Historian

John Knox and wqmankind:
a reappraisal

-I-b pr oot e a worran t o bear
rul e, superiority, donnni onor
enpi re above any real m nation,
or cityis repugnant to nature,
contunel y to God, athing nost
contrarioustohisreved edwl | and
approved ordi nance, andfina lyit
i s the subversion of good order, ad

dl equtyandjustice
Jonkox, Trefirst Hest of the
trupe age rst thenarstrous reg nart
o vonen, 1558

John Knox' s i nf anous r enar ks about
the ‘ nonstrous regi ment’ are
frequent |y repeat ed i n noder n day
nedi a, but fewpeopl e today real i se
that thetarget of hiswathwas nat
vonenki ndingeneral .t Tocal |l all
si xt eent h- cent ury wonen, or any
vonenfor that natter, a‘ nonstrous
reginent’ istoportray themin
entirelythewonglight. Viden John
Knox vas witinghi s notorious H rst
Hast hisintendedtargets verethe
pover ful ruling Githalic queens of
md-si xteenth century Britai nand
Eur ope who were thwarting t he
spread of Gl vinism Therefore his
intendedtargets vere Mry of Qi se,
Gvernor of Scotland, Githerine de
Medi ci s, shortly to becone Regent
of France and especi a | y Mry Tudor,
Queen Regnant of Engl and. ?
‘Regi nent’ sinply neans rul e and
Knox' s ‘ nonstrous regi nent’ were
t hese power ful Gat hol i ¢ queens of
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the md-si xteenth century. There had
per haps never been quite so nany
wonen i n charge at the sane ti ne
inBuropean history andit was j ust
t 0o nuch for Knox to bear!

I'n 1558 he had been livingin
Geneva wher e he was a | eadi ng
CGal vini st reforner. Knox woul d
t her ef or e have obj ect ed t o anyone,
nal e or fenal e, who hi ndered t he
progress of the Protestant
Ref ornati on. However, when t hese
obstacl es col | ectivel y wereruli ng
vwonenhefelt odigedtolashout in
print. Knox’ s zeal was qui ckly
undernined, however, for inbetween
witingandpudishingtheFrst B ast
of thetrunpet agai nst the nonstrous
regi nent of wonen Mry Tudor di ed.
Thiswas acl assi ¢ case of badtining
inthe pudl i shingwerldfor nowt hat
hisbé&enorehad gore, Mry ssister
and successor H i zabet h Tudor t ook
great offencea hishbook. Hizabeth
woul d nat directly attack Knox, but
she used subt | e neans t o annoy hi m
such as barring hi mfroment eri ng
Ehgland to travel back to Sotland
in1559. Knox wotethat ‘ny Hrst
B ast hath bl own ne fromal | ny
friendsinBEngland for, although
publ i shed anonynousl y, everyone
knewit was hevho had wittenthis
tract. Tobefair, Knox' s opi ni ons
verenot origina for hewvas nerely
reiterating contenporary opini on
against fenal erd ers, put forvard by
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reformng clerics such as
Qi stopher Goodnan. None the | ess
Knox’ s timng of the Hrst B ast
proved t o be catastrophi c. The
ferocity of its text caused his
support ers nuch entoar rassnent in
Geneva, Scotland, France and
BEngl and. Mreover it cost himvital
suypport doringaparticdarlydfficdt
phase of the Refornation. The | ast
per son Knox woul d have wanted t o
antagoni se at this tine was the
ostensi bly Protestant Queen
B izabeth of Ehgl and, yet thi s was
preci sel y what he di d do.

It is perhaps a msfortune of
publ i shing hi story that Knox’ s
slight!ly nore bal anced Second H ast
and Third B ast, whichcriticised
tyramnous | eadersregard ess of their
gender, were never printed. Hs
targets here were nonarchs
“unworthy of regi nent above t he
peopl e of Gd.” e thingis very
clear inall this— Knox never
i ntended to deni grate ordi nary
wonen. He knewand respect ed t he
pl ace that wonen heldwthinthe
petriarchal Rrotestant famly. This
nay wel | have been subservient to
the pl ace of the husband, but it vas
of ten t he not her who gave chil dren
their prinaryreligousinstruction.
Vénen therefore served as arol e
nodel for their children' s future
religious practice. Knox al so
bel i eved t hat nen and wonen ver e
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equal before Gd, if not inlawor
custom Knox al ways adm red
wonen who hel ped himwith his
vork, yet still knewtheir placein
thepatriarcha order. Furthernore,
hisnatarietyfor feroc ous preachi ng
and har angues agai nst Mary Queen
of Sots present an unbal anced vi ew
of Knox and wonen, for inreality
Knox was not a nysogyni st .
Inhisprivatelife Knox woul d
lovetwowves adfather a | east tvo
sons and three daughters. Hsfirst
wi fe was Margery Bowes of the
Yor kshi re/ Durhamgentry faml y,
whomhe nmet whilst exiledin
Engl and i nthe early 1550s. Knox
first knewher nother, Hizabeth
Bowes, as she had becone st rongl y
attachedtothe Rratestant cause and
regar ded Knox as her spiritual
nentor. Hizabethofferedtheexiled
St hospitaity a her A nwck hone
when he was travel | i ng bet ween
preachi ng engagenent s i n Berw ck-
upon- Tweed and Newcast | e- upon-
Tyne. Li ke nany wonen caught up
inthe Reformation struggl es,
Hizabethvwasinspiritua confusion
at thistine and Knox hel ped her
OecidetotakeaRratestant peth avay
fraomher Githdicfamly. It ves, after
al, apathhehadtakenhinsel f when
he abandoned t he pri est hood. Vtien
apart they corresponded i n nost
affectionate and godl y terns,
H i zabet h Bves ves addressed firstly
asa‘sister’, but after he becane
unofficially engaged to Mrgeryin
January 1553, Knox cal | ed her his
‘deirliebd ovit Mther’. Mrgeryvas

his‘derliebdovit sister’ util she
becane his wi fe. Both Nargery
Boves and her nother H i zabeth vere
per suaded by Knox to | eave t he
North East of Engl and for Geneva.
Thi s ci ty had becone a sanct uary for
BgishadSatishRaestat edles
respectively duringthe rei gn of
Mry Tudor and the regency of My
of Quise. Knox knewt hat he coul d
protect themthere, but Hizabeth
Boves’ s deci sionto | eave coul d not
have been easy. She had consci ousl y
chal | enged patri archal cust omby
| eavi ng her Cat hol i ¢ husband
R chard, along-serving Angl o-
Scottish Border officer, tobewth
Knox' s ‘faithful’ inGreva Kox s
opponent s accused H i zabet h of
bei ng his mstress, but thiswas
unl i kel y as Knox was ni ne years
younger than her and, as a
nerchant’ s son, her socia inferior.
The only t hi ng he nay have been
tenpt ed t o do was hug her when

Th€f€ had perhaps never been qUit€ SO many WOmern
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Hizabethvas d stressed as they stood
‘at the copbourdinAwk .

R chard Bowes, on the ot her
hand, woul d have been rightful Iy
agyievedtha hswfed thrtyyears
had abandoned hi mand thei r ot her
fourteenchildrento followa
Raestat preacher toafare gnaity.

too much for

1560 Geneva translation of the Bible,
Genesis, Ch,.3, v.21-22.
Mar gery was happy t o acconpany
her nother and fi ancé, as her father
woul d not have al | owed her to narry
Knox i n Engl and. H i zabet h and
Mirrgery' s actions defiedall the
petriarchd convertions of the periad,
for under Engli sh Gormon Lawbot h
vonen wer e the property of R chard
and shoul d have obeyed hi s w shes.
Knox, hovever, had no ol ections to
thei r unconventi onal behavi our as he
sawtheir actions as ‘god y' and he
hadlittlesynpathy for the Gthdic
R chard Bowes’ s predi canent. Knox
and Mrgery were narri ed i n Geneva
i n 1555, whi ch probabl y gave hi s
enenies | ess anmuni tion to accuse
hi mof sexual inpropriety. Intruth,
Knox | i ked havi ng f enal e hel pers
around hi m whomhe regar ded as
hisspritud egquas. Thiswvaswy he
vas [repared t o sancti onthej ourney
of Hizabeth and Margery, and
others, to @Gnevato continue doi ng
@d swork. H's correspondence wth
vonen was al ways af f ect i onat e and
gody, but what their husbands had
tosayinreturnis unrecorded. Roor
M Boves diedin1558wthhiswfe
still inGrevaad, sigificatly, he
nade no nentionof her inhiswll .3
Anne Lock was anot her fanmous
Knox ‘ groupi €, whol eft her husband
i n London t o be wi th hi mi n Geneva.
Knox' s | etters t o Ane have survi ved
and they are a ways tender. She vas
al ways hi s dearest sister and, no
mat t er how busy he was with
inportant natters such as starting
the Sottish Refornati on, he al vays

Knox

found ti ne to answer her specific
questions about theBbleandits
interpretation. It wasto Amnethat
he poured hi s heart out when Bngl and
turned its back on himfor
publicationof the Hrst B ast.
Siritually at | east, Ane was the
wonan who got cl osest to Knox’ s
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soul and he was happy tol et her be
that close. Hetherefore appearsto
have been abl etorel ate t o vonen' s
spiritual needs, perhaps norethan
that of hisnalefollovers. Witing
fromGeneva duri ng 1556 Knox
freely admttedto Annethat he had
a‘thrist andlangoure... for your
presence.” Hsnext | etter asked her
‘togyd and conduct your self tothis
pl ace’ despite her husband’ s
oppositionandthe fact that Knox vas
recently narried hinsel f. Gn 8 My
1557 Anne arrived in Genevawith
her two snmall children and
nai dservant, but significantly
w thout M Lock. Knox had pai nt ed
Gnevaas the ‘ nai st perfyt schod e
of Gryst that ever vasintheerth —
sohowcod dsheresist thisRraestart
paradi se i n conpari sonto Mary
Tudor’ spercelvedreignof terror in
BEngl and? Anne set about transl ating
thevorks of GvinintoBgishhbut,
after Knox | eft Genevatogoto
Sotland, shetooreturned—but in
thi s instance to her husbandin
London. Their correspondence f ades
out in 1562 but, when Anne was
w doved i n 1571, her husband | eft her
al hisgoods. Arerenarriedfirstly
t he preacher Edward Dering, and
upon bei ng w dowed for a second
ti me she wed R chard Prowse, a
ner chant of Exeter. She continued
tosupport Scottishnini sters when
they visited Londoninthelater
sixteenth century. Sad y we have no
portrait of Annetoseealikeness of
t he wonan who hel d such a speci a
placeintheaffections of Sotland s
nost fanous chur chnan.

Knox trustedhiswifeinplicitly
andevendloned her towitel etters
on hi s behal f to other notabl e
ref orners, such as John Foxe on 18
My 1558. Foxe had castigated him
for pidishingtheFrst Bast adin
hisdictatedrepy knox | et Mrgery
refer to his inexcusabl e ‘ rude
vehenenci e and i nconsi der ed
affirnations'. Athough Knox si gned
theletter, afootnote by Mrgery
afirnsher ‘asthewiter heredf’ and
she sent greetingstoFoxe swfead
not her-in-l1aw As an BEhgl i shwonan,
Mr gery knewhowvi tal support for
the Scotti sh Ref ornati on woul d be

fromthe newQeenHizabethl. Se
was dutifullytryingto hel p her
husband out of the hal e he had dug
for hinse f. Sereturnedto Satland
w t h Knox i n 1559 and he nust have
been devast at ed when Mar gery di ed
i n Edi nbur gh duri ng t he aut unm of
1560. Her not her renai ned in
contact wth Knox and hi s famly.
H i zabet h even cane t o Edi nbur gh
to l ook after himand her
grandchi | dren and nay have st ayed
i n Knox' s househol d unti | she di ed
i n 1568. Knox w ot e a war meul ogy
for Bizabeth as she had beenwth
hi msi nce her first days of
Fotestantismintheearlier 1550s.
H i zabet h had presunabl y not
opposed Knox' s renarri age i n 1564
toMrgaret Sevart, daughter of the

staunchly Protestant Andrew
Stewart, Lord Gchiltree. Knox
certainl'y recogni sed and admred
godl y wonen, but Margaret was a
ner e si xt een years of age when she
narriedthe fifty-eight-year-ol d
nmnister! Awfewhowas forty-two
yearsthejunior of her husband vwoul d
rai se eyebrows today, but
consi deringthat |ife expectancy vas
onlyaroundforty years of ageinthe
sixteenth century this was a
phenonenal age gap. Surprisingly
fewconmented onthe disparityin
thei r ages, as Mirgaret was froma
staunchly Frotestant famly andit
was seento be a godl y narri age
dliance. It vasneither aplatonic
marriage, nor a marriage of
conveni ence, for Knox fatheredthree
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nore chil dren before his deathin
1572. Sone sneered that Knox had
renarried alady wel | above his
status, but thisddnat bather ether
party. As far as Margaret was
concerned, she had narriedthe hero
o theatishRfornation Ater his
death sherenarriedthe fervently
Frotestant Border laird, Sr Andrew
Ker of Fal donside, in1574. Mrgaret
had nor e chi | dren by hi mand di ed

Facsimile of a letter from John Knox
(written by his wife) to Mr Foxe.

in 1611, havi ng w t nessed nany
dranati c decades of Sattishhistory.

Mary Queen of Scots did,
however, conment on Knox’ s second
narriage. She apparent!ly voi ced
angry words about a Sevart, of the
sane bl ood as her own, narryingthe
nan she regarded as her béte noire.
Knox assuredl y | oved wonen, but
Mary wasn't a wonan i n hi s eyes.
She vas a fenal e Gat hol i ¢ nonar ch
and as such vas acoti nuati onof the
‘nonstrous regi nent’ he had rail ed
agai nst back i n 1558. Wen t he

w doved Mry returned to Scotland
fromFance i n 1561, Knox was one
of onl'y a handful of Scots whodid
not cel ebrate the occasion. Mry' s
arrival at Leith aboard a French
gal | ey gave Knox an unpl easant
remnder of his years as a Fench
galleyslaveinthelate 1540s. Hs
geatest fear vasthat shenght, like
her | at e not her or not her-in-1 aw
figt theestadishnert of hisbel oved
Protestanti sm Fomthe
first Sunday after Mry' s
arriva, Knox stirredup
troubl e for her. He
orchestratedariat as she
went to mass in the
chapel at Hol yrood
House and del i ver ed
vitriolic sernons about
her faithtohi s Ei rburgh
congregat i on.

This battl e of words
noved on to ver bal
confrontati ons bet ween
Knox and Mary.
Athoughthese arevel | -
known encount ers, nuch
hyped by Mary's
apol ogi sts, there were
feww tnesses totheir
debat es. V¢ onl y have
Knox' s versi on of events
to go by, which are
cl early bi ased agai nst
this queen. Neverthel ess
as a Scot, Knox had as
nuch ri ght as any ot her
to nake a personal
approach t o hi s nonar ch.
The Scottish Gurt was,

after all, far nore open thanthe
Bgishcourt of thisperiod Haso
bel i eved that nonar chs wer e subj ect
to@d sauthority, whichcoul dnot
beoverrued. Hsinitia audience
wth Mary in 1561 —recorded in
KnoxX' s Hstory of the Refarnati onin
<ot and — began wthwhat canonly
be described as a pl eafor acadenc
freedom

H ease your M esty (sai d he) that
learredranind| ageshavehedthar
judgenents free. .. fromthe conmon
j udgenent of theworld;, suchal so
have t hey publ i shed, bothwith pen
andtongue, and yet natw t hst andi ng

they thensel ves have l ivedinthe
common soci ety wth ot hers, and
haveborrepeti entlywththeerrars
and i nperfecti ons vihi chthey cou d
not anend.

Mary nay have seen the rel i gi ous
cotradictioninthi s, as shevanted
freedomt o wor shi p as she pl eased,
but Knox hadthe Hrst Bast onhis
nmind and he cont i nued:

If the Realm finds no
i nconveni ence fromt he regi nent
of a wonan, that which they
aprovel shall not disalow.. but
shal| be cotent tolive under your
Gace, as Paul vastolive under
Neroand ny hopeisthat, solong
as you defil e not your hands wth
theboodof thesansd @Gd, that
neither | nor thet Book shel | e ther
hurt you or your authority; for in
very deed Madane, that Book was
wittennast especid |y aggi st thet
w cked Jezebel of BEngland [i.e.
My Tudor] .

I'f by this roundabout apol ogy Knox
vas hopi ngfor Mry' s conversionto
Protestanti sm he woul d be
di sappoi nted. Mry was resol utely
Gtholicuntil her death. Qe she
| ocked horns w t h Knox, they coul d
never be reconcil ed. Mary did
however ask Knox i f the ‘ nonst rous
reginent’ referredto wonenin
generd, towichherediedthat this
particul ar question had never been
cosideredinpidicor insecret. ‘If
| hadintendedto have troubl ed your
est at e because you are a wonan, |
m ght have chosen a ti me nore
conveni ent for that purpose than
now .. when your own presence i s
wthintheream’ He probabl y gave
nuch t he sane answer t o supporters
of Hizabethl, but he woul d never
escape fromhis Hrst Bast’s slur
agai nst fenal erul ers. Howcou d he
satisfactorily denounce Mry Quieen
of Scots whil st | ooki ng to Queen
Hizabeth | for English support
during the Sotti sh Ref ornat i on?
Acadeni cs debat ed t he i ssues
rai sed by Knox’ s panphl et and,
t hough none of themdeni ed t he
exi stence of patriarchy, opponents
skil fully defended the natural and
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@d-givenright of royal wonento
ruleweretherewas nodirect nal e
heir. THsisseisstill debetedtoday,
but inthe nd sixteenth century the
nost obvi ous reply to Knox' s H rst
B ast was John Ayl ner’ s An Har bor ow
far Fthfu adTreve S ectes (1559).
Ayl ner, consci ous that Knox had
argued that fenal e rul e was agai nst
retue statedthet:

If it wereunnatural for awonan
toru ebecauwse shel ackethanan' s
strength, thena d ki ngs whi ch be
nost neet torule for wt and
experi ence, because they | ack
strength, shou d be unneet for the
feeld eness of the body.

Truetothepatriarcha norns of this
period, Ayl ner accepted that a
narried queen‘ nust beasulject’ to
her hushand, ‘ but as anag strate she
nay be her husband s head . Inather
words, fenal erul ers wereto be
treat ed as honorary nen when it
canetoruingover their sug ects and
H i zabet h woul d f anousl y renind
her sulj ectsin1588that she‘ hadthe
heart and stonach of a king'.
However back inthe | ate 1550s and
1560s nany expected Hizabeth| to
narry and t hereaf ter showaobed ence
toher husband as adutiful wfein
all things except natters of state.
Subsequent hi story has shown t hat
Hizabeth was vel | anare of this
conundrumand nai nt ai ned her
power by renai ni ng si ngl e. That
Mary Queen of Scots’ second and
third narri ages proved t o be her
regal undoi ng only enhances
Hizabeth' s shrevdness.

Knox’ s behavi our towards
ordi nary wonen appear s equal | y
paradoxi cal , for surely hewou d not
have al | oned hi s wves Mrgery, or
Margaret, toleave hi mand their
childrentofd | owanother Gl vi ni st
reforner? Had they threatened to do
S0, Knox woul d probabl y have been
as angry as R chard Boves and t hus
not as understandi ngas M Lock. H
vwoul d no doubt have del i vered stern
lecturestoMrgery, or Mrgaret, on
their wfely duties. Yet Knox had
hi nsel f pushed t he patri archal
boundari es of early nodern soci ety
inlettingnarriedwonenleavetheir

husbands t o becone hi s fol | owers
under a snokescreen of ‘ god i ness’ .
These wonen woul d have been
avarethat therewas no shortage of
opi ni onat ed neni nthe nd si xteenth
century ready totell themhowt hey
shoul d behave. These nen di d not
have tol ook far for inspirationas
the B bl e and anci ent phi | asophers
like Aristotlereinforcedthe
inferiority of wonanki nd. For
exanple, § Paul'sletterstothe
Bphesi ans woul d probabl y have been
quoted by theliteratetonarried
vonen who di d obey t hei r husbands.
These |l etters ordered w ves to
‘submit yoursel ves unt o your own
husbands as unto the Lord” and t hey
vere a ways to acknow edge that “the
husband i s the head of thew fe'.
However, it isclear that John Knox
vas avrethat S Pad d soinmstructed
husbands to ‘ | ove your w ves, even
as Qrist a solovedthe Gurch, and
gvehnsdf farit’.

Insecul ar soci ety the sixteenth
century was an era of pronounced
doubl e standar ds, whi ch al ways

have been no need for husbands to
preachtothe r wves?
Quotingthe B bleat your wife
voul d be regar ded as bei ng eccentric
behavi our today and night even end
up i ndi vor ce proceed ngs. However,
there was no di vor ce i n si xt eent h-
century Engl and and very little
dvorceinSoatland, sothenajority
of narriages endedwththe deat h of
ei ther partner. Nowonan coul d get
avay fromthe very first book of the
Qd Test anent — Genesi s — and vhat
it had to say about Adamand Brein
Paradi se. The Bblehadafar nore
central roetoplayinthelives of
everyday nen and wonen i n t he
si xt eenth cent ury and coul d be read
literally. Adamcanefirst, Bve cane
second, whichquitesinplyisthe
originof prej udice agai nst wonen
anda | suosequent gender i nequal ity.
Neverthel ess, where S Paul isvery
direct, Genesis coul d be opento
contenporary interpretati on. The
1560 Grevatramsl ationof theBH e,
dedi cated to Queen Hi zabeth |,
woul d have been known t o Knox and

In secular society the sixteenth century was an

era of pronounced double standards, which

always

favoured nmen over wonen. |t
follovedthat it was acceptabl e for
nento be drunk i npublic, but not
so wonen. Vénen were to be chaste
a narriageandfaithful theresfter,
but thiswas not arequirenent for
t he bri degroom I n Engl and wonen
verethe property of their fathers
before narri age, and t hey bel onged
totheir husbands after narriage.
Qlyawdowvastruly freeof nal e
dom nation, but she was in an
unervi bl e situation. |f she vas poor
and did not renarry, the w dowwas
seen as a burden on her pari sh poor
fund. However, if shedidrenarry,
she coul d be accused of bei ng
unfai thful to her |ate husband s
nenory. The si xteenth century can
theref ore be seen as a nan’ s worl d,
but surelyif all wonen behaved
exact |y as nen want ed t her e woul d

favoured men

over

hisfdlomers. If onelookscarefuly
a Gresis, chepter tvo, verses 21-22,
inthe Gnevaeditionthereis an
interestingnarg nal conment. After
descri bi ng how* wonan' was creat ed
fromAdams rib, the narginstates
that this was ‘signifying that
nanki nde was perfit when t he wonan
was creat ed, whi ch beforevas |ike
an unperfect buyl ding . Thi s was
undoubtedl y insertedtoflatter a
queen regnant, but it had an
interestinginpact uponliterate
wonen for the Geneva B bl e was
wdelyreaduntil well intothe
severt eerth century.

The 1611 K ng Janes B bl e, whi ch
isnorefamliar today, did not
becone the standard Bi bl e unti |
nany years after itspudication As
thetranslators of the newat hori sed
ver si on were wor ki ng for a ki ng,
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Janes M &I, thereisnaturaly no
nention of man’ s i nperfections
bef or e wonan cane al ong besi de
verses 21 and 22 of Gnesi's, chapter
three. Thi s change of enphasi s vas
part of the nal e backl ash agai nst
vonen after the death of Hi zabeth
in1603. For al thoughthe status of
wonen i n soci ety had been under
at tack throughout the sixteenth
century, fewdaredto say anything
openl y when t her e wer e power f ul
gueens regnant of Engl and. For
exanpl e, in sixteenth-century
Engl and f enal e hei r esses ver e bei ng
squeezed out of their inheritances by
discreet nale-only entail of |anded
estates. Hwever, nenwho daredto
speak out agai nst fenal e rul e coul d
be accused of treason as Hi zabeth
vas al vays ul trasensitive about her
rights tothe Englishthrone. Knox
vastruy fortunatetobe bothaSat
and out of Englandin 1558, for had
he been t her e he coul d have been
executed for treasonad e asserti ons
inThreRrst Bast.

Sill, astheexap esd Hizabeth
Boves and Anne Locke denonst rat e,
Knox di d not mslike wonen. In
truth he had a soft spot for wonen
and was al oving fat her and husband
who never intendedto chal lenge a |
of vonankindintheFrst Bast. It
vas just Githd i ¢ queens who anger ed
hi mand frankl y thei r nuntoers coul d
be count ed on the fingers of one
hand. There were mil | ions of ot her

Statue of John Knox at the High Kirk
of St Giles, Edinburgh

John Knox, Returning Home After
Having Preached His Last Sermon.
Circa 1800s

vonen | ivinginthe ndsixteenth
century that Knox never intendedto
deni grate. The all too frequent
nenti on of wonen as a ‘ nonst r ous
reginent’ isintruthanonstrous

nhsquot e.
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