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What are some of the shifts in the women's sphere that the authors discuss in the book?
Considering the women’s sphere, the authors have highlighted a total and revolutionary reorganization. There were shifts from a society organized around household production to one organized around largescale factory production (Ehrenreich, & English, 2013). There was a shift because the lives of the women were largely influenced by nature and social expectations than those of men. Previously, women particularly survived through the participation of the shared labor of the household. A shift away from this norm particularly meant no means of survival for the women. The authors observe that there were various classes for the women; wives, mothers, daughters, spinsters, or even aunts, these were merely gradations for the domestic hierarchy that was facing the shift. In sense, there was generally a shift in the old order. 
What are some pieces of advice discussed in the book that you feel were "good" pieces of advice? Why?
The authors have in entirety highlighted presumably good pieces of advice by invoking scientific expertise particularly describing what women need to do specifically for their own good. Among the advice that I believe can be considered as good include; menstruation was an illness that required seclusion, pregnancy was a disabling condition that presented serious long-term threats to the uterus. These strategies saved the women in the old society (Ehrenreich, & English, 2013). Similarly, in modern society, the authors have argued that admitting women into modern society on an equal footing would do the women a great good. Advises issued by the authors have particularly denounced the patriarchal myths of female inferiority consequently creating a social order where women and men are equal. 
Name one (or more) pieces of advice that the authors discuss that you feel limited women's advancement toward equality.
The authors felt that letting women out to work, subsequently acquiring equality to men would dissolve the home. Ideally, the authors advise against liberating women because they believe that doing so would be taking away the only thing that cushioned men from psychic destruction in the rough world of the market. It is argued that letting women acquire equality in the economic society, would mean women pursuit of their own trajectory, subsequently leading to the development of a world without love, without warmth. It is thus advised that women need to remain in their old positions to particularly salvage men from the scramble of the market.
The home is the refuge for the economic man, women are therefore meant to provide consolation to men in their lonely quest as economic men. 
Name one (or more) pieces of advice that the authors discuss that you feel were degrading to women's dignity and humanity
The romantics do not have any interest in discovering the authentic strengths and impulses of women. In the author’s discussions, women are constructed as worthy of occupying Ruskin’s romantic imagination. The authors believe that the economic man is rational, therefore the romantic woman is emotional, intuitive, and incapable of quantitative reasoning of the market. Women are supposed to be human in nature as opposed to economic.



What did you learn from the book that you will never forget?
I have learned that science is a revolutionary force as opposed to prejudice. Similarly, the old order is fast fading into the past and the rising middle class is becoming the ruling class with science making peace with the social order. Additionally, science experts committed themselves to defend the domestic solution with the different specializations claiming a specialized body of scientific knowledge. The connection to science was that, without a connection to science, then there is no legitimacy, no audience for their ideas or market for their skills. Experts argue that science generally provided competing sources of information and skills to the old order. 
Would you recommend this book to others? Why or why not?
I would not recommend this book. The idea of the experts has been told from two sides, firstly from an allegory of science versus superstition. One side of the arguments is headed by the clear-headed masculine spirit of science while the other side is arguably a dark morass of female superstition. My argument against the book is that the experts' opinions are not so clearly progressive. They are presented in a less parochial manner. Women did not however learn to look at an external science particularly for guidance after their old skills had been taken away. I, therefore, wouldn't recommend this book because of the high levels of conflict between the traditional wisdom of women and the male expertise centered on the newly acquired scientific knowledge.  
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