demonstrated a very definite element of class bias. Coming
as they did almost exclusively from the middle class, they criticized
middle-class educational problems, and suggested solutions with a
definitely middle-class appeal.s That the education of English children
should continue to be directed at their rank and probable destination
in life, and that schools should perpetuate class distinctions they
accepted categorically.® As Jessie Boucherett, a woman in the fore-
front of the mid-Victorian women’s movement, said, an educational
“rule which 1s perfectly rightly applied to one class, becomes
injudicious, and even cruel when extended to all.””

The Victorians certainly deplored the ignorance of the masses and
took steps to improve lower-class education through the establishment
of factory schools, mechanics™ institutes, evening programs for adult
education, and ultimately, compulsory, free elementary education. But
only radicals suggested that the masses and the classes should be
educated together in the same subjects for the same ends.#

Educational feminists “were not particularly troubled by the
inadequate schooling of thousands of girls who were not of their
rank. After all “among women of the labouring classes education is
of comparatively little importance, for health and strength are of more
service to the labourer’s daughter than knowledge or intelligence.”™
Thus, they generally aimed

to provide for persons of those classes that exercise the most influence

on others, and whose duties in life are the most important, the means of

the highest possible cultivation, and the highest development of their

talents: believing that such education is the best preparation for their

duties. 0
Was it not dangerous to neglect the education of the classes to which
poorer people looked for an example, they asked? Was it not more
important to educate married women of the higher social classes than
the working-class housewife? Were not social differences such as
privileges of rank and authority created for the advantage of all?!!

This bias in favor of the middle class among educationalists
becomes even more obvious when specific mid-century advances are
examined. The problem of the governess, for example, was certainly a
middle-class problem involving the employment of middle-class
women, their lack of education, and their efforts to retain their social



42 HISTORICAL PAPERS 1972 COMMMUNICATIONS HISTORIQUES

standing. The foundation of Queen’s College, London, in 1848 by a
number of members of the Committee of the Governesses’ Benevolent
Institution, including Charles Kingsley and Frederick Denison Maurice,
was intended to provide training for middle-class women who intended
to become teachers or governesses as well as a good general education

to girls of the same class who might have to make their own way in
life.

Similarly, most of the good public schools for girls founded during
the 1850’s catered to the middle and upper ranks of society. Dorothea
Beale’s select Cheltenham Ladies” College was typical in its exclusive
interest in girls from affluent, “respectable” homes and its refusal to
admit the daughters of tradespeople. Frances Mary Buss’s North
London Collegiate School for Ladies, on the other hand, was unusually
liberal in that it recognized that a sound education was necessary
for children of all ranks, and thus enrolled some girls from the rela-
tively well-off working classes; but its primary interest too was in the
educational needs of neglected middle-class girls.!2

In the 1850°s and 1860’s, when educatipn finally began to be
translated into a state enterprise, a number of royal commissions were
appointed to investigate various facets of education. The first to
include girls’ schools and accept testimony from female educators
was the Taunton Commission, formed in 1864, which inspected the
boarding, private, and endowed schools patronized by girls from the
middle and upper classes. Its report, published in 1868, revealed the
superficiality, irregularity, costliness, and general inadequacy of
female middle-class education. Influenced by the class distinctions
and social norms of their age, however, the commissioners were
careful not to be too extreme in their recommendations, so they did
not promote the establishment of schools which were sexually or
socially mixed.!?

The movement to open the universities and medical education to
women which began in the 1860’s was also directed by and to members
of the respectable middle classes. Typical was the dedicated Emily
Davies, the most prominent personage in the ecarly university
campaign. The daughter of a clergyman, she had a restricting and
stifling upbringing. Against this she revolted, but she was far from
radical. Throughout her long life Miss Davies remained the demure
rector’s daughter, favoring gradual, peaceful change, conservative
towards almost everything that did not affect women.!* Her activities
and writings repeatedly revealed a prejudice in favor of the upper and
middle classes.!s
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In 1863 Miss Davies persuaded the senate of Cambridge University
to allow girls to sit the Cambridge Local Examinations which, since
their foundation in 1858, had proved useful in testing and in some
cases even raising the standard of middle-class male education. The
Local victory encouraged her and her friends to consider the possi-
bility of founding a women’s college of the university type to educate
gentlewomen who would become schoolmistresses, occupy the leisure
time of women of the commercial classes whose responsibility it was
to keep up the tone of life in society, and through the development of
the hitherto idle female intellect, release a vast amount of energy.!6
The result was the establishment of Hitchin College in 1869, and its
relocation four years later as Girton College in formal affiliation with
Cambridge University.

At the same time Anne Jemima Clough and an organization of
schoolmistresses called the North of England Council for Promoting
the Higher Education of Women pointed out to the same university
“the great want which is felt by women of the upper and middle
classes, particularly by those engaged in teaching, of higher examina-
tions suitable to their own needs.”'” Cambridge’s obliging creation of
a women’s examination in the spring of 1869 led to the building of
Newnham Hall in 1875 and its incorporation as a college in 1880.

Notable as the achievements of Miss Davies and Miss Clough
were, with effective elementary education for both sexes becoming
customary only towards the end of the Victorian era, the arguments
in favor of higher education for women had little meaning or appeal
beyond a relatively small social group. Nor were they intended to do
so. The higher education movement was directed towards a limited
number of girls from good families, the sisters of the boys whose
fathers could afford to send them up to the universities.

No two aspects of the women’s movement were more closely
connected than those concerning education and employment. Without
a solid education women could qualify for very few jobs, and until
the opportunities for female employment increased, there existed a
degree of truth in the conservative argument that an extensive educa-
tion would be wasted on women since they could do nothing with it.

Broadly speaking, the employment of women question involved
women of both the working and middle classes. In the short run the
industrial revolution enslaved the former in the corporate bondage
that was factory life, but it eventually provided them with opportunities
to earn independent livings in an ever increasing number of occupations.
At the same time machines pushed middle-class women into a wholly
domestic sphere and considerably lessened their work therein, while
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the dictates of refinement denied them the means to use their leisure
creatively. Seeking to emulate the example set by the upper classes,
bourgeois Victorian men regarded idle and dependent wives and
daughters as evidence of good birth and success in business, and
thus kept their womenfolk at home. The strength of this ideal and
the degradation which accompanied working for wages, excluded
from most remunerative occupations many respectable women who
very much wanted or needed to earn an honorable living. 18

About mid-century a few restless and bored women of the leisured
classes began to recognize that, however socially inferior, the factory
hand earning her own independent living had certain economic advan-
tages, and that she was setting an example that might be of value to
the “lady.”'® Encouraged by this example and frustrated by their
vocational dilemma, even financially secure young women dared to
question marriage as their only legitimate career. They dared, further,
to doubt the unnaturalness and ridiculousness of their desire to be

independent,20 and began to seek acceptable employment outside
their homes.

At the same time, the contrast between the real position of many
middle-class women and their so-called “proper sphere,” and the
absurdity of a matrimonially oriented social organization which made
no provision for single, propertyless gentlewomen was revealed by
the famous census of 1851. This census exposed the alarming fact
that there were more women than men in the population, that within
the female sex there were large numbers of spinsters and widows, and
that for those middle-class women who were dependent on their own
resources, there were few jobs available.

Notable for their responsiveness to the stern logic of statistics,
during the next few years the Victorian middle class in general and
women’s rightists in particular undertook a vigorous search for cures
to the redundancy of those middle-class women of limited means who
had to face the world alone.

As with its educational counterpart, the economic branch of the
women’s movement was distinctly middle-class. The small number of
advanced spirits who formed the vanguard of economic feminism —
women like Bessie Rayner Parkes, Barbara Leigh Smith, Jessie
Boucherett, and Emily Faithfull — all came from the middle ranks.
Predictably, they directed their efforts against genteel destitution
because, as Miss Parkes said:

It mav reasonably be urged that penniless women in the upper classes,
though comparatively few in number, are more important than the mass of
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their working fellow country-women, because of their superior influence on
the future.?!

It was “a fashion with women of the better ranks to despise
women of the working class engaged in industry, and especially women
engaged in factory work,”??2 and while most feminists were perhaps
not quite that hard on the work woman of humbler rank, certainly
they had little knowledge of the conditions under which she lived and
labored. Humanitarians, not women’s rightists, tried to obtain legal
protection for the woman worker. In their ignorance of industrial
organization and with an exaggerated conception of personal liberty,
many feminists, including John Stuart Mill, opposed the restriction of
female labor by legislation on the grounds that by treating women
like children unable to take care of themselves and without the right
to dispose of their own working capacity as they saw fit, it would
strengthen the system of tutelage which limited women’s activities,
and thus delay their emancipation as independent social units.2> Such
feminists “made a serious error in transferring their own grievances
to a class about whose troubles they knew little and understood less.”*

According to the class-oriented women’s rightists, “the choice of
the occupation to be followed must mainly depend on the social position
and...education of each individual”® To quote Emily Faithfull,
she had no patience with the “miserable paltry pride which teaches
women to look down upon all paid work,” but she had “considerable
sympathy for those whose sense of the fitness of things is strong
enough to wish their work to correspond in some degree with their
education and social position.”26

In 1859 Miss Parkes, Miss Smith, and Miss Boucherett shrewdly
exploited the opportunities presented by the National Association
for the Promotion of Social Science to form an affiliated Society for
the Emfployment of Women. The employment society had only a
slight interest in bettering the conditions of domestic servants and
factory hands. Its main concern was the half-educated daughters of
poor business and professional men who were born and bred ladies
and who struggled to find work to which there would be attached no
social stigma. Such women the society encouraged to look beyond
governessing and seamstressing (the occupations to which impover-
ished middle-class women most frequently resorted), and to seek
training and entry into new and expanding fields such as book-keeping,
law-copying, and printing.?

The efforts of the economic pioneers, however class-oriented,
together with the concurrent expansion of employment opportunities
and the demand for middle-class female laborers, contributed to a
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gradual but perceptible redefinition of woman’s place in society.
During the mid-Victorian era the emergence of the middle-class
working woman was one of the most important manifestations of
female advancement, for economic independence constituted a neces-
sary precondition for the equality of women in all areas of life.

Simultaneously with women’s demands for extended educational
and employment opportunities and for a generally broadened sphere
came demands for their political emancipation. Not surprisingly, the
question of the vote became the most radical and spectacular phase
of the whole women’s movement, the aspect of emancipation which
aroused the greatest controversy and strongest feelings.

During the early nineteenth century the suggestion that women
should vote was raised occasionally by radicals, but the voice of women
was little heard in public life. Disinterest, insufficient knowledge or
experience, and stern social conventions which forbade respectable
women being conspicuous long deterred them from taking an active
interest in politics, and kept them safely at home. A number of middle-
class women did serve something of a political apprenticeship in the
1840’s working alongside their menfolk in the struggle for the repeal
by the corn laws.? But after the free trade victory in 1846 there
was no rush by the ladies of the Anti-Corn Law League to organize
to fight for the vote. For nearly twenty more years interest in attaining
political rights by and for women remained sporadic.

By the early 1860’s however, the whole political scene in England
was changing. Middle-class men had established their place in the poli-
tical order which made the question of votes for women of the same
class appear at least slightly more practical. A reformation in the
attitudes of women was giving birth to an infant women’s movement.
And after years in limbo parliamentary reform was again becoming a
national issue. At least partly because of the scent of reform and
change in the air, an organized women’s suffrage movement came into
being.

Although women of all classes signed the suffrage petitions of
the 1860’s, there is little evidence that many working-class women were
at all interested in the franchise.’® As usual only their middle-class
sisters had the ambition, determination, and time for the endless
effort that the suffrage battle demanded. Thus, predictably, from its
inception the women’s suffrage movement was middle-class in member-
ship and orientation.

Organization was the key to suffragist activities, and its national
extent was what made the fight for the vote different from and superior
to other branches of the women’s movement. This organization grew
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out of discussions first held in the drawing rooms of comfortable
homes and attended by enterprising ladies like Barbara Leigh Smith
and Emily Davies who were interested in a wholesale readjustment
of the relations between the sexes. It was members of a Kensington
Ladies’ Discussion Society who formed the first women’s suffrage
committee in 1866 to collect signatures for a great parliamentary
petition, and who reorganized a year later as the London National
Society for Women’s Suffrage. By the end of 1868 similar organizations
had been formed in Manchester, Birmingham, Bristol, and Edinburgh.

The male and female members of these societies came almost
exclusively from the middle class and were very concerned with
propriety. Conscious of the importance of not offending public opinion
through outrageous behavior, they took great pains to effect respectable
deportment. The suffrage societies did defy convention to the extent
that they rejected the long-standing prohibition against women
speaking in public. But the gatherings which the lady suffragists
addressed were modelled closely on the ordinary English political
meeting which helped to identify the cause of women’s suffrage with
the practical politics of the day. And to confound the conservative
opinion that public activity was unsexing, they took care, like the
distinguished and genteel Millicent Garrett Fawcett, to appear as
models of delicacy and femininity as they sat primly and often nervously
on public platforms.

While they sympathized with working-class women, the middle-
class suffragists accepted the class distinctions of their time and looked
down on their social inferiors with snobbish superiority.’! They were
no more democratic than the majority of their male contemporaries,
so they demonstrated little desire that all women regardless of
circumstances be enfranchised. The political rightists were well
aware of the danger to their cause of extremist proposals and the
impracticality of asking for adult suffrage for women before it applied
to men. Furthermore, even had universal suffrage not been so radical
an idea during the 1860’s few of the pioneer suffragists would have
supported it. Upsetting the existing order of things was not their
intention. The issue as they saw it was one of sex equality, not class
equality. They wanted to destroy the sexual barriers to the parliamen-
tary franchise, not see the vote extended to all.32

The basic arguments for the political emancipation of women
rested on the traditional and class-oriented idea that the vote went
with property, and that property, not the individual, was the true
political unit. John Stuart Mill’s step-daughter, Helen Taylor, who was
a typical suffragist, rejected a universal franchise on the grounds that
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all men were not born free and equal and what counted politically
was property.3? On women’s behalf she argued that since the law
supposed that the person who possessed property was best able to
protect it, propertied women should be able to vote. “Why,” she asked,

when they possess the necessary property, are women, alone among the
citizens of full age and sane mind, unconvicted of crime, disabled by
a merely personal circumstance (that of sex) from exercising a right
attached by our institutions to property and not to persons?*

Thus the suffrage movement advocated the vote only for those
women who possessed the required property qualifications — women
who were rate-paying householders. After considerable soul-searching,
it was even decided to exclude married women since the law ordained
that upon marriage a woman’s property passed to her husband, and
therefore few would qualify.3s

John Stuart Mill, the most famous of all the mid-Victorian
suffragists, personally believed in a totally universal franchise;* but
for the sake of expediency, when he moved an amendment to the
Representation of the People Bill on May 20, 1867 which would have
substituted the word “person” for “man” in the bill's wording, he
too asked simply that justice be done to 300,000 - 400,000 single
women who conducted business, owned property, and paid taxes.??

Speaking in support of his motion Mr. Mill calmly and rationally
destroyed the arguments against votes for women. Sustained by
memories of the intellectual companionship that had characterized
his own marriage, he denied the existence of a duality of interests
between the sexes. There was no reason, he said, why domestic occupa-
tions should be incompatible with an interest in national affairs for
the vast majority of male voters were occupied in non-political business
most of the time, yet it was never argued that the few hours they
spent voting caused them to neglect their businesses or professions.
Similarly invalid, Mill insisted, were the arguments that women did
not wish to be enfranchised and that therefore they should continue
to be excluded, and that they did not need direct power because they
already had considerable indirect power through their influence on
their male relatives and friends who represented their interests
sufficiently well. The care taken of women’s interests by the men who
represented them could hardly be adequate when women were in so
disadvantageous a position legally, educationally, and economically.3#

Mill realized only too well that the enfranchisement of women was
regarded by the mass of Englishmen as an absurd and even ludicrous
novelty which, like many new ideas that were opposed to precon-
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ceived notions, deserved only to be laughed at and ridiculed.’® There-
fore, he was uncertain whether his motion would obtain more than a
few stray votes in the House of Commons. His speech, however, was
listened to with interest and curiosity, and it brought the members of
parliament face to face with the implications of active feminism for
the first time. Although Mill’s critics mustered 196 votes to soundly
defeat it,

when, after a debate in which the speakers on the contrary side were
conspicuous by their feebleness, and the votes recorded in favour of the
motion amounted to seventy-three -- made up by pairs and letters to about
eighty-six — the surprise was general, and the encouragement great.40

Without Mill’s amendment the second reform bill became law in
1867, increasing the electorate by about 1,000,000 men, many of whom
were urban workers. The enfranchisement of working-class men
offended the class consciousness of many suffragists who hence began
to argue that it was anomalous, totally unfair, and even ridiculous to
have given the poor and the ignorant — the very dregs of society —
the vote, while the wealthy, able and virtuous female relatives of
respectable men continued to be excluded.4! After 1867 also, some
“liberal” political rightists were able to give lip service to the accept-
ability of female voters from among the urban working population with
perfect confidence that almost none would qualify.

At no time during the nineteenth century were the suffragists
more than a minority or was their cause an obtrusive and serious
issue in national public affairs. Nor could it be otherwise until the
question of the equality of men as individuals had been settled, and
until changes had occurred in women’s educational, economic, and
legal position. Votes for women could not become a popular idea until
people of all classes and both sexes, in numbers sufficient to turn the
suffrage movement from something peculiar into something compre-
hensive, became convinced that women were distressed and needed a
voice in government to remedy that distress. Thus, it was not until
December 1918 that, at the age of eighty-eight, Emily Davies could
walk to a poll to cast a parliamentary vote.

By 1870 despite some encouraging signs of advancement the
influence of feminism had made itself felt only within a small circle of
opinion. The convictions that woman’s- weakness and her complete
dependence on man were inherent and inevitable conditions and that
things like the rights of women were best left alone remained wide-
spread among members of both sexes. It is inaccurate to speak of a
women’s movement until the mid-Victorian era and even then, although
the number of activists and sympathizers increased, coordinated efforts
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were still irregular and unscientific.42 Except in the fight for the
vote there was no definite organization with a starting date and chosen
leaders.

Another weakness in the women’s movement was the diversity of
aims and opinions among supporters of “the cause”, and their
circumscription by class bias. Feminism was full of that typically
Victorian paradox, the progressive conservative. A good many women’s
rightists were inconsistent, unsure of themselves, and uncertain how
far they should go. They frequently approved of one goal while
opposing another or even shifting ground, and they were often afraid
to join several movements for fear of uniting the opposition.

On the surface female emancipation was an ideology that should
have attracted all women. In fact, however, its appeal and scope were
much more limited than many of its advocates would have admitted.
Originally feminism was intellectual and radical, and even as it moder-
ated it remained part of the liberal trend which underlay many of the
movements for reform during the nineteenth century. However, the
mid-Victorian women’s movement was far from being democratic and
proletarian. It was part of the attempt of a rising bourgeoisie to attain
political power and social ascendancy. Within it, class feeling was
marked, and real friendships and a sense of common grievance among
women of very different social standings were rare. Although the
feminists often claimed to speak in the name of all women, in reality
their efforts and arguments were infrequently directed towards the
good of womankind as a whole. The idea that working-class women
had the same right to self-development as those of the higher ranks was
foreign to them. Civil, political, and human rights were demanded
only for a limited segment of society. Even Josephine Butler’s crusade
against prostitution and the state regulation of vice by the Contagious
Diseases Acts, although it departed from the norm in the women’s
movement by concentrating on working-class instead of middle-class
women, was an effort to impose the moral standards of the middle on
the lower ranks. Despite Mrs. Butler’s talk about justice, equality,
and liberty for all, despite the relative emancipation of her supporters,
her battle was charitable rather than egalitarian.43

The failure of most mid-Victorian feminists to see beyond the
barriers of class is not surprising in view of their social background.
But their failure to acknowledge or reconcile the inherently conserva-
tive, class-structured content of the women’s movement with its
liberal exterior and ideology helps to explain the limitations of its
activities and successes. To really triumph the women’s movement
needed- an issue which virtually all women would accept as their
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own, which would unite the lady and the factory hand, and which
would capture the sympathy of national public opinion.*¢ But while
the middle-class woman wanted individual rights and more opportuni-
ties, her working-class contemporary was much more interested in
obtaining higher wages and better treatment. Only the very perceptive
recognized that the cause of both was one and the same — a rise in the
whole status of women.

The emancipation of English women was a distinctly evolutionary
process which was carried through step by step, slowly, deliberately,
and usually quietly. In the early Victorian period feminism was little
more than a vague restlessness, and by mid-century only the first
mutterings of what was eventually to become something of a revolution
were heard. However, during the mid-Victorian period the coincidence
in time and the convergence in direction of a number of distinct move-
ments affecting the status of women were unmistakable signs of what
was to come in the future.
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