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Abstract
In 1898 the United States declared war on Spain, aiding the Cuban people in
their fight for independence from colonialism. The Spanish-American and PhilippineAmerican wars (1898-1902) ushered in a debate over imperialism and overseas
expansion. The Anti-Imperialist League was created in response by a group of
prominent men concerned with keeping the country true to its founding, republican
principles. Historians have analyzed the men involved, but the voices of women have
remained largely unheard. At a time when women were entering public life through
reform activism, and concerning themselves with the country's well-being, it is
essential that we listen to their voices in order to gain new perspectives on why
Americans supported or opposed imperialism. An analysis of material from the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, suffragists and the National American
Woman Suffrage Association, and anti-imperialist organizations from 1898-1905
begins to reveal women's response to these wars.
It appears for the most part that women's reactions were bound to the various
agendas of their organizations. Specific causes like suffrage or temperance required a
narrower focus, and many were not in a good position to take up the cause of the
Filipinos or publicly oppose the government. Women, like the Anti-Imperialist
League, were ultimately more concerned with the effects of imperialism on their own
causes and the country, than with supporting the cause of Filipino independence.
Women activists were unprepared to respond strongly against imperialism in 1898,
but their experiences laid the groundwork for a strong female role in the fight for
peace during later conflicts.
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Introduction: Women and the Spanish-American and Philippine-American Wars
1898-1905
At the end of the nineteenth century, Americans were caught up in a great
debate about how their country should conduct itself in world affairs. Positions
varied: some argued for an aggressive, masculine approach to foreign policy. The
United States, they proclaimed, should assert itself vigorously on the world stage.
Others argued that a policy governed by notions of morality and restraint would be
best. As the US became more involved in the world it would need a foreign policy
that reflected its highest ideals. American society was also changing in its domestic
affairs in the nineteenth century. The traditional gender "spheres" that had long
governed the roles of men and women in society were beginning to break down;
women were becoming more involved in public life and men had begun to fear their
influence on the male dominated world of politics. This thesis is concerned with the
convergence of these two disruptions, the one in the domestic, and the other in the
foreign, affairs of the United States. It begins with the debates surrounding the
American declaration of war of Spain in April 1998, and ends with the termination of
major combat in the Philippines in 1902. These imperial war divided Americans into
those supporting the government and its supposed benevolent expansion and those in
opposition, the anti-imperialists. The two groups represented the two major
alternatives in the great debate about US imperialism and overseas expansion. Many
of its participants would advance their arguments as vehemently as if they were
clashing in battle.
The Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars crystallized arguments
for and against imperialism and expansion. The loudest voices in this debate were
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those of prominent men: politicians, journalists, academics, and businessmen.
However, women were also vocal, both using organizations as their mouthpiece or
speaking out individually. As wives, mothers, sisters, daughters, and concerned
citizens, women were invested in the outcome of the debate. Why, in the face of
women's investment, did anti-imperialist men fail to fully capitalize this source of
potential influence and activism? An analysis of women's contributions to the debate
is necessary because of its neglect, both at the time and subsequently in the historical
literature on the anti-imperialists and the women's reform movement. This thesis
seeks to broaden historical understanding of the imperialist/anti-imperialist debate by
excavating and analyzing the arguments and activism of women; it will, in addition,
consider the impact of women's work as anti-imperialists on their other roles as
reformers, mothers, and citizens.
Until recently, only a few historical works considered women's participation
in the anti-imperialist movement at the turn of the twentieth century. Much has been
written about women's activism and gender politics during this era, but a small
number of these studies make connections to imperialism and its effect on women's
organizations. Historians Allison Sneider, Kristin Hoganson, and Ian Tyrell have each
explored women's temperance and suffrage movements. And each has in some way
shone a light upon women's activities and opinions during the Spanish-American and
Philippine-American wars. These works help set a framework for the chapters which
follow.
Hoganson and Sneider both focus on suffrage and the National American
Woman Suffrage Association's (NAWSA) response to the wars. In Suffragists in An
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Imperial Age: US Expansion and the Woman Question, 1870-1929 Sneider examines
how suffragists took advantage of US expansion to promote their own cause.
Suffragists in the NAWSA developed ideas related to imperialism and antiimperialism over a period of time beginning with the western expansion of the 1870s
and ending with the struggle for Filipina suffrage in the 1930s. Sneider links US
expansion and the issues of race and citizenship to the suffragists' development of
new arguments related to their own fight for political rights. Imperialism gave women
new putatively "uncivilized" and "racially inferior" peoples with which to compare
themselves to; this facilitated the argument that American-born women were far
better equipped for citizenship than men of the new territories. Suffragists' imperialist
or anti-imperialist leanings depended upon what benefits they believed could be
achieved through their support of one side or the other. For Sneider, suffragists were
opportunistic, adept at adapting their arguments to changing situations.' Hoganson on
the other hand, in her article '"As Badly Off as the Filipinos': US Women's
Suffragists and the Imperial Issue at the Turn of the Twentieth Century," focused
more directly on the NAWSA's reaction to the wars to the changing imperialist
climate. Hoganson shows that suffragist motives for supporting or opposing empire
could be a good deal more complex and multi-dimensional than Sneider allows. She
places the ethical and tactical arguments of the suffragists in the broader context of
late Victorian political culture. Also addressed was the failure of a more developed
suffragist/anti-imperialist alliance. Hoganson explains how:
If, on the one had, tracing suffragists' opposition to imperial policies reveals
the promises and shortcomings of the US anti-imperialist movement...on the
Allison L. Sneider, Suffragists in An Imperial Age: US Expansion and the Woman Question, 18701929 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008), 9, 136.
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other hand, tracing the contours of suffragists' anti-imperialist thought
illuminates the promises and limitations of American feminism in an age of
empire.
Suffragists were too focused on overcoming their own political inequality to make the
kinds of international connections necessary to advance an "inclusive, transnational
feminist movement" with the capacity to change society fundamentally.2
While suffragists have begun to find a place within the historiography of the
debate over imperialism, the responses of temperance women to American
expansions continues to be neglected. Tyrrell's Woman's World, Woman's Empire:
The Woman's Christian Temperance Union in International Perspective, 1880-1930
discusses the WCTU's reaction to US imperialism. Tyrrell compares the reaction of
American temperance women to the new imperialism, to that of their temperance
sisters in Britain. He devotes two chapters to the issues imperialism raised for the
American WCTU, specifically the problem of alcohol and prostitution to the new
territories. Tyrrell explains how the WCTU both supported and opposed imperialism.
When in opposition, moreover, the organization did not attack imperialism per se, but
instead focused on its negative consequences. Like the suffragists, temperance leaders
believed imperialist policies could create opportunities to advance their cause. Tyrrell
explains how, like the suffragists, the WCTU was divided in its opinion over what
was the best course of action. It thus pursued both avenues, hoping support for one
side or the other would benefit its own agenda.3

Kristin Hoganson, "'As Badly Off as the Filipinos': US Women's Suffragists and the Imperial Issue
at the Turn of the Twentieth Century," Journal of Women's History, 13, 2 (2001), 12, 26.
Ian Tyrrell, Woman's World, Woman's Empire : The Woman's Christian Temperance
Union in International Perspective, 1880-1930 (Chapel Hill : University of North Carolina
Press.,1991), 185.

The first detailed studies of the anti-imperialists appeared in the 1960s and
1970s. Although a few articles were written in the decades immediately following the
Philippine-American war, the most important and in-depth works appeared during
and in the wake of the Vietnam War. Scholars attempted to draw parallels between
US intervention in the Philippines and in Vietnam. Daniel B. Schirmer, for example,
in his Republic or Empire: American Resistance to the Philippine War, finds that
America's past was not remarkably different from the present: "Present-day policies
of counter-insurgency and intervention... have their source in events that occurred at
the opening of the twentieth century." Schirmer even goes as far as to exclaim that
"the United States' suppression of the Philippine national revolution was the
progenitor of the Vietnam War." Despite this rather over-zealous claim, Schirmer
offers a useful examination of the main anti-imperialist players or "antis" as they
were known.4 Robert L Beisner, also focused on the movement leaders, comparing
and contrasting them with prominent imperialists. Beisner explores the backgrounds
of these men, assesses their contributions to the movement, and attempts to explain
why the antis lost the debate.5 In some cases, historians have gone beyond the "great
men" and examined groups of ordinary people who held anti-imperialist sympathies.
These groups have included political parties, businessmen, labour unions, Socialist
organizations, religious denominations and African Americans. Richard Welch and I.
Dementyev analyze various groups to illuminate their contributions to the antiimperialist movement. Dementyev, in USA : Imperialists and Anti-Imperialists (The
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Daniel B. Schirmer, Republic or Empire: American Resistance to the Philippine War (Cambridge:
Schenkman Publishing Company, 1972), 2-3.
' Robert L. Beisner, Twelve Against Empire The Anti-Imperialists, 1898-1900 (New York : McGrawHill Book Company, 1968), xiii.
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Great Foreign Policy Debate at the Turn of the Century) devotes much study to
labour and Socialist groups, discussing how the American Federation of Labor and
the Knights of Labor were concerned about the cheap labour and goods that could
potentially flood the American markets as a result of US imperialism in Asia.6
Dementyev's Marxist interpretation suggests a different side to the motivations of the
anti-imperialists' by examining the anti-monopoly, anti-capitalist feelings held by
many at the time. For Dementyev, the anti-imperialists failed because they did not
turn the imperialists' economic arguments against them; they lacked, Dementyev
argues, the sort of working-class leadership that would have allowed for a more
thorough, economically astute, analysis of the situation. Welch, on the other hand, in
Response to Imperialism: The United States and the Philippine-American War, 18991902 devotes separate chapters to different groups' reactions. Some of the groups he
discussed, such as organized religion and businessmen benefited more from
supporting imperialism than opposing it.
Women have not been singled out within the histories written about the antiimperialist movement. Most of the historical studies of anti-imperialism have noted
the presence of women in the movement, usually as spectators at mass meetings.
Schirmer and others have observed that women made up half of the audience at the
founding meeting of the Anti-Imperialist League in 1898. Jane Addams, one of the
most prominent women in the US in the early 1900s, is typically mentioned as an

6

1 . Dementyev, USA : Imperialists and Anti-imperialists (The Great Foreign Policy Debate at the
Turn of the Century) (Moscow : Progress Publishers, 1979), Translated from Russian by David
Skvirsky, 263.
7
Ibid, 331-332.
o

Richard Welch, Response to Imperialism: The United States and the Philippne-American War, 18991902 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1979), 75, 89.
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anti-imperialist supporter and speaker. Also referenced are the circulations of
petitions denouncing the war by women.9 Women are only mentioned in these
histories, however, which, like other groups caught up in the controversy over
imperialism, brought their own understandings, agendas, and talents to the great
debate. Recently, American history scholar Jim Zwick compiled primary source
material that includes many examples of women's anti-imperialist writings, and
discusses their financial support for the movement and something of the various
organizations through which they engaged the issues. Women wrote letters to
newspapers and magazines which made arguments that ranged from racist antiimperialism to sympathetic support for the Filipino resistance. Zwick explains that
women were present within the anti-imperialist leagues, but their involvement was
downplayed, in part because they lacked the political power necessary to defeat the
imperialists.10 Daniel Schirmer also notes that, "the elected leadership of the AntiImperialist League...included no women. Evidently even the pressing need for antiimperialist unity could not subdue this stubborn prejudice."1' Another explanation
may lie with the gendered nature of the debate between imperialists and antiimperialists. The former sought to paint the antis in a derogatory, feminized light,
something the male leaders were anxious to avoid. They may have believed that
women's presence in prominent positions would have been detrimental to their cause.
Women's place within the male-dominated leagues was thus limited to auxiliary
groups. Yet many women interested in anti-imperialism were already organized in
9

Schirmer, 75, 164, 138.
Jim Zwick, "Suffrage and Self-Determination: Women in the Debate About Imperialism,'" AntiImperialism in the United States 1898-1935, April 6/07
<http://www.boondocksnet.com/ai/wj/index.html>
" Schirmer, 17-18.
10
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other female-run reform groups; these women used such forums as a platform to
voice their ideas and opinions about the war. Activist women did not function under
one umbrella, however, which makes the task of constructing a cohesive analysis of
how their words and activities influenced the debate a considerable challenge.
Women's part in the debate over imperialism was fractured by their variety of
affiliations. Discussion of the impact of imperialism on these activist women,
moreover, is generally limited to a few pages or chapters within organizational
histories. Only recently have historians begun to examine what it meant to be a
citizen in the US imperial era, and how both men and women adapted by either
supporting or rejecting the new trend. The pieces of this history, that is, are widely
dispersed and need to be brought together in order to better understand who supported
the anti-imperialists and why. To begin it is necessary to contextualize women's
emerging participation within the "public sphere," and to consider and what that
meant for men and women themselves. The following chapters will bring women's
varying affiliations and arguments together, unifying them in a way they could not
have done themselves.

The New Woman: Reform and Social Housekeeping
Women facilitated their entrance into public life by capitalizing on the
ideologies in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. Influenced by ideas
from the Enlightenment, the US was founded on principles of rationalism, natural
rights, and liberty. In the decades following the revolution, women began to utilize
these principles to argue their equality to men. They demanded that women should be
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granted the same opportunities as men, both privately and publicly. As women
developed these ideas in the nineteenth century, Enlightenment principles were joined
by a revival and growth of the Protestant tradition in the US. Women were praised for
their morality and encouraged to play social roles in their communities.12 These roles
were typically confined to male-run religious or charity institutions and so did not
threaten men's public positions. The nineteenth century especially saw women
romanticized as moral guardians. In some groups, like the Quakers, women were
actively encouraged to have a voice. There was a focus on self-improvement and
societal perfection, and partly because of pressure to fulfill these goals, women
themselves began to raise their own expectations. Many sought access to different
avenues for improving society and themselves, such as higher education. Women
used prevailing ideologies and societal changes to their advantage, and gradually
came to believe their participation in public life was essential. Many thought that their
moral, nurturing, and pacific natures women could combat men's aggressive, selfinterested, competitive character. This was necessary, women argued, because
domestic issues suffered from men's neglect. Ideally, it was thought that women
would bring balance to society and politics. This new conviction rested on the belief
that everyone would benefit from women's involvement. Women, by the second half
of the nineteenth century, had begun organizing to realize such aspirations.13 The
denial of traditional "spheres" pushed many women away from their typical roles.
The advent of "the new woman" in the last decade of the nineteenth century signified
the phenomenon by which women began to insert themselves into men's sacred
" Nancy Cott, The Grounding of Modern Feminism (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1987), 1 7.
' Blanch Glassman Hersh, The Slavery of Sex: Feminist-Abolitionists in America (Urbana: University
of Illinois Press, 1978), 2.
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"sphere" by demanding higher education, seeking professional careers, and generally
finding avenues for public activism. Some women did this through a reform
organization, such as temperance or suffrage, but most challenged the status quo in
small individual ways before becoming publicly involved.
Ideas about gender evolved slowly throughout the nineteenth century. The
traditional view of "separate spheres" for men and women was encouraged
throughout the century, but some women challenged these ideas. The dominant belief
was that women were best suited for domesticity because of their nurturing nature.
Their duty was to care for their children, instill in them the republican spirit of liberty
and democracy, and create patriotic citizens. The home was considered a safe haven
for men from the harsh outside world of politics and business.14 It was assumed that
men and women not only belonged to different "spheres," but that there were innate
differences that shaped who they were and how they should act. Political activity was
associated with manhood, so it was in the country's interest that women be excluded.
During the nineteenth century, women began to deny these ideas, instead insisting
that women should have a place in the "public sphere," and that it was their influence,
not men's, which would be beneficial.15
Changes in society also affected women's growing interest in public life.
Nineteenth century America saw an increase in industrialization, which in turn
required cheap labour. Depressions in the late 1800s caused migrations from rural
towns to urban areas that provided a new labour force, and many of the new jobs in

l4

Sarah Deutsch, Women and the City: Gender, Space and Power in Boston, 1870-1940 (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2000), 11.
15
Susan Lebsock, "Women and American Politics, 1880-1920," Women, Politics, and Change, eds.
Louise Tilley and Patricia Gurin (New York: Russell Sage Foundation, 1990), 41.
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factories replaced those previously done in the home. Middle and upper class women
took advantage of the cheap and available labour by hiring domestic help. This, in
addition to lower birth rates, allowed middle class urban women to enjoy a greater
amount of leisure time; many turned to charity work and reform organizations.
Activism became one way women could feel useful. Many women were conflicted
about this though, fearing their role as wife and mother would be marginalized. They
wanted to preserve domestic life, while expanding their focus to encompass society
as a whole.16 Women's clubs became increasingly popular in the 1890s, as women
gained access to higher education. Clubs provided educated homemakers with a place
to interact intellectually with other women. Many clubs were also venues of women's
activism.17 College educated women began taking on public positions and even
invented jobs in areas they felt required social housekeeping. Settlement houses, like
Jane Addams' Hull House in Chicago, were neighbourhood based initiatives to which
young women flocked. Others took jobs such as garbage inspectors, organized
women's labour unions, and lobbied the government for legislative changes and civil
service reforms.
Men might have found the New Woman less threatening had fears of their
own inadequacy not intensified toward the turn of the century. The encroachment of
women in the "public sphere" was unwelcome to most men. Many men connected
manhood, politics, and military activity as the most important, and inherently
masculine, of civic duties. In post-Civil War elections candidates with war experience
were viewed as honourable men, capable of leadership. A problem arose in the 1880s

16
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and 1890s when old age began to thin the ranks of Civil War veterans' participating
in public life.18 Politicians, especially those with jingoistic tendencies, were
concerned about what effect this would have on the future of their country.19 They
feared that without war to cultivate manliness and civic virtue, men and politics
would become weak and corrupt. Political parties charged each other with selfinterested materialism, supposedly fostered by the eclipse of the Civil War ethic of
manly duty and selfless service. Men searched for a solution. "Republicans,
Democrats, and Populists," as historian Kristin Hoganson suggests, "may have
disagreed over who was at fault, but they all voiced the same concerns: the American
political system was rotting from within because of an absence of manly honor."
Corrupt politics may have been worrisome, but women's encroachment on men's
power in society, and their desire to change the political system in ways that would
further compromise male privilege, required a solution.
One solution to reviving the country and reinforcing traditional gender roles
was to create a new generation of citizen-soldiers. War was the perfect way to
achieve such a goal and jingoistic politicians attempted to steer the US in that
direction. The jingoes believed their options for shoring up manliness were limited to
war because previous solutions had proved ineffective. Young men no longer had
Civil War veterans as role models; the challenges of the frontier were gone;
industrialization had taken men off the land and abetted materialism; and the New
Woman did not provide the clear gender difference which men required to define

1 Q

Kristin Hoganson, Fighting for American Manhood: How Gender Politics Provoked the SpanishAmerican and Philippine-American Wars (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1998), 10, 29.
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themselves against. Women's intrusion into public life especially drove jingoes to
view physical force and the notion of "bullets for ballots" as the best way to revive
waning manly character, create better leaders, and keep women out of politics.
Another group, arbitrationists, held an alternate perspective for solving
America's problem. Unlike jingoes, arbitrationists were interested in promoting peace
and negotiation as the ideal way for nations to interact. Many of those involved in this
effort became strong anti-imperialists. They believed government should be based on
reason and intelligence, not force. Women were drawn to the arbitration movement,
and also opposed jingoism because they rejected the connection between manhood
and war. Both men and women in the arbitration movement viewed war as a sign that
masculinity had run wild. Many believed that women's moral virtues were needed to
tame men's violent impulses. Arbitrationists viewed war as an uncivilized, primitive
act that needed to be restrained in order to reform society. Prolonged peace did not
have to mean weakness and corruption in politics as jingoes preached. Instead women
believed that because of their nurturing and pacifistic nature their involvement would
balance out men's aggressive tendencies and in turn society would become more
civilized and advanced. Arbitration was one area where women felt compelled to
extend their "moral superiority" out of the home and into the public sphere.
Women's influence on public life was felt in almost every aspect of society.
Women's activism was divided by their focus: concern for the welfare of others and
providing aid through reform movements, or the attempt to gain political rights for all
women by fighting for suffrage. There typically was a convergence between the two,

21
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but not all women were interested in attaining political equality. Women's reform
activities and suffrage co-existed, but reform work - "social housekeeping" - was
more widely accepted because of its appearance as an extension of women's duties at
home.23 Women took first to the cause of abolition, playing an important role in
influencing public policy, and working with men to abolish slavery. Other torches
taken up by women included temperance, arbitration, and social welfare issues.
While reform activities may have been encouraged by some men, women's
insistence on political rights was not. Advocates for women's suffrage fought many
uphill battles before finally winning the war; but by the late nineteenth century even
the little battles were enough to worry men. While pleading the case for suffrage,
women sought ways to participate in politics. Many turned to running in elections. At
the local level, women won seats on school boards, in local governments, and even in
some state level positions.24 Women also took an active interest in campaigning for
various political parties. Through these methods and through reform work, women
enlisted the help of powerful men, demonstrating to them through their organizational
abilities and connections that they had something to offer in return. Also, because
most of the reformers were white middle and upper class women, their influence was
welcomed by some men to offset the power of the growing immigrant population and
machine politics.25 Suffrage was not a cause supported by all women, and many anti-

"' Cott, 16. "Social Housekeeping" was advocated by women who saw parallels between their
domestic responsibilities and politics. Women wanted to extend their traditional influence in the home
outward into the public sphere. Women also sought the ballot to clean up the corruption in politics and
fulfill their traditional role by infusing politics with morality.
24
Hoganson, 30.
25
Deutsch, 24. Machine politics was the practice of trading votes for favours. Popular in large cities,
machines typically had a "boss" with ties to businessmen and elected officials. Through patronage, the
"boss" would either provide potential voters with jobs and favours, or threaten them with violence to

15
suffrage organizations were created to argue why women should not vote. Antisuffragist sentiment reflected the opinions of the majority of Americans, but some
were not necessarily averse to women's reform activism. Many women wanted to
help shelter families from the hardships brought on by industrialization and
modernization; they wanted to purify and restore morality to America.

Women in Action
The abolitionist movement of the 1830s and 1840s stirred women's desire to
change society and helped facilitate their entrance into public life. This was the first
wrong in society that American women set out to right en masse, though women were
mostly part of male-run organizations. Moral indignation caused women and men to
support the abolition of slavery. Taking up this fight often meant leaving the
traditional sphere of the home and disturbing the status quo. Through this first radical
step into the public sphere, and by expanding their roles as wife and mother to the
wider community, women abolitionists became role models for other women longing
for greater freedom.26 Some of the men and women of this movement, like Josephine
Shaw Lowell, were still alive at the end of the century, and joined the anti-imperialist
cause. Others, like Alice Stone Blackwell and Jane Addams, were children of these
reformers who took up new causes with the same vigour as their parents had.
Women's political activism began here, and through these and subsequent
experiences they developed arguments which were later used in their opposition to
imperialism. Abolition arguments helped many women recognize their inequality,
persuade them to vote a certain way. Many immigrants were caught up in this, and reformers wanted to
eradicate this corrupting political practice.
26
Hersch, 6-7, 26.
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and later some made the connection between their position and that of the inhabitants
of the new US possessions.
The abolitionist movement gave women a place to begin, a place to learn and
to act independently of men. Historian Blanche Glassman Hersh makes the
connection between abolitionism and feminism in The Slavery of Sex: FeministAbolitionists in America. For Hersh, women's push for equality and suffrage was
born out of their involvement in abolition; women saw the link between slavery and
their own subservience to men. Women were also marginalized in abolition circles,
and in most cases, excluded from leadership positions. What began as a focused fight
for equality for black slaves fractured off into movements for women's rights. The
most radical group, led by William Lloyd Garrison, looked at women's equality and
anti-slavery as part of the greater struggle for human rights. The majority of
abolitionists, however, wanted to focus solely on slavery, leaving women members to
choose between their rights or those of African-Americans. Women who took on
traditionally male roles in the movement as speakers, slavery agents, editors, and
agitators learned diverse skills that aided the formation of all-women organizations.~
Because of these types of actions and women's involvement in general, many in the
country were not supportive. The majority of people still believed women should
abide by society's established codes of behaviour. Abolitionist women were not the
only ones targeted; other women's organizations encountered similar trouble when
they were created.
The temperance movement particularly shared a purpose with abolitionists:
both were fighting to free society from evil and corrupting dependencies. These
27
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reformers believed that abolishing slavery and alcohol would help to develop more
rational and virtuous qualities in women and especially men. Both groups were
devoted to uplifting humanity and working to perfect society, and both used similar
strategies. Rather than purposely agitate for their cause, and appear aggressive to their
audiences like many abolitionists, temperance women sought to convert people in a
non-threatening fashion. Their rhetoric was presented using familiar language, in
hopes of garnering wider public support. Temperance women learned that it was
better to promote their radical cause of equality for women through conservative
methods.28 These women wanted equality in order to become better educated
mothers, and to help fulfill their role as moral guardians of the home and society.
They also wanted women to have specific rights such as the legal right to leave and
divorce drunken and abusive husbands. Temperance was about cleansing society of
certain vices, and also focused on causes which involved protecting women.
Arguments formed through temperance work helped guide women's responses to
imperialism.
The Woman's Christian Temperance Union (WCTU), founded in 1874, with
its newspaper the Union Signal, became the most prominent group within the
temperance movement. Women in this organization represented the largest number of
female public speakers and the Union Signal had a national distribution, which led the
WCTU to wield influence with the American public. This influence became
particularly useful during the American experiment with overseas expansion between
1898 and 1902. Members within the WTCU differed in their views on expansion.
" Carol Mattingly, Well-Tempered Women: Nineteenth-Century Temperance Rhetoric (Carbondale:
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Many, such as Elizabeth Wheeler Andrew and Katharine Bushnell, believed
imperialism was the harbinger of evil times, while others, such as Frances Willard,
saw the ways imperialism could provide advantages that would advance the cause.
The WTCU Department of Peace and Arbitration, headed by Hannah Bailey,
advocated against vice among US soldiers but were more supportive of American
soldiers than the war against the Filipinos. With apparent good intentions, the WCTU
took advantage of the war by sending missionaries and engaging in government
sanctioned "civilizing" of native populations.30 For many within the WCTU, as with
other organizations, there was less opposition to imperialism per se, to its negative
consequences and effects.
Because women were focused on many different aspects of society, there was
no unifying organization that encompassed all activist women. Even the movement
for women's suffrage did not achieve unity among activist women. Suffrage was a
more radical reform that many women were reluctant to support. There was a fear
that entangling other reform organizations with suffrage would ostracize the women
involved and they would be labeled busybodies, trying to interfere with men's
politics.31 Many women-run reform groups did not want this negative image because
advocating their own public reforms was difficult enough. Suffragists not only
desired the vote but also sought to reform politics altogether. They believed that
political participation should be based on intelligence and morality, not physical
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strength.32 This argument was as appealing to feminist women as it was distressing to
anti-suffrage men.
The National American Woman Suffrage Association (NAWSA) was the
main organizing force for suffrage in the late nineteenth century. Ideas promoting
women's rights and suffrage had been present during the fight against slavery and
grew in the decades following the Civil War. The arbitrationist movement and the
war against Spain and the Philippines helped bring women's suffrage to the forefront.
Suffragists used the wars to their advantage by promoting women's equal right to
decide the policies of their government. Women argued that their involvement in
political life could only be achieved by ending militarism; they therefore attempted to
dispel the falsehood that bearing arms was the only road to citizenship.33 They were
not alone in this argument, as many male reformers held similar thoughts. Kristin
Hoganson explains how,
To bolster their critique of the ballots and bullets equation, suffrage supporters
said that because the world was entering an era of arbitration, physical power
had become an anachronistic base for political rights. Suffragists' arguments
resembled those of elite male reformers, who did not think that soldiers'
physical power should justify their political power. Hand in hand, reform
minded men and women undercut political ideals based on soldierhood and
promoted greater domestic imagery in politics.
The NAWSA's organ, The Woman's Journal, edited by Alice Stone Blackwell and
her father Henry, was the forum which women and men used to express their
opinions on suffrage and to support various causes, including arbitration and antiimperialism.
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Suffragists, like temperance women, demonstrated diverging reactions to the
US wars at the end of the 1800s. The NAWSA viewed the wars as an opportunity to
promote its agenda, but was unsure of whether the imperialists or the antis could offer
greater support. Also like the WCTU, suffragists did not address the morality of
imperialism and US expansion; their concern rested with how their cause would be
affected. The NAWSA worried that precedents would be set that further restricted
women's rights in favour of the men of the new territories. In response, many
suffragists advocated citizenship based on "civilization" and argued that white
women were more capable of suffrage and equal rights than any of the "uncivilized
savages" of Cuba, Puerto Rico, or the Philippines. If American women were granted
full citizenship, they argued, they could better lend their support to the government's
efforts at "civilizing" the colonies. Other suffragists, however, sided with the antis,
and drew comparisons between themselves and the people of the new territories. In
either case, suffragist support was contingent on perceived benefits.

Imperialists versus Anti-Imperialists
Many of the arguments examined in the male-centric historiography of the
anti-imperialist movement were also held by women. Men and women on either side
of the debate drew on economic, constitutional, moral, racial, and historical
arguments to support their positions.35 Prior to the antis, those promoting peace and
arbitration used similar arguments during the politically heated times of the 1880s and
1890s. Political situations such as the attempted annexation of Hawaii in 1893 and the
See 1. Dementyev's USA: Imperialists and Anti-Imperialists (The Great Foreign Policy Debate at
the Turn of the Century) (Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1979) for a very detailed examination of the
various arguments for and against imperialism.
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1895-1896 British-American boundary crisis in Venezuela, demonstrated the
growing desire for expansion and war.36 People like Alfred T. Mahan, Henry Cabot
Lodge, and Theodore Roosevelt advocated an aggressive response to any slight to
American honour and attempted to enlarge the navy and secretly fund army
preparations.37 It was the growing jingoism and imperialism culminating in war with
Spain that solidified a rather scattered arbitrationist opposition into a more unified
movement.
President William McKinley declared war in April 1898 after attempts to
negotiate with Spain had stalled. Pressure from the public had reached a breaking
point, and an increasingly belligerent Congress needed to be satisfied. Some
historians believe McKinley had little choice but to go to war, despite his private
reservations.38 The stated reason for war was humanitarian: to rescue the Cubans
from subjugation by their Spanish colonial masters. Skeptics, however, saw more
self-interested economic and territorial motives. These became especially evident
after the American defeat of Spain. During the summer of 1898 many opponents of
imperialism came together and formed the Anti-Imperialist League, an organization
whose main goal was to prevent US expansion overseas. This expansion had begun
with the US acquisition of Spain's colonies (Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Philippines).
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Circumstances tempted the US to break with tradition and establish an empire.
Empire, according to its critics, represented everything the US had fought against
during the Revolution, and was antithetical to the nation's founding principles. Many
believed that the US could not become an empire and retain its republican values and
practices; that an empire was the first step toward tyranny. The anti-imperialist cause
was strengthened when the Filipinos decided to continue their fight for independence
against their new American colonial rulers.
After Spain surrendered in August 1898, the US addressed the terms of its
victory. Spain ceded Cuba and its colonial possessions Puerto Rico and Guam to the
US. Problems arose involving Spain's Pacific colony, the Philippines. Manila, the
main Philippine port, had been occupied by the US to prevent Spanish naval ships
stationed there from interfering in Cuba.40 The Filipinos, like the Cubans, had been
rebelling against Spain for years. Their leader Emilio Aguinaldo allegedly made a
deal to join the American fight to defeat Spain in exchange for his peoples'
independence. After Spain's surrender and Cuba's liberation, Aguinaldo and the
Filipinos declared their independence.41 Unfortunately, American politicians had
other plans for the islands.42 Unlike Spain's other colonies, the Philippines were not
in America's hemisphere—with the Monroe Doctrine's protection—and McKinley
was left with the difficult task of justifying their possession to the public. The antis
tried their best to persuade the government and American people that the United
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States should not engage in empire-building. After much thought and prayer,
McKinley's explanation was simple: " 'The truth is,' he said, 'I did not want the
Philippines, and when they came to us, as a gift from the gods, I did not know what to
do with them.' "43 McKinley's decision was made, he claimed, through divine
revelation, but his cable to the Paris peace talks was more revealing. E. Berkeley
Tompkins described how, "the cable was replete with the usual pious phraseology to
the effect that the nation in annexing the remains of the once proud Spanish empire
was merely acting 'in the interests of humanity,' living up to the 'moral obligations of
our victory,' and following the 'plain path of duty.'"44 The Filipinos were also
determined by the US to be unfit for self-governance because they were "uncivilized"
and American politicians claimed that it was their duty to civilize them and help them
become ready for such a responsibility.45
After McKinley's proclamation there were still obstacles to securing its new
island territory. The United States Senate was required to ratify the Treaty of Paris,
Spain's terms for surrender, which would determine the course of America's future
foreign policy. The anti-imperialists saw preventing ratification as their opportunity
to end overseas expansion before it began. They fought hard and tried to use political
contacts to garner votes against it. Losing by one vote, the antis were determined not
to give up and once hostilities broke out between the Filipinos and Americans in
February 1899, they used this new war as an opportunity to win public opinion to
their side. Antis believed that in time Americans would see the error of their ways.
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They would see how fighting a foreign war in an unfavourable climate, against a
betrayed and determined enemy, was not as glorious and right as the imperialists
envisioned.46 Unlike the "splendid little war" against Spain, the Filipino insurgents
were fighting for their independence and could not understand why the US, with its
revolutionary history, was warring against them.
The war raged on until 1902 and public support waned as time passed. The
anti-imperialists had few pivotal moments to publicly argue their case and gain
support. The antis main efforts were directed at winning the presidential election of
1900, exposing American atrocities and regulated vices overseas, and protesting the
censorship of the press. In each instance they were rebuffed. The imperialists assailed
them as traitors and "aunties," and the anti-imperialists had a difficult time appealing
to the masses; their arguments were too academic, they tended to be middle-aged and
elderly, and they were pushing the negative side of the debate.

Despite the Anti-

Imperialist League's passionate opposition, and the support it gained from politicians,
academics, businessmen, religious groups, labour, women and African-Americans, in
it was ultimately unsuccessful. It failed to prevent the US from annexing and
subjugating the Philippines. Though failing in the short-term, the League kept
running until 1920, and women took on more visible roles after 1902. Most historians
have deemed the antis successful in the long-term; they had lost the battles, but won
the war. They argue that the antis defended morality and American traditions, which
helped win over the public in the end, and curb US territorial expansion overseas.
Both points are easily debated; it can also be argued, for example, that it was the long

46
47

Tompkins, 168-9, 193-4.
Tompkins, 250.

25

colonial war that altered public opinion. The US, in any case, turned to more covert
forms of imperialism during the twentieth century.48

There are many possible reasons for the failure of the anti-imperialist
movement to prevent annexation and end the war. Historians have argued that
because the antis were so focused on their idealized version of the past, they could not
completely comprehend changes in American society. As a result of accelerating
industrialization and rising immigration, it appeared by the late 1890s that there was
no turning back. The antis' dire predictions and pessimistic attitudes toward the
present and future were not winning arguments to the public. Many women, on the
other hand, were also organizing for changes to American society but they were
looking forward, not backward, and their forecast was brighter. The women who took
up the anti-imperialist cause advocated similar arguments to those of their male
counterparts, but their success or failure must be measured differently. Antiimperialist leagues excluded women from their officer ranks until the war against the
Philippines had ended. Previously women had formed auxiliary groups, but these
were not given the same attention as were the larger leagues. Though lacking a
unifying organization, women used their own well-tested means of communicating
with the public and promoting a cause—the reform organization. Through
temperance, suffrage, and the anti-imperialist auxiliary groups, women expressed
their opinions on the wars, and it is within the context of these organizations that
women's success or failure can be measured.
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Women were successful in many of their reform activities; they organized and
saw results. How did their promotion of anti-imperialism compare to that of men's?
Do gender politics explain why men did not fully harness this potentially useful
resource? Women wrote editorials, spoke in public and were in a good position to
help gain wider support against imperialism. Negative reactions against women in
public did not discount their moral arguments against imperialism either. Women's
activism and arguments theoretically put them better in tune with the antiimperialists. Anti-imperialists, in theory, should have had activist women as their
allies. The reality presents a much different picture, one where the fault lies not only
with the antis, but with the women themselves and their inability to divert focus from
their own causes to fully oppose imperialism. The following chapters will
demonstrate the differences and similarities among the responses of the Woman's
Christian Temperance Union, the National American Woman Suffrage Association,
and specific anti-imperialist women to the Spanish-American and PhilippineAmerican wars. These three women's organizations reveal a cross-section of middle
class American women; they offer insight into the reactions of women as a whole.
The subsequent chapters provide examples of women's response to imperialism,
bringing together the few separate histories, and introducing new interpretations and
new areas of women's participation. This thesis begins construction of a more
complete view of women's position within the debate.
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Chapter 1: Woman's Christian Temperance Union and the Response to Imperialism
Many reform groups and organizations did not know how to respond when the
United States declared war against Spain. Most Americans believed their country was
engaged in a war to aid the helpless Cubans, a noble effort to end Spanish tyranny.
The beliefs of arbitrationists and peace advocates were challenged by the ostensibly
righteous cause for which their country fought. In 1898 holding fast to faith in peace
and opposing the government's war, could seem a betrayal of an oppressed people.
Only a small minority of Americans denounced the war outright. American
ambivalence about a war that seemed, especially at first, to be a clear case of lesser
evil deployed in the cause of the greater good, was reflected in the ranks of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union (WCTU). WCTU women were caught in a
dilemma that became increasingly difficult as the government's war aims shifted
from liberation to annexation. On the one hand, the WCTU preached peace as a way
of life, had a Department of Peace and Arbitration, and fought against militarism and
its distorted image of patriotism; on the other the WCTU had a history of
encouraging cultural imperialism, believing it was the duty of Americans to
Christianize and civilize the world. The latter side of the WCTU was susceptible to a
view of wars as opportunities to increase missionary activity. The dual sides of the
WCTU were reflected in the pages of its newspaper, the Union Signal. The paper
provided its members with both a negative and a positive interpretation of the effects
of imperialism In the end, the WCTU was too divided, and insular to provide more
than superficial assistance to the anti-imperialist movement.
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The largest and most influential women's organization of the late nineteenth
century, the WCTU represented a great many middle and upper class women. Its
response to imperialism reflected complex responses of the situation for women. The
organization was opposed to war in principle, but many of its members were attracted
to its potential; gaining new converts, spreading the gospel of temperance overseas,
enlisting the US armed services in the crusade for temperance reform. As an
organization, the WCTU shared the anti-imperialist focus on preventing American
expansion overseas and preserving traditional American ideals. Unfortunately for the
antis, the war years were a time of upheaval and change in the WCTU. It was trying
to retain its numbers and refocus its mission; protesting imperialism was not a high
priority. The WCTU did not endorse the antis, but it did share anti-imperialist
concerns about issues of social purity within the military, including the eradication of
government sanctioned brothels and saloons. The organization was less concerned
than the antis about the break from its long tradition of refraining from imperial
adventures overseas. Some of its arguments were unique to the organization, while
others spanned were common to other women's groups. The conversation about
imperialism in the WCTU was a reflection of its leaders' and members' opinions, but
it also represented a broader section of American society.

Getting Started
The Woman's Christian Temperance Union was created in 1874, bringing
together women who wanted to purify society. Leaders of the movement believed
temperance to be particularly a woman's issue. The reformers, influenced by the
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gender ideology of the time, argued that alcohol was a threat to women's "domestic
sphere," and that it was their duty to fight back. Protecting the home and caring for
children were seen as a woman's proper role, and many decided that the best defense
against the effects of alcohol was to bring the fight to the public realm.49 Men were
seen as the worst offenders; they became the targets of the temperance movement.
Women, on the other hand were more often the victims of alcohol. Having no civil
rights, suffrage, or legal protections at all, women could not defend themselves or
their children from alcoholic and abusive husbands and fathers. The WCTU hoped to
eliminate the source of the problem. Organizing to influence policy and behaviour, it
proclaimed, was the only way to achieve such a goal. In the beginning, the WCTU's
agenda included promoting temperance, stopping the sale of liquor, and rehabilitating
those held under its sway.5 Violence and alcohol were intrinsically linked in the
minds of the WCTU leaders; without alcohol, they believed, peace could prevail.51
The WCTU, as a women-run organization, appealed to women reformers
seeking leadership roles. Despite receiving the same education as men, opportunities
for women to become leaders were scarce outside of the WCTU and suffrage
organizations. The WCTU was unique because while widening women's sphere and
providing leadership opportunities, it did not separate itself from domesticity and the
home. Instead the WCTU constituted itself as the guardian of the domestic ideal.
Women who were not looking to radically challenge traditional gender roles, but
wanted changes to certain aspects of society, were attracted to the WCTU. The
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WCTU embraced "separate spheres" ideology, claiming that in this case, women's
involvement in public was merely an extension of their role at home.52 It was not only
about protecting the home, moreover, but also the belief that the whole world needed
women's help to become a better place. While the WCTU was unique in its
principles, its composition was typical of reform organizations at the time. National
and local unions were led by middle and upper class, educated white, Protestant
women. Its membership, though was more diverse than other organizations, and
included African-Americans, Native-Americans, southerners and immigrants.
Through its membership, the WCTU claimed to represent all American women, but
its leadership remained exclusively white.

Frances Willard and the "Do Everything" Approach
Direct political action was not initially a tactic of the WCTU. New leadership,
however, recognized the opportunities it presented. Frances Willard, the second
national president of the WCTU from 1879-1898, was the driving force behind
changing its mandate. Under Willard's leadership, the WCTU adopted a "Do
Everything" strategy. This began as an attempt to expand its concerns, and ended up
taking the WCTU to new heights of political activism. The approach sprang from the
new belief that alcohol abuse was both a cause and a symptom of society's
degradation.54 Industrialization brought more people and immigrants to cities, where
immoral vices such as gambling and drinking were more concentrated. Willard
believed it was logical to branch out from temperance specifically to other social
52
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reforms, because they were all interconnected. Correcting one abuse would help to
correct them all. "Do Everything" was Willard's grand plan to implement the societal
changes the WCTU sought. The fight for women's suffrage grew out of this, and
became a priority for the WCTU because Willard believed that in order for women to
eradicate society's evils successfully, they needed political power. Willard advocated
suffrage, and aligned the WCTU with suffrage leaders and organizations, yet she
remained committed to the Union's embrace of women's domesticity. This approach
drew much more support from women outside the suffrage movement, because many
viewed suffrage as too radical a departure from traditional roles.55 During the 1880s
and 1890s suffrage organizations had difficulty recruiting members, while WCTU
membership grew from 27,000 to 200,000 in these years. Most suffragists welcomed
the additional support, and many suffragist leaders such as Anna Howard Shaw and
Mary Livermore were also involved in the WCTU.56 The "Do Everything" approach
helped politicize women, and taught them how to work toward legislative changes
through lobbying, petitioning and appealing directly to the government.57 The
temperance cause may have suffered during Willard's reign but the WCTU helped
transform women into leaders, giving them new tools to agitate for change.
Before her death in 1898, Willard helped set up lasting objectives that affected
the WCTU's response to the Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars. In
1883, Willard took the WCTU international, helping to create the World's WCTU
(WWCTU). Already connected to Europe's temperance movement, Willard believed
unions should be created worldwide, and united under one organization. WWCTU
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missionary work had a dual purpose: saving and civilizing oppressed women through
Christianity, and extending the WCTU's influence worldwide. Missionary efforts
were very successful. WCTU members formed local unions almost everywhere they
traveled.58 The WCTU claimed to represent all women domestically, and by making
the organization international, it would gain even more support, which would
demonstrate to politicians its dedication to making real changes.
The WCTU's missionary work was guided by the belief in American
exceptionalism. This idea of exceptionalism was rooted in the creation of the US. It
was advanced that the US was unique in its promotion of democracy, republican
values, limitless potential and opportunity. Americans defined themselves against
other countries, and believed that theirs was superior. In the nineteenth century this
superiority adopted a racial tone. Exceptionalism became linked to civilization, and
the US came to encourage the expansion of democracy, but also of Anglo-Saxon
civilization. Other countries and peoples could be considered inferior if they did not
meet American standards of government and living. The WCTU leaders shared these
ideas and made it their duty to use their special position to uplift those deemed
uncivilized.5 In the case of the Cubans, and the Filipinos the WCTU desired to save
these men and women and bring them Christianity and civilization.60 This deeply
rooted belief in exceptionalism conflicted with some of the WCTU's other practices,
and with this in mind leaders did not question imperialism because its promoters
preyed on this notion, and people accepted it as part of America's duty. Hence, the
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WCTU was itself guilty of perpetuating a kind of moral imperialism. As historian
Ruth Bordin has observed:
Through Christianity they wished to save their oppressed sisters and bring to
them the values of what they saw as a superior ethical system. But other
factors played a role. The imperial impulse and the will to govern were also
important. For American women this attraction was in part an extension of the
old feeling of Manifest Destiny, the notion that the US had moved naturally
toward the Pacific, its obvious boundary, and now should spread its influence
to the other side of the great sea that separated it from the East.61
As an element of the "Do Everything" plan, missionary work was seen merely as
another way to purify society, and an extension of the great project of fulfilling
America's duty to bring light to the dark corners of the earth. Imperialism was
another way to accomplish this goal.
Social housekeeping for the WCTU was not exclusively about temperance and
missionary work, however. It also involved saving "fallen women." Prostitutes
became a domestic mission for the WCTU's Department of Social Purity. This
department was initially conceived under the promise that Christianity and abstinence
were the only ways to rescue such women. In the 1880s and 1890s, through Willard's
insistence on political and legislative solutions, the department shifted its focus from
suppressing sin to preventing it. Legislative lobbying was aimed at supporting
measures to raise the age of consent. It was necessary for the law to reflect one moral
code that would apply equally to men and women. While women were vilified for
being prostitutes, their male customers did not endure the same scorn. The WCTU
wanted a legal and moral solution to the double standard of prostitution. They
proposed legislation that would penalize male patronage, and outlaw the licensing and
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medical inspection of brothels. The WCTU argued that without these actions it
appeared that the government accepted prostitution, and did not want to help find a
solution to the problem.62 In this instance, WCTU members cared about the wellbeing of prostitutes. Concern shifted during the American occupation of the
Philippines after 1898 toward the US soldiers' welfare.

Peace and Arbitration
As part of its broad approach to reform, the WCTU also took up the cause of
peace. In the mid 1880s, the Ohio Union advocated the creation of a national
department dedicated to issues of peace. In 1887 Willard created the Department of
Peace and International Arbitration, headed by Hannah J. Bailey. The purpose of the
new department was to promote peace as a way of life; it focused on changing
children's education to include peace activities and exclude military ones. In addition
to combating militarism, Bailey and the department hoped to establish an
international court of arbitration as a way for nations to settle differences peacefully
rather than resort to warfare. Willard and Bailey drew a connection between alcohol
and war. Willard herself asserted that "Nothing would set back the temperance
program more disastrously than the outbreak of war, and yet nothing tended so much
toward a war as intemperance."64 For the WCTU the way to peace was through
temperance, and opposing war was another way to protect the home and fix society.
For these women, peace needed to begin at home, and that meant freeing the home
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from the violence and other evils borne by alcohol. Once there was peace at home,
peace would flourish in society, and there would be no war. The department was part
of a larger peace movement in the US, and while there were many men involved, the
promotion of peace was viewed as more of a women's issue. Hannah Bailey
remarked that, '"Many a man has not the moral courage to plead for peace, for fear
that he shall be accused of effeminacy or cowardice. Woman has no such fear; to be
the advocate of peace is congenial to her character.'"65 By the late 1800s, the
WCTU's Department of Peace and International Arbitration became one of the
strongest and most influential organizations within the US peace movement.66
As with their missionary work, peace and arbitration gave the WCTU greater
international exposure. The department quickly became the largest within the union,
both at the national and state level. Two years after its adoption by the WCTU, the
WWCTU also created a section for peace and arbitration to work alongside its
missionary activities. Bailey promoted various methods to achieve the goals of the
department, some were education based, and others targeted politics and legislation.
Public speaking and literature were the WCTU's best tools, and Bailey encouraged
petitions, letter writing campaigns, and research into the effects of war on society; she
wanted the branches to be vigilant in their promotion of peace. In coordination with
peace organizations worldwide, the WCTU took an active interest in American
foreign policy issues that arose in the 1890s.68 In 1892 the WCTU and the National
Council of Women urged US President Harrison and Congress to avoid a war with
65
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Chile, and instead submit the dispute to arbitration. Again in 1895 the WCTU
preached restraint over the Venezuela boundary dispute, and Willard denounced those
pushing for war with Britain for pursuing selfish goals.69 While the department was
strongly supported, its actual impact on government policy was limited.

Winds of Change
The coming of the Spanish-American war brought changes not only for the
US, but for the WCTU as well. As the Maine crises fuelled a growing clamour for
war with Spain, Frances Willard died in February 1898 after a long illness. Her
successor, Lillian Stevens decided to return to the roots of the WCTU, and narrow the
organization's focus once more. Temperance returned to the forefront of the
organization's mission.70 "Do Everything" was no more, and the WCTU only
minimized its institutional involvement in the Spanish-American and PhilippineAmerican wars. Historian Ruth Bordin explains how WCTU focus shifted after
Willard's death:
At a time when the nation was engaged in the agonizing debate about the
wisdom and propriety of a democracy's annexing the Philippines and Puerto
Rico by force and becoming a colonial power, the WCTU preferred to
concern itself only with "the imperative need of rescue work among the
soldiers in Manila, tempted by innumerable saloons..." This would not have
been the extent of their reaction earlier.71
Hannah Bailey and the Department of Peace and Arbitration continued to advocate
for peace, efforts were made toward abolishing state regulated vice during the
occupation of the Philippines, and the Union Signal served as a platform for various
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opinions about the war and related WCTU activities. But compared to previously
more ambitious efforts to purify society, the WCTU's response to America's
imperialist experiment was mild.
The Union Signal was the main arena where WCTU leaders and members
voiced their opinions about the wars and related issues. As the organ of the National
WCTU, the Union Signal concerned itself with spreading temperance and reform
news to its members. It was a weekly publication; its correspondents and contributing
writers—mostly women with a few men—all wrote about what was happening with
their cause locally and worldwide. Also included was news and analysis of current
events that kept women up to date on the imperial wars. The correspondence and
editorial sections of the newspaper contained a wide range of opinions about the wars,
some authored anonymously, others not. The US was officially at war from 1898
through 1902, though articles pertaining to the WCTU and its involvement in the
Philippines continued, with declining frequency, until 1905.

Support for the Wars
Like most Americans, the WCTU supported the American war against Spain
and its humanitarian efforts on behalf of the Cubans. Members empathized with their
Cuban "sisters" and protested Spanish atrocities against women and children. In the
days immediately following President McKinley's declaration of war, the Union
Signal provided its readers with justification for the conflict, while also praising the
efforts of those who had worked for peace:
[McKinley] has made good his pledge that war should not, with his consent,
be entered upon except for causes which would commend themselves as just

38
to other nations, to our own citizens and to almighty God. Were this not true,
war with Spain would be on our part the act of a cowardly bully. There is
nothing brave in a nation of 70,000,000 people, of limitless resources and
unbounded credit attacking a nation of 17,000,000 whose resources are
exhausted and credit gone. But we are taking advantage of our superior
strength not to rob a weak and defenseless neighbor, but to shield a still more
helpless neighbor from savage barbarities. Our cause is just.
This was how many Americans viewed the situation with Spain; even some antiimperialists at first believed the cause was just. The WCTU shifted its temperance
work toward helping the war effort. The main focus was caring for soldiers in the
camps waiting to go to war. They set up rest stations, sent care packages, and
volunteered as nurses.73 Trusting that the cause for war was just, the pages of the
Union Signal saw few dissenters until Spain's defeat brought questionable changes to
US policies.
Once it became evident that the US would have to deal with Spain's colonies,
the WCTU sought to find ways to benefit from the new developments. The
organization hoped to extend its missionary work to the new colonies, and aid the US
in its attempts to lifting the natives out of savagery and set them on the path to
civilization and self-government. As early as June 1898, editors of the Union Signal
expressed their "hopes to bring [the Philippines] into the white-ribbon fold."74 The
WCTU's missionary zeal corresponded with the government's own reasons for
wanting to help the Filipinos. An editorial after Spain's defeat reiterated the just cause
for the war, America's aversion to conquest for its own sake, and explained how

"The Cuban Situation," Union Signal and World's White Ribbon (Chicago: Woman's Temperance
Publishing Association), 28 April, 1898,9.
7>
Hoganson, 125.
74
Union Signal, 30 June, 1898, 1.

39
despite not having the experience or desire, the US felt duty-bound to help those
asking for its assistance:
And we believe that our mission as a nation is thus to befriend the weak and
the oppressed and carry our free institutions and our Christian civilization to
all the world. There is no danger in responding to such appeals for help from
the oppressed if we steadily refuse to be ourselves enriched by their need.75
The WCTU's position, like that of the expansionists, was that the US had a
responsibility toward the Philippines; the Filipinos wanted their help and would be
better for it. This kind of thinking was common within the WCTU; prior to her death
Willard herself saw the potential benefits imperialism would bring to both the
colonizer and those colonized.76
During the political debate over whether to annex the Philippines, the WCTU
concerned itself with how best to civilize America's new territories. The discussion in
the Union Signal began with questions about what laws and practices should be
extended to the new colony. There was a call for a National Christian Citizenship
Convention in Washington in December of 1898 to help determine answers to
pressing questions related to suffrage, the prohibition of polygamy, the preservation
of the Sabbath, and the prohibition of alcohol. It was hoped that by articulating clear
policies about these issues and requiring the adoption of these policies in the new
territories would further American self-purification, both for its own sake and as an
example to the world.77 The WCTU sent delegates to the convention, and four
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national superintendents spoke about the education of the islands' children, housing
reforms, and the abolition of army canteens.
Many in the WCTU believed that the Philippine islands would be the ideal
place to showcase the benefits of moral education, prohibition, and a clean Christian
life. Having failed to convert the residents of the new continental territories of
Alaska, or to redeem Native-Americans or African-Americans in large numbers, the
WCTU saw this as a fresh opportunity to correct past mistakes. One editorial, "New
Islands and New Problems" proclaimed:
When we say that "government derive their just powers from the consent of
the governed" we do not, or should not mean children, not even if they are
forty years of age. Let us have "manhood suffrage," but manhood itself, first
of all. Have we learned anything from our blunders with the negro, the Indian,
the immigrant? Shall the sufferings of misgoverned Alaska be atoned for by
70

teaching us "how not to do it" in our new colonies?
The desire to do right by the new colonies was evident, and the WCTU had specific
ideas about how to right past wrongs. Education was at the heart of the WCTU's
missionary plan; the schoolhouse should follow the flag. Children must be taught
morals, and helped to develop mentally to prepare them for self-government and
suffrage. In order for education and civil reforms to take hold, however, the
Philippines could not fall prey to the "spoils systems." The WCTU feared greedy
politicians would "make 'plums' of these islands for their henchmen," and that the
army would take advantage of the unstable situation much as had been the case in the
American south during Reconstruction.80 The WCTU missionary effort, despite all
the optimism behind it, faced an uphill battle a country that was descending into war.
78
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Its most difficult challenges, moreover, were increasingly constituted by oppression
from the Filipinos themselves.
WCTU missionary efforts in the Philippines met with gradual success
between 1900 and 1905. The WCTU achieved its initial goal of creating a union in
Manila on May 14, 1900. WCTU members were among the first white women to
move to the islands after the defeat of Spain.81 More direct missionary and reform
work was stalled because of language difficulties. Annie Robbins and Cornelia
Moots, two officers with the Manila union sent frequent correspondence to the Union
Signal updating members on the changing situation in the islands.82 For over a year
this correspondence was primarily concerned with the well-being of US soldiers; the
focus was on preaching temperance and working to be rid of saloons, army canteens,
and state regulated brothels that had sprung up in Manila. By the end of 1901, these
efforts seemed to be making an impact. Raymond Du Hadway described the teaching
situation in a letter to the Union Signal. There were 160 women and 400 men ready to
educate the Filipinos, who, he wrote, were eager to learn English. Du Hadway was
optimistic that, "when they are able to read of America and her institutions, the work
of Americanizing them will be in a large measure accomplished." Education was
not the only mission undertaken by the WCTU; there were many vices the Filipinos
had to be cleansed of. Carrie C. Faxon, a new WCTU commissioner to Manila in
1902 saw problems of gambling, cock fighting, smoking, and cruelty toward animals.
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By the end of that year the WCTU had their first Filipina pledge signer, though Faxon
reported that total abstinence was still an issue and ended a detailed description of life
in Manila on the following note: "I hope the women in the homeland will realize that
this is a time of seed-sowing and not of great achievements. The latter seems to be
beyond my ken."84

Opposition to the Wars
The WCTU did not officially declare its allegiance to either side in the war
and imperialism debate, but an undercurrent of anti-war sentiment did increasingly
find its way to the pages of the Union Signal. The WCTU did not protest imperialism,
instead it worked against militarism and the effects of imperialism. Unlike its
temperance battle, leaders in this case were not focused on eradicating the source of
the problem, but rather worked to ease the consequences and symptoms. Continuing
the Department of Peace and Arbitration's work, the WCTU concerned itself with
fighting militarism and misguided patriotism, and prohibiting vices. Very little was
done outside of protecting American "boys" from the evils related to war, such as
prostitution and saloons. This response was likely the result of Stevens' new limited
approach to reform; any women interested in attacking imperialism discovered there
was little they could accomplish within the organization. Imperialism and war became
separate issues. Most women viewed war in an explicitly gendered light. War was
seen to reflect male values of honour and justice distinct from those of women. "If a
women and nations analogy had guided political debate," Kristen Hoganson observes,
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"war would have seemed absurd, for chivalric traditions did not teach women to
respond to insults with violence."85 WCTU leader Mary Wright Sewall believed that
war could no longer be justified by the need to defend one's honour; civilized people
should employ reason and arbitration for ending disputes.86 This argument was at the
heart of the peace department's desire to stamp out militarism and change the ideals
of patriotism. The Department of Peace and Arbitration was at the forefront of
WCTU members' commitment to ending all war, but did not deal with imperialism.
Militarism and distorted patriotism were at the center of the arguments against both
the war with Spain and in the Philippines.
Hannah Bailey, the head of the Department of Peace and Arbitration
attempted to oppose the war, and even questioned the reasons for it. She advocated
arbitration in situations such as the one that had plagued Cuba because war, however
noble its intentions, "multiplies existing evils." WCTU members empathized with
their Cuban "sisters" but the department urged against increasing their suffering
through war. Bailey pointed out that women were perfectly suited to work toward
peace, instead of resorting to war because, '"peace is congenial to her character.'"
Bailey supported men's involvement in the movement for peace, however, she hoped
that arguments from both men and women that promoted arbitration would
demonstrate the necessity to end all war. She hoped the US and its people would see
the error of their ways:
We claim to be truly patriotic and that ours is genuine patriotism which would
save the lives, health and treasures of our precious countrymen and comrades
in life's journey. Reason, not the lives of our sons, should be the arbiter of
85
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nations. The department of peace and arbitration seeks to promote peace
among all nations and the observance of the Golden Rule among Christian
nations, as among individuals, and is directly opposed to the spirit of revenge
which is too manifest in the present conflict.88
Thus, the WCTU claimed the mantle of patriotism for its commitment to peace, even
as it continued to support the soldiers. The Union Signal kept up with the
department's activities, but many others took a different approach in encouraging
peace by attacking the growing spirit of militarism in the US.
The Department of Peace and Arbitration led the struggle against militarism
for years before the actual coming of war. Annual union conventions resolved against
"the growing tendency toward militarism in the government and the extravagant
expenditures of funds on battleships." The WCTU also focused on children, seeking
to separate the concepts of patriotism and citizenship from militarism. The
organization campaigned against juvenile military training and boys' brigades, and
created Peace Days and other activities for peace.89 Carrie Chapman Catt, a leader in
both suffrage and temperance, explained how changing times required changing the
meaning of patriotism, from one based on emotional loyalty to one based on
education, intelligence and reason:
The new thought gives honor to the military heroes of past days whose acts
were in accord with the best understanding of truth in their time, but it refuses
to recognize the military hero as the type of hero worthy of the future. The
new conviction declares the true arbiter of differences to be the ballot-box, not
the battlefield...It would still demand the public service of every man and
woman, too, and it would demand heroism as well, but it would be moral
heroism which would be defended by mind and character, instead of brawn
and muscle.90
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Unfortunately the war with Spain continued in the tradition of the past, and patriotism
remained connected with bearing arms, and militarism. Bailey did see hope for peace
out of war with Spain; her peace department had become busier during the war, and
people were now more interested in the goals of the department and how they could
help.91 Perhaps some of the preaching had finally reached part of the public's
consciousness.
Some WCTU leaders did question the reasons for war with Spain. Hannah
Bailey, Elizabeth Andrew, Katharine Bushnell and Mary Livermore all believed that
the expansionist sentiment connected to the war was immoral, and a sign of evil times
ahead.92 While the US government was debating the acquisition of the Philippines,
Professor Ellen Hayes wrote to the Union Signal with a warning about how future
generations would judge the current crisis unless steps were taken to correct the
situation:
It is quite time to ask precisely what is meant by the statement that
"Providence has settled the question of expansion," and to inquire on what
ground such an assumption is made. The terms "Providence," "patriotism,"
"duty," "destiny," "humanity," and the like are being used in a manner as
vague as it is irresponsible. We are calling good evil and evil good. The result
is a mis-education and moral bewilderment of the youth of the land. The
efforts of many years will not avail to undo the mischief now being wrought
in this respect. But however completely a generation may deceive itself it can
not deceive the future. In time all disguises will be stripped away. The
relentless voice of another age will rate our deeds for what they are and not
for what we claim them to be. Our boastful and pious talk will be explained
but it will not be forgiven.93
Imperialists and jingoes looked to history as justification for expansion, viewing it as
God's reward for progress and success. Hayes saw a different reality, one in which
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America drowns in its hypocritical good intentions: "The greed for gain and the lust
for power are bad enough when they sail under their own black piratical flag; but
what shall we say when they raise aloft the banners of civilization and religion, and in
the name of humanity play the role of the oppressor?"94 Though the WCTU was not
officially in league with the anti-imperialist movement, many members expressed
similar arguments in the pages of the Union Signal.
Letters written during the Philippine debate and the war that followed argued
that militarism was out of step with American principles and the true meaning of
patriotism. In the aftermath of the US victory over Spain, Josiah Leads, for example,
expressed his outrage at the commodification of violence in a letter to the Union
Signal. War souvenirs—knives engraved with "Remember the Maine," and "No
mercy to Spain"—had become popular novelties. Many pro-war curios were
emblazoned with the American flag, a use of patriotic symbolism that Leads found
particularly objectionable, "The flag should stand for rightly understood patriotism,
but it is to be feared that the boy of this generation will interpret it as symbolizing
hate and revenge."95 Many WCTU members saw this jingoistic interpretation of
patriotism as outdated and rooted in savagery. Women, they hoped, could temper
masculine militarism with prudence and rationality. The author of a passionate plea,
"The Home vs. Militarism," believed women needed to promote education and selfimprovement to end war. Women, in this view, were civilization's last hope against
irrational violence:
When women think, talk and work as earnestly against war and seeking its
abolition as they talk and work against alcoholic beverages the reign of peace
94
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and the adoption of reason in settling difficulties will receive a mighty
impetus. That a people claiming Christian enlightenment should resort to
killing under any circumstances is proof that they are still uncivilized, still
unchristian, still unenlightened. Would that every woman might exercise the
omnipotence of will, the energy of love, and the enlightenment of real
Christianity and reason to destroy the spirit of militarism and the awful
wickedness of war.
The author does not single out the US as the only offender, but speaks of changing all
Christian nations which claim to be civilized and still engage in warfare; it was
women's duty to end it. Carrie Chapman Catt spoke about the savagery of war in the
Union Signal, but more in terms of evolution rather than something women must
work toward abolishing:
The revival of the military spirits is regarded by many as a retrogression, but
there is nothing alarming in its appearance. It is nothing but the natural
outcropping of the warring nature of the race, which will occur again and
again until the higher attributes control the more animal qualities. Revenge,
selfish ambition and jealousy are the three great causes of war. When reason
shall control war shall be no more. The nearer the ape a people is, the more
frequent are its wars; the nearer the divine, the more permanent are its
conditions of peace.97
For Catt then, the elimination of war would be an inevitable product of evolution;
rather than concern themselves with its abolition, people should address wars'
immediate consequences.
The WCTU was particularly worried about the wars' impact on the domestic
ideal of the American family. The war had already taken young men away from
home, and if the US continued down an imperialist path and created a standing army,
more men would be gone. If men continued to leave the "public sphere," women
would have to fill the vacuum to keep society running. Many women did not want
this to happen. The Union Signal printed an excerpt of Mrs. Harriet Stanton Blatch's
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article "The Manifest Destiny of Women" on its front page to emphasize the problem.
"Women do not weep and wait while men go a-soldiering," Blatch declared, "but
they go forth to fight the battle of life in field and factory."98 Women had little choice
but to venture out into the industrial world to sustain their families while men went to
war. Blatch and the women of the WCTU did not believe women should be forced to
leave the home and take on the man's role of provider; this was not her proper place.
Comparing America's new situation to the imbalance between the "spheres" in
England, Blatch called women to arms. If they did not want to be pushed out of the
home then "the time has come, especially for the women of the working classes, to
make their voices heard, and tell their men-folk that it is not the nation's destiny to
raise the Filipinos and lower their own women to the level of Continental Europe."

;

WCTU members feared they would share the fate of their European factory working
sisters. These women struggled to balance both private and public obligations, while
their men were conquering the dark places of the world.
Of all of the issues related to the Philippine-American war, state regulated
vice demanded the WCTU's most urgent attention. The anti-imperialists hoped that
the side effects of military occupation would bring more people to their cause, and
while women did become very troubled by the brothels, saloons and gambling, they
were not as worried about the islands becoming US property.100 The WCTU showed
more interest in treating the symptoms of imperialism, than in eradicating it. Its
primary concern became army saloons and alcohol's influence upon young soldiers,
and the effect that Western style saloons and drinking would have on the Filipinos.
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The WCTU was committed to fighting immorality, and the American presence in the
Philippines necessitated the intervention of women to combat moral dangers to
American occupiers and the Filipinos alike. The union in Manila encouraged
temperance among the soldiers, worked on passing legislation in Washington to
prohibit army canteens, and attempted to eradicate prostitution in the Philippines. The
idea was to save American soldiers from corruption, and protect those at home from
the dangerous effects of their degeneration. Soldiers needed women's guidance to
keep their moral fiber intact.
Initially, the WCTU was most concerned about the impact of alcohol on the
islands. The Philippines was a moderately temperate society. There were a few
saloons on the islands, and alcohol was not a major import. This began to change as
soon as US forces occupied Manila, and started to wage war across the islands.
Saloons and army canteens sprang up rapidly under the American occupation. The
Union Signal reported a revealing exchange: "An American was asked by a cultured
native, 'Is this the civilization you bring?" And he could only maintain a humiliated
silence."101 For the WCTU, alcohol was antithetical to the civilizing influence
America was supposed to foster. To strengthen the point about the detrimental effect
alcohol would have on the country, the WCTU printed US exportation figures. One
notes that in 1897 the US shipped $663 worth of beer, and no whiskey to the
Philippines; in 1898 the numbers had increased to $71,635 of beer, and $34,571 of
whiskey.102 Another claims that only $337 worth of liquor was shipped in 1898, and
an increase to $86,833 in 1899. There is no question that the liquor traffic to the
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Philippines increased with the US military presence. The WCTU highlighted the
irony of the situation: "it would seem as if the 'benevolent' policy of the United
States toward its new possessions were to kill off the natives as soon as possible."
Fighting for temperance at home had been hard enough; the new war confirmed
Willard's prediction: war was once again breeding intemperance.
The WCTU brought the battle against alcohol in the islands to the
government, and advocated legislation to put a stop to importation and army canteens.
Since women could not directly change American policies, the WCTU had to rely on
its connections to prominent male social reformers and legislators for assistance. The
WCTU had positioned itself to better influence government policies by sending
Margaret Dye Ellis to Washington as a lobbyist in 1895.104 Ellis sent frequent
correspondence to the Union Signal, updating members on WCTU activities on
Capitol Hill, and encouraging members to write petitions and letters to congressmen.
Specifically, the WCTU was working toward the abolition of the state sanctioned sale
of alcohol in the Philippines. Its concern was both for US soldiers and the Filipinos,
who were viewed as victims of their new circumstance. As Ellis explained, "facts
were brought out which showed conclusively that since the occupancy of the
Philippines by the Americans, drunkenness, which was practically unknown in
Manila, has become prevalent, and that the hitherto innocent natives, who were
formerly very abstemious, are rapidly falling into the bibulous habits of the
Americans."
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introducing alcohol in America's new possessions was unacceptable. One resolution
adopted by the WCTU harkened back to the debates over slavery. The United States
was urged to, "repeat that history in the case of this new slavery of the saloon."10
One aspect of the WCTU's fight to rid the islands of alcohol invoked the
vulnerability of young men away from their mothers' moral influence. The WCTU
encouraged women to send letters to the President and Congress that expressed their
displeasure with the government's treatment of their sons as they fought and died for
their country. WCTU missives noted that the British army had successfully
experimented with prohibition of alcohol. Alcohol, in this view, could only have a
negative effect on the performance of soldiers. Temperance would make for a
healthy, athletic, more efficient soldier.107 The Union Signal tirelessly worked to
demonstrate the detrimental effects of alcohol on soldiers:
Of the sixty thousand American soldiers who have been in the hospitals, one
of the chief surgeons declared that fifteen thousand of these cases were caused
directly by drink. This estimate is corroborated by other testimony. We are
reliably informed that nine out of every eleven suicides among the soldiers in
the Philippines, of which we read with such pathetic interest, were caused
directly by drink.108
These were perfect examples of the evil of alcohol. True or false, they were an
effective tool in the WCTU's arsenal. Correspondence from the Manila union
contained similar alcohol related stories. After pay days, it was claimed, there were
usually accidental deaths caused by drunkenness. The WCTU encouraged soldiers to
spend time in the Manila union reading room, away from temptations.

This

contingency, however, only further demonstrated the government's irresponsibility. It
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had put the sons of the nation in a position to have to physically remove themselves
from temptations: "These mothers maintain that if it be their duty to furnish sons to
help protect the nation's honor, it is that nation's duty to protect from evil as far as in
its power, those mothers' sons, making it as easy as possible for them to do right
instead of making it so hard."110
Though ultimately unsuccessful in defeating alcohol in the Philippines, the
WCTU's campaign against government sanctioned prostitution met with more
success. Under Spanish rule brothels, like saloons, were scarce; they proliferated
American occupation. American authorities claimed that regulating prostitution
would reduce the spread of disease. Anti-imperialists and the WCTU, however,
worried about the moral degeneracy this would cause Americans. Not only physical
disease, but moral corruption, would destroy men, and spread to wives and future
generations. Race mixing was also a concern. Most WCTU women simply feared for
their sons' souls.111 The organization did show some sympathy for the plight of the
prostitutes and Filipinas: "Has the United States army no obligation to the native
1 I7

races in regard to social vice? No obligation to the women of this child people?" " z Its
main goal, for the benefit of both Americans and the locals, became obtaining
legislation to abolish prostitution in the new territories.
Awareness of state regulated prostitution in the Philippines reached the US
not long after the occupation of Manila. The WCTU heard from churches on the
islands that such activities were occurring. Articles appeared in the Union Signal
condemning these new brothels, and calling for the US to close them. The British had
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dealt with a similar issue in their Indian colony; the Union Signal extolled this victory
over prostitution. How "impossible" one writer proclaimed, "that a system so
degrading to manhood and womanhood, so frought with danger to the home and to
the nation, should ever find place under the American flag!"113 The WCTU
encouraged its members to petition the government and explain that women opposed
licensed brothels and that men should as well. One letter sent to the Civil
Commissioner of the Philippines predicted that prostitution will, "wrong the natives
of those islands, degrade our own citizens, destroy the purity of the home and
deteriorate the race."114 Opposition was spelled out more explicitly at a national
WCTU convention: "We protest, first, because such regulation is contrary to the
principles of righteousness, justice, purity and again because the system has,
wherever tried, proved to be a most fruitful source of demoralization and degradation
(and a complete failure as a sanitary measure)."115 At a Philippines rally held during
the convention, Ella M. Thatcher, Superintendent of Work Among Soldiers and
Sailors within the WCTU, appealed to the government on behalf of mothers:
Our boys are being debauched. Mothers tell us that they go away from them in
the very flush of ripe manhood, and they come back to them disgraced,
dishonored, diseased, and this American nation is to blame for it. The
American nation should see to it that the boys who are the defenders of our
country should be protected. I come to you as a mother, and I plead with this
audience this afternoon to help the Woman's Christian Temperance Union in
overthrowing these evils." 6
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In true WCTU style, the priority was to protect the home and family from immorality.
These vices did not only affect the soldiers, but all manhood and womanhood; the
WCTU felt the consequences of degeneracy were grave enough for direct action.
The WCTU had limited means for changing government legislation, but used
what tactics it could to achieve its goals. On the prostitution issue, the organization
worked first to gain recognition of the problem from the government. Leaders within
the national organization sent President McKinley and the Secretary of War a letter
explaining the rumours and suspicions reported by the press and their own
correspondents, and demanding answers:
We are unwilling to believe that our Government will allow to be introduced
among the soldiers that infamous system which brought such just contempt
upon England when the conditions of affairs in India became known to the
world. We beg the President of these United States and the Secretary of War
to see to it that no such stigma is allowed to attach itself to our beloved
land.117
The WCTU was initially assured that no such activities were occurring in the
Philippines, but the War Department directed General MacArthur to investigate the
matter further. MacArthur's findings were not encouraging. The Union Signal
deciphered his report, and concluded that "in the absence of an explicit denial of the
charges it seems to be an admission of the whole case when he says, 'The treatment
required to carry out this sanitary measure is given by a native physician hired for the
purpose.'"" 8 This suspicion of a government cover-up prompted a flurry of petitions,
circulars, and letters from WCTU members to the President and to the new governor
of the Philippines, William H. Taft. Margaret Ellis hoped to draw further attention to
this outrage by circulating copies of an inspection book detailing prostitutes' medical
117
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examinations by military medical personnel in Manila to congressmen and
government officials.
By 1902, as the war drew to a close, the US government finally appeared to
concede the state's role in regulating vice. On 3 October 1902, the Union Signal
reviewed the WCTU's efforts to abolish prostitution in the Philippines and reported
that an "order.. .was cabled to Manila by Secretary Root, which order.. .practically
abolishes the system of licensed vice in the Philippines." The WCTU was wary
enough of the potential for deception to advocate "constant vigilance" and use its
commissioner in the islands to determine the real truth. The WCTU was more
concerned, however, with government regulation and licensing of brothels than with
their total abolition. When the US government eventually ended its control over
prostitution, immoral activities continued under local authorities. The WCTU
appeared to accept the situation temporarily, turning its full attention to the civilizing
mission, in hopes that immorality would lessen over time:
From what [Mrs. Faxon, the WCTU commissioner] reports we are satisfied
that there are gross violations of this high official law. It would perhaps be too
much to expect, considering all the conditions in those islands, that any law
bearing upon the moral welfare of the people could be promptly and easily
enforced, but it is a mighty help to those who are there laboring for the
elevation of the people, to be supported by government authority and law.
The government had finally not responded. It enacted new laws, and now the
organization could only hope for enforcement and success. Ellis and the WCTU had
been especially worried that the vices and immorality abroad would affect such laws
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domestically. Because of its strong organization, the WCTU was able to exert enough
pressure on the government to keep such lax practices in the Philippines out of the
US. The WCTU proclaimed its campaign a success, and began to focus exclusively
to missionary work among the people because, "The WCTU executive committee, at
least, knew that its victory against regulation was largely symbolic, and the
organization was prepared, in the new climate of American colonialism, to exploit
that victory pragmatically for propagandist^ purposes not strictly in line with the
WCTU's earlier antiregulationist principles."

Despite gaining its most dramatic success with the "Do Everything" broadbased approach to reform, and the purification of the world, the WCTU reverted to a
narrow platform during the Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars. One
might wonder how the WCTU would have reacted to the wars had Willard not died,
or Stevens not changed its mandate. Would it have been as divided? Would Willard's
imperialist leanings have pushed the WCTU to overtly support the expansionists,
leaving little room for leaders or members to speak out against the war and its
consequences? Is it possible that the WCTU could have done more to stop American
imperialism if it had had the vitality Willard had cultivated in the 1880s and early
1890s. By the end of the nineteenth century, the organization was losing members to
other women's groups. College-educated women were turning to clubs, suffrage, and
1 99
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The WCTU's return to its temperance roots helped determine its response to
imperialism and the wars. It continued its missionary tradition, and advocated peace
rather than militarism. The Union Signal presented both sides of the debate about
empire, and sometimes they converged. By and large, the WCTU accepted the need
for a military presence in the Philippines, and concerned itself with the well-being of
American soldiers without worrying too much about the Filipino population, except
about how to civilize it. Rather than opposing the President and Congress, as the antiimperialists might have had hoped, the WCTU ultimately saw more opportunities to
advance its own agenda in the annexation of the Philippines.
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Chapter 2: Suffragists and the Debate Over Imperialism

Responses to American imperialism at the turn of the twentieth century varied
throughout the country. Women's responses, like men's, were shaped by complex
arrays of convictions and circumstances. Affiliation with a reform organization such
as temperance or suffrage played a major role in this respect. As with temperance
reformers, suffragists' reactions to US policies abroad had much to do with the tactics
and arguments of the suffrage cause. Suffragists were self-interested; they looked for
opportunities to advance their agenda by both supporting and opposing American
imperialism. The suffrage issue united women within the movement, but there were
still many divisions. Different tactics, arguments, and beliefs about imperialism
reflected this. The leading suffrage organization, the National American Woman
Suffrage Association (NAWSA), like the Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
was not unified on the expansion issue. Some believed they could maximize support
for suffrage by supporting the government. This would put suffrage campaigners in a
better position to encourage universal suffrage in the new colonies, and not set
precedents that would be domestically detrimental. Other suffragists identified more
strongly with the cause of Philippine independence; they supported the antiimperialists against the government.
Divisions within the movement over the imperialism question were not
definitive. Arguments and patterns of support shifted, and suffragists were rarely
completely on one side or the other. Overseas expansion was a new phenomenon, and
few suffragists immediately knew the best course of action. Suffragists pursued both
pro and anti-imperialist avenues, gauging as they did so, which would prove most
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fruitful. Both positions drew varying degrees of support within the NAWSA. As with
the WCTU, there was no one defining stance on the American wars that represented
all suffragist women.

Suffrage Roots
Women's suffrage in the US was born out of ideas about women's equality
engendered in the movement for American independence. The argument for women's
suffrage was not articulated until the 1830s, but during and after the 1776 Revolution
some women began to think differently about their role and place in society. During
the Revolution, women's lives were profoundly affected by political and social
turmoil. Women supported the colonies' embargoes on British goods, helped spin
clothing, and contributed what they could to the American cause. Out of this
participation came a new sense of women's self-worth and an elevated feeling of
importance within the new nation. As the United States established itself on
republican principles, men recognized women's role in promoting the kind of civic
virtue necessary for the nation to thrive. "Republican Motherhood" encouraged
women to educate their children in preparation to becoming responsible citizens, and
justified women's own participation in society; to best educate children, women
themselves required higher education.123 From the Revolutionary era through to the
1830s, women's involvement in public affairs was quite limited, but the seed of equal
rights had been sown.
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The movement for abolishing slavery in the US emerged early in the
nineteenth century. It helped usher in the women's rights movement, providing
women with the tools to break off and fight for their own cause. Prior to the 1830s
women occupied subordinate positions within male-run reform organizations and
religious groups. Women's efforts focused on benevolent charity work, including
temperance, and missionary work. These were accepted as "proper" activities for
women because they were viewed as an extension of their domestic roles. Abolition,
however, was not. William Lloyd Garrison, the most prominent early abolitionist
leader, encouraged women's involvement and faced criticism for his radical stance.
Other abolitionist leaders attempted to marginalize women's contributions, and the
movement was divided over the issue. One part of the movement refused to admit
women as members, while Garrison's wing became a haven for women activists. As
anti-slavery activists, women experienced first hand the very oppression they were
trying to eradicate; their ideas about their own equality developed through this.
Abolitionism allowed women the opportunity to work within the public sphere as
antislavery agents, public speakers, and petitioners. Each of these roles were unheard
of for women, and many faced harsh judgment and opposition as they fought against
slavery.125 Women began to see links between the abolitionists' analysis of slavery
and their own domestically oppressive situation. This awareness helped women
recognize that they too were oppressed. The movement for women's rights initially
emerged within the abolitionist movement itself, making it a secondary cause for
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many involved. The 1848 Seneca Falls convention was not the beginning of the
women's rights movement, but it did represent a significant development. Women
compiled their demands, making their cause more concrete. These demands took the
form of the Declaration of Sentiments, penned mostly by Elizabeth Cady Stanton.
The statement was modeled after the Declaration of Independence and articulated
women's demand for equality in all its respects. It asserted women's right to
participate freely in the "public sphere." Perhaps most radically, the declaration
demanded the enfranchisement of women. This quickly became the main focus of the
women's rights movement after the 1850s.
Like the Revolution, the Civil War and its aftermath had a great impact on
women and their fight for equality. During the war the women's movement halted its
campaigning and instead focused on aiding the war effort. Thousands of women
volunteered as nurses, provided monetary aid, and few even took over jobs in fields
and factories that had belonged to men. As with the Revolutionary war, the majority
of women took on jobs that were deemed appropriate to their gender. The difference
though was that many were also working outside of the home and independent of
men.127 Many women had also begun fighting for rights and equality, and many,
especially movement leaders, believed that they had earned the right to vote through
their war efforts and sacrifices. Elizabeth Cady Stanton and Susan B. Anthony
believed women should be rewarded, especially at a time when citizenship and
suffrage was being extended to immigrants, the property-less, and freed slaves.
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The granting of suffrage to African-American men in 1869 split the women's
rights movement into two rival suffrage organizations.128 Debate over the Fourteenth
and Fifteenth Amendments to the US constitution caused disagreement among
women's rights leaders about tactics and timing of their own cause. Some felt that
after fighting many long years for the abolition of slavery, it was only right that
African-Americans become free and equal citizens. Lucy Stone and Julia Ward Howe
believed that women's time would come soon, but not yet. Susan B. Anthony and
Elizabeth Cady Stanton, on the other hand argued that women should be included in
the Amendments or they should be rejected. Controversy over the Amendments
reflected different approaches in the quest for women's suffrage. Radicals Stanton
and Anthony wanted a federal constitutional amendment enfranchising women
nation-wide. They created the National Woman Suffrage Association (NWSA) in
1869 to pursue that goal. Amending constitutions state by state was the other
approach to securing the franchise; this was promoted by the more moderate Stone,
her husband Henry Blackwell, and Howe. In 1869 they helped to found the American
Woman Suffrage Association (AWSA) aligned with the New England Woman
Suffrage Association, and operated out of Boston.1

9

The AWSA and the NWSA used similar tactics, tools and rhetoric, but spent
twenty years fighting for suffrage independently. At the heart of the fight were
individual women protesting their exclusion from public activities such as higher
education. Such agitation produced small victories, bringing women opportunities
that were previously unattainable. Suffrage organizations began to borrow methods
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from other reform groups. They gathered petitions, traveled and held public lectures
and meetings, lobbied Congress on equal rights, and even attempted to cast ballots in
elections. The AWSA did not enjoy easy victories in the majority of states. It met stiff
resistance in its attempts to hold state referendums on women's suffrage. The
organization focused on the West, and from 1870 and 1910 the AWSA held
seventeen state referenda in eleven states; only two of these were successful.
Wyoming was admitted as an equal suffrage state in 1890. Other states offered
limited forms of suffrage. Kansas granted women school board suffrage as early as
1861, with Michigan and Minnesota following suit. By 1890 nineteen states had
enfranchised women for school board elections, and three had given them tax and
bond suffrage.130 These successes, though small, were more visible and encouraging
than any gains the NWSA made during the same time period.
The NWSA struggled more, likely because of its radical campaign for
suffrage. Anthony and Stanton were more aggressive in their efforts to raise
consciousness about women's suffrage. Taking advantage of certain legal loopholes,
and in some cases blatantly disobeying the law, these radical suffragists attempted to
vote in various elections during the 1870s. In ten states and in the District of
Columbia in 1871 and 1872, 150 women tried to cast their ballot. While most were
unsuccessful, individual women in various states succeeded. Anthony herself led
sixteen women in casting their ballots in the 1872 presidential election, with the full
knowledge that voting illegally was a federal offense. This type of political
demonstration was exactly what the NWSA wanted. The NWSA again found a
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platform when it was denied permission to participate in the 1876 Centennial
celebrations in Philadelphia. NWSA members actually seized control of a square and
a church to protest their exclusion.131 Success came from converting politicians to the
cause, and working through them to maintain pressure on Congress to pass the
woman suffrage amendment introduced in 1868. While the NWSA's approach was
more provocative, it lacked strong local organization and monetary support. The more
conservative state by state method of the AWSA was more attractive to people. Its
membership was in the thousands. Bolstered by local and state chapters, Stone,
Blackwell and Howe formed links to other reform groups. By 1890 the AWSA and
NWSA had begun to drift toward each other. The NWSA was especially desperate to
work with anyone advocating women's suffrage. Radical reform activism was
increasingly linked to revolutionary socialism and anarchism and many suffragists
believed it was necessary to present their cause as respectable and dignified. Alice
Stone Blackwell, the daughter of moderates Lucy Stone and Henry Blackwell,
brought the groups together in 1890 to form the National American Woman Suffrage
Association (NAWSA).132
Suffragists sought success through the NAWSA's new two pronged approach.
By the late nineteenth century, public opinion concerning women's suffrage had
softened and support had widened. Not only did the suffragists have influential
friends in Congress to plead their case, they also enjoyed the support of elected
officials in various states where they had held referendums. While the NAWSA
incorporated the tactics of both suffrage groups, greater success was achieved through
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the state efforts. State campaigns pursued the same goal as in the past. Referendums
were promoted to secure a suffrage amendment to the state constitutions.
NAWSA's efforts were not immediately rewarded however; they saw little success
from 1896-1910, not winning a single state. Some supporters dubbed this period "the
Doldrums." Success came in the form of raising peoples' consciousness about the
issue, however, and through winning more supporters and sympathizers.134
Eventually, through increased militancy, and after more wars had demonstrated
women's capacity for citizenship, they were granted the vote with the passage of the
Nineteenth Amendment to the US Constitution in 1920, almost one hundred years
after women began to demand equality.

Suffrage Arguments
In contrast to the temperance reformers, suffragists believed in the complete
equality of women and men, and promoted their similarities rather than their
differences. Using concepts of equality and human rights drawn from Enlightenment
philosophy and republicanism, suffragist women formed a belief system that guided
their fight for equal rights and suffrage.135 Suffrage activists did not completely
dismiss the temperance reformers' notion of an inherent moral difference between
men and women however. Instead they incorporated certain elements of the idea of
women's moral superiority when the opportunity required it. The women's rights
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movement opposed women's dependency and oppression; eventually it turned from
advocating piecemeal improvements to believing that society needed to
fundamentally change. Suffrage was the cornerstone of this shift in focus. Women
understood that "to ask for the ballot was to challenge women's fundamental
economic and social dependence and the doctrine of separate spheres." An attack on
the status quo in these aspects of society was a challenge leveled at the heart of
American institutions.136 Women believed suffrage would grant them a higher level
of civic responsibility and demonstrate to men the necessity of women's participation
to help fix politics and society. Historian Janet Zollinger Giele explains how "These
views were not accepted until suffragists mounted a social movement that proved
their political capability." Before suffragists could change society, they had to
develop new roles for women that promoted freedom and equality. Suffrage leaders
personified these new roles. Organizing and recruiting more supporters, they
believed, would eventually win over a majority and thus create change. Through
reform groups, higher education, and inclusion in the professions, women became
more visible in public life, and tried to demonstrate the benefits of their participation.
Suffragists argued that women's activism helped improve society, and called on
1 ^7

people to imagine what progress could be made if women were enfranchised.
While suffragists insisted upon their equality with men, they also made
connections between their situation and that of all oppressed peoples. Antislavery
work demonstrated to women that there were many forms of human enslavement.
Women's abolitionist activism gave them first hand knowledge into slavery as a form
136

1 37

ibid, 59.
Giele, 113.

67
of oppression. They saw something similar in their own predicament, with marriage
and laws constituting their own personal chains.138 The goal of early women's rights
activists was to promote universal equality and liberate people from bondage. Sisterly
obligation was part of their rhetoric; only women could fully empathize with the
"deprivation of human rights, the loss of identity, the enforced dependence, [and] the
denial of opportunity for self-development" that defined their own, and others'
oppression, Women needed both to change their roles in society, and to gain greater
freedom by changing the laws that kept them down.

Once American women had

done this successfully, however, and helped to abolish slavery in the process, their
"sisterly obligation" became more selectively.
Employing arguments for universal suffrage depended upon the situation, but
suffragists also utilized other tools. In the late nineteenth century suffragists distanced
themselves from oppressed peoples of colour. One suffragist goal was to maximize
women's political connections, to influence the men who were in a position to help
legislate equal rights for women.140 Abolitionist women had argued for universal
suffrage to align their cause with the greater fight against slavery. After the adoption
of the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments however, suffragists distanced
themselves from the struggle of African-Americans in favour of the issue of women's
enslavement. They emphasized, in turn, women's superiority as white, middle and
upper class Anglo-Saxons.141 The ambivalence about universal suffrage, and the
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impulse to embrace racialist arguments for the sake of political expediency was
especially evident when the US started down its imperialist path.
The pro and anti-imperialist arguments of the suffragists filled the pages of the
NAWSA's newspaper, the Woman's Journal, and its supplement, the Woman's
Column beginning in 1898. Usually these papers functioned as forums in which
suffragists and their supporters could read the latest news, herald accomplishments
and discuss tactics. The US war against Spain and the Philippines transformed these
organs into arenas of fierce debate. Suffrage newspapers were central to the
movement; they kept members mobilized and attracted new converts.142 The
Woman's Journal was originally an AWSA organ; after the merger it became the
movement's main newspaper, running continuously from 1870-1920. The Journal
was first and foremost a channel for information; it resembled city newspapers much
more than other women's periodicals. Diversity of opinion was a familiar aspect of
the Woman's Journal, but the imperialism debate was a departure from the typical
dialogue.143 Editors Henry Blackwell and his daughter Alice Stone Blackwell
attempted to keep the Journal neutral. They printed articles that supported both
imperialism and anti-imperialism, and then allowed the debate to unfold. The
Blackwells soon recognized the link between the suffrage cause and that of Filipino
independence, however, and became ardent anti-imperialists. The Journal, though,
remained an open forum of debate. The issue of imperialism was divisive for the
NAWSA, but support and opposition were fluid; many suffragists were not firmly
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planted on one side or the other. Their positions shifted as different arguments
presented different opportunities for the pursuit of women's suffrage, and depending
upon their own moral codes.

Support for War. Imperialism
Suffragists were experienced in supporting their country during wartime, proempire women drew on arguments that could again demonstrate their political fitness.
The Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars differed from the Civil War,
however. The survival of the nation was hardly at stake in the imperialist wars at the
turn of the century, but most suffragists responded as if it was. Every controversy
could be considered a potential avenue for gaining more support for suffrage. The
politics of war offered ample opportunity to advance the agenda. The NAWSA and its
members were already adept at tailoring their arguments to developments in society.
In the 1880s and 1890s they began to develop arguments promoting civilization over
citizenship for suffrage. As white women, suffragists argued that they were more
civilized than African-Americans, and thus more qualified to vote. In the wake of the
US "civilizing" of other peoples, suffragists made the argument international. Despite
preaching universal suffrage they practiced racial exclusion. The priority was to make
sure precedents were not set in the new possessions that would damage the cause
domestically.
As war broke out with Spain, support for US actions overwhelmed suffrage
newspapers. The show of support was both patriotic and tactical; another way women
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could prove to the government that full equality was necessary. As Americans,
suffragists urged women to fulfill their duty to their country. Ellen M Henrotin, for
example, called upon women to "recognize their great ethical responsibility on this
occasion." She explained that despite the initial shock of foregoing arbitration for
war, women must support the nation and liberty through prayer and sacrifice.145
Because women could not fight for their country, they were urged to fulfill their duty
in whatever other way they could. Henry Blackwell encouraged women to take up
nursing and caring for sick and injured soldiers as they did for both Confederate and
Union soldiers: "Let the suffrage women of 1898 emulate the unselfish patriotism of
the suffrage women of 1862.. .Let them show the country and the world that political
self-respect and public spirit are synonymous."146 Suffragists used women's
participation in the war effort to strengthen their arguments about women's patriotism
and public-mindedness. Like men, they argued, women were committed to fulfilling
their civic duty. War relief work was one of the opportunities open to women. As
Sarah M. Severance put it; "May God bless these indirect efforts, as women are
denied all direct agencies." Severance continued, by asking, "Does any one now
believe that 'women have no interest in politics?'" Women had a stake as mothers
and wives of soldiers, and, though their role was limited, they did what they could to
support their men and government during wartime.147 Through their support for the
war, suffragists pushed their cause by demonstrating how committed women were to
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the well-being of the country, during war or peace times. They invited Americans to
imagine the possibilities if women were granted full citizenship.
Most suffragists did not question the righteousness of US imperialist policies.
Like their temperance sisters, they focused on the consequences of imperialism, how
these affected their cause, and how they could be used to their advantage. Imperialist
suffragists were especially concerned with how the acquisition of Hawaii and Spain's
colonies would help or hurt their own fight. Their belief in white women's superiority
as citizens over black men converged with the imperialists' interpretation of the
"white man's burden." Imperialists denied the colonies independence because they
believed they needed to be lifted out of barbarism before they could learn the
principles of self-government. Suffragists took up the "white man's burden" to
"civilize" the new territories, and used it as another opportunity to promote their
capacity for citizenship.148 As Edith Olney reasoned, "If the islands will surely be
held by some one of the world powers, which one will give the Philippines the largest
measure of liberty and happiness—the best government and the most devoted
Christian missionaries? Loyal women of our country have only one answer—the
United States of America."149 Loyal women sought to make their support
indispensable for the country's liberty-exporting experiment, and were called upon
from the pages of suffrage literature. One editorialist proclaimed:
Let us hasten to show the Filipinos that we are truly their friends; that we
regard them as a people not to be enslaved but to be helped. A conciliatory
policy is what is needed to crown our work with well-deserved success. Let
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the women give their best thought and use their utmost influence to bring
about this happy result.150
Imperialist suffragists used the "civilizing mission" and their "duty" to keep the
woman question on the national agenda.
In the changing US political climate, suffragists shifted the basis of their case
for the vote from citizenship to civilization. Suffragists had tried unsuccessfully to
argue that they were already citizens and should thus be allowed the same rights
accorded to every American. One especially effective argument anti-suffragists used
against them was the "bullets for ballots" point: because women did not take up arms
for their country this meant that they could not contribute to running it. Suffragists
defended themselves against such attacks even as they found new ways to
substantiate their claims. Tying suffrage to civilization helped women critique
policies toward them. By contrasting them with policies toward the new dependents,
suffragists showed politicians that perhaps the US had not reached the pinnacle of
civilization its leaders imagined. How could a country that denied the political rights
of half its citizens be qualified to extend its government and principles to others?
Such discourse did not attack imperialism per se, but it did question its implications
for women. The US could not undertake to elevate colonized women out of savagery
only to deny them the same rights and privileges as men. Susan B. Anthony was a
strong proponent of this particular argument, a line of reasoning that, as Allison
Sneider has put it, "substituted a critique of patriarchy for a critique of empire" and
once again demonstrated the tactical rationale behind suffragist support for
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imperialism.151 The NAWSA convention in 1899 was a hotbed of debate about what
should be done about the new possessions. Anthony, as national president, delivered a
rousing speech which proclaimed her disgust with the government's plans:
I have been overflowing with wrath ever since the proposal was made to
engraft our half-barbaric form of government on Hawaii and our other new
possessions. I have been studying how to save, not them but ourselves from
the disgrace. This is the first time the United States has ever tried to foist upon
a new people the exclusively masculine form of government. Our business
should be to give this people the highest form which has been attained by us.
When our State governments were originally formed, there was no example of
woman suffrage anywhere, but now we have a great deal of it, and
everywhere it has done good. The principle is constantly spreading. 3
Anthony's argument, while directed at the new territories, was more concerned about
how the drafting of the new governments' constitutions would affect their own gains.
If the US gave its new women the same rights and privileges as men, suffragists
would be another step closer to their goal at home. Other women made similar
arguments. Mrs. Helen Philleo Jenkins observed how American women had benefited
from religion, education and liberty in the nineteenth century, and declared that other
women needed to be granted the same privileges. Jenkins argued, moreover, that the
new men and women in the colonies were equal in their savagery, and that denying
women political equality on the basis of gender alone would be unwise:
Whatever power in government may be given to the men of our new
possession in selecting their rulers, let the same privilege be accorded to the
women. It may be said that the women are ignorant, and need yet to be held in
subjugation—that they are unfit to have a voice in the new order of things. Let
us not be deceived. Probably the women are no more ignorant and stupid than
the masses of men in these newly acquired regions.. .The ignorant mother can
guide her child quite as safely as its ignorant father.. .Let us of this nation
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hesitate before we establish a sex supremacy that it may take long centuries to
overcome.153
In order to save Hawaiian women from such subjugation, the NAWSA sent an open
letter to the members of Congress, requesting the omission of the word "male" from
the Constitution: "Justice demands that we shall not offer to women emerging from
barbarism the ball and chain of a sex disqualification while we hold out to men the
crown of self-government. The trend of civilization is closely in the direction of equal
rights for women." Unfortunately for these imperialist suffragists, however,
supporting the government did not advance the cause as they had hoped; instead it
was stalled, and in a way pushed backward during the era of imperial expansion. The
Hawaiian Constitution passed, with "male" littering the document more often than in
the constitution of any other American state. Hawaii was further denied the ability to
legislate suffrage on its own, a right awarded to US continental territories. Semicivilized men of different races were granted suffrage over white, American women,
jeopardizing the suffragists' domestic gains.154

Opposition to War. Imperialism
Supporting Philippine resistance to US imperialism seemed to many
suffragists like a natural extension of their own cause. There was a connection
between the situation at the turn of the century and that which the abolitionists faced
in the antebellum years. Many suffragists who, as young women, fought against
oppression in the 1840s were still active in 1898, and some joined the anti-
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imperialists. Anti-imperialist suffragists were a minority, but they believed antiimperialism and suffrage rested on common principles. Isabella Beecher Hooker, an
abolitionist and suffragist, believed such an alliance would be fruitful and encouraged
women to go further than the antislavery movement by rallying for Filipino selfgovernment. Both the antis and the suffragists believed they would bring each other
greater support because they both believed in the principles of self-government and
promoted peace. Both groups needed allies, the suffragists especially, yet they found
that despite their common principles, widespread support was lacking in either camp
for the other. Within an almost entirely male-led movement, only a few antis were
interested in women's rights, despite many male antis' participation in abolitionism.
Many suffragists believed then that such an alliance would not further their cause.
Antis furthermore, likely did not want to appear more feminine to their opponents.
Adding suffrage to their fight also would distract from the anti-imperialists' main
cause, and potentially alienate anti-suffrage supporters. At the heart of this tenuous
alliance though lay an important point of contention in suffragists' arguments—the
race question. The minority who did join the antis drew on their "sisterly obligation"
and the universal suffrage argument to make common cause with the Filipinos and
their fight for self-government. Mary A. Livermore championed this argument, and
turned around the prevalent idea that "civilized" white women were superior to
"savage" men and women of other countries. Instead, "White women," Livermore
declared, "shared something... with Filipinos—injustice at the hands of white men
who denied them fundamental political rights."155 At a time when most suffragists
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had distanced themselves from oppressed people of other races, a minority continued
to make the connection.
After the war with Spain, anti-imperialist suffragists utilized the link between
suffrage and Filipino independence. The principles of the Declaration of
Independence guided both causes, principles that were being denied and crushed by
the US. Anti-imperialists argued that the country had lost sight of its founding ideals,
and that praise should now be given to the Filipinos who fought for their freedom as
Americans once had. Suffragists were distressed by America's denial of its principles,
especially one mother in Kentucky:
In what does our treatment of the Filipinos differ from Spain's treatment of
the Cubans? How can the country that has bathed the land in the blood of the
best of her sons to wash away the sin of slavery, have a right to buy ten
millions of men, and butcher them by the thousands because they will not kiss
the hand of their new masters? I cannot let my little grandson, who has gloried
in the victory over Spain, that Cuba might be free, repeat the Declaration of
Independence as he wants to do on Washington's birthday, because it is such a
mockery to say all men have equal right to "life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness," when we take life from the Filipinos because they will not give up
their "liberty and pursuit of happiness."156
Saving Cuba had been an act of chivalry and patriotism for the US, true to its roots,
but the Philippine war did not represent those same principles. Instead of protecting
the weak and oppressed, the US had become the English tyrant of its past. For many,
Philippine independence became the patriotic cause worth fighting for. Suffragists
had themselves been the victim of America's supposed chivalry, and Lida Calvert
Obenchain drew this comparison:
I cannot understand how any suffragist can uphold this Administration in the
matter of the Philippine War. Every argument that is used to defend our
injustice to the Filipinos has been worn threadbare in the defense of injustice
A Mother, "A Lament from Kentucky," Woman's Journal, 30,25 February 1899.
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to women. I am sick of hearing over and over again of "our duty" to the
Filipinos and their "incapacity for self-government, and the necessity laid
upon us of "protecting" them from foreign aggression and domestic strife. It is
the same old story of "chivalry" and "mercy" being proffered where nothing
but justice is asked.157
Justice, of course, had also been denied to American women. Obenchain saw the
oppression of the Filipinos as a natural and logical extension of the domestic
oppression of American women:
American women, except in a few favored States, are governed without their
consent and taxed without representation, and it is the most logical thing in the
world that a nation which disenfranchises its women should enter upon a
career of conquest and injustice, of which this present war is only a
foretaste.. .The strange thing is not that we are trying to rob the Filipinos of
the right to self-government. It would be inexplicably strange if we were not
doing this very thing. Justice, like charity, must begin at home, and it would
be the height of unreasonableness to expect a nation to render justice to a
foreign people when it denies justice to its own women.
Anti-imperialist suffragists believed encouraging this comparison would benefit both
their own, and the Filipinos' cause. This differed from the Anti-Imperialist League's
fight. The latter promoted Philippine independence as an end in itself; the only benefit
to anti-imperialists would be the preservation of traditional American principles.
Suffragists also believed in such preservation and were morally conflicted, but the
organization's main concern was finding opportunities to further women's equality.
While not a main tool for the suffrage cause, the promotion of peace provided
another argument to be used when the situation suited. The NAWSA did not share the
WCTU's devotion to peace and international arbitration. Certain situations such as
the 1895 US-British-Venezuela dispute prompted a response from NAWSA leaders,
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who joined the WCTU in urging arbitration.159 But these instances were uncommon.
Suffragist arguments about US imperialism and militarism became increasingly
refined, however. Such arguments hinged on women's ability to handle situations
differently than men. With the vote, suffragists reasoned, it might even be possible for
women to eradicate war altogether. Like the anti-imperialists in the WCTU,
suffragist antis believed women had a role to play in promoting peace and combating
militarism. Some, like William Lloyd Garrison, Jr., thought it vital that men and
women work together to this end: "When fathers shall place humanity above country,
and mothers shall teach the whole gospel of peace without reservation, then, and only
then, shall we start the human race on the true plane of peace."

Henry Blackwell

believed women's suffrage was essential for peace: "War is the natural and inevitable
consequence of the disenfranchisement of women... a government without women is
an unjust government, and represents only the unduly belligerent spirit of its
masculine constituents. A government of men alone never did, never will, and never
can keep the peace."'61 Lucinda B. Chandler further emphasized that "Women's
influence everywhere is needed to check the tendencies that promote militarism, and
fighting and killing, as necessary and patriotic."162 Others, while promoting suffrage,
were not so quick to believe that voting women would end wars. The evidence within
their own organization indicated that the argument in favour women's peaceable
nature were untrue. Instead of blaming men for wars and militarism, Lida Calvert
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Obenchain was optimistic about their abilities, explaining how granting women's
suffrage would change their perceptions for the better:
We are fond of saying that if women were enfranchised, war would be an
impossibility. This is capable of two constructions. The one that most readily
occurs to the mind is that the votes of peace-loving women would overbalance the votes of belligerent men; but there is a nobler meaning still. Wars
will cease when women are enfranchised, not because the votes and the
influence of women will set aside the votes and the influence of men, but
because the sentiment of justice that will lead to woman's enfranchisement
will forever prevent him from wronging either a nation or an individual.163
Peace and the end of militarism may not have been a main concern for suffragists, but
the war and imperialist sentiment in society gave them the opportunity to explore how
they could use it within their own arguments to further demonstrate women's
essentialism.
The issue of state regulated prostitution in the Philippines was another rallying
point in the anti-imperialist camp, especially for women. Prostitution was one cause
suffragists' fought against, alongside their WCTU sisters prior to the wars, and
arguments against this vice were similar. Fear of disease, demoralization, and
immorality comprised the usual arguments made against regulated prostitution, and
various suffrage organizations passed resolutions in this spirit. The NAWSA and the
New England Woman Suffrage Association urged everyone who disapproved of state
regulated prostitution to write to the President and Congress, and some even hoped
that this might encourage more women to desire greater political power. ' Suffragists
may have hoped that the government's actions would bring more women into the
suffrage fold, by demanding a voice to prevent the government from making such
Lida Calvert Obenchain, "The Philippine War," Woman's Journal, 30, 3 June, 1899.
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ignorant and immoral decisions. Henry Blackwell was especially distressed about
regulated vice and tried to stir women to action:
Will the women of American tamely submit to the misuse of their taxes in
thus legalizing vice in Manila? If so, their children and children's children
will have to pay the penalty. When thousands of diseased and demoralized
soldiers return to America to draw life pension and marry innocent girls, the
vengeance of violated law will fall heavily upon the American people.
Meanwhile the contempt for women which still lingers in our habits and
institutions will be intensified, and the day of woman's enfranchisement will
be indefinitely postponed.165
For suffragists, the prostitution issue was a unifying consequence of US imperialism.
Prostitution was not the only consequence of imperialism which suffragists
argued against. Whether they supported the war against Spanish oppression or not,
anti-imperialist suffragists abhorred the aggressive conquest of the Philippines. Some,
like Susan Look Avery, questioned US motives: "Whatever may have been our case
in Cuba, it is manifest that we are treading on dangerous ground in the Philippines.
The Filipinos were our friends. Why are they now our enemies? Simply because we
are waging a war of aggression, and they are defending themselves, as we did against
England a century and more ago!"166 Women questioned how the country could
justify such a hypocritical policy. One Kentucky mother who made her thoughts
known in the Woman's Journal, directed her remarks at the imperialist suffragists
who supported the war:
Then in what sense are Filipinos "rebels" against the authority of this country?
They are not citizens.. .By what right do we claim these men, who wanted to
be our friends, but would rather die than be our vassals?
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But, whether or not they are capable of self-government, I cannot see our right
to extort from them by force of arms an acknowledgement of our religious,
moral, and civil superiority. I can only see in such action oppression of the
weak, national calamity and disgrace. I cannot be comforted for the loss of all
that the United States has stood for before the world.167
Suffragist antis did not want to see their country ruined by its imperialist actions.
They believed the nation should operate as a liberator, not an oppressor; to be a city
on a hill meant giving hope to the oppressed of all nations. Suffragists feared what
forsaking liberty for tyranny might mean for their own cause, and so renewed their
calls for vigorous political activity. Obenchain tried to make the most of the situation:
While some are trying to find out the cause of the war, others are more
interested in its results. "Oh, what is it all for?" was the agonized inquiry of a
mother whose son died recently in the Philippines. It is a hard question. But
looking forward from the standpoint of a suffragist I seem to see that one of
the things it may be "for" is this: It may teach women that they have not all
the rights they want, that politics are not out of woman's sphere, and that a
government from which woman's direct influence and actual presence are
excluded is an unspeakably barbarous thing.
In the political crisis of today, woman have more at stake than they have ever
had before. Imperialism! Expansion! If women realized what these words
mean to them, politics would be the theme of every tongue and every thought.
And if such a moral awakening could come to woman as a result of the
Philippine war, one could almost cease to regret that unhallowed strife.
If nothing else, Obenchain and other suffragists knew their fight was made more
difficult by the war and what it stood for. Suffragists needed to find the best way to
combat this affront to American principles. Militarism and brute force hindered
woman's political advancement, and if continued would strengthen the "ballots for
bullets" argument, and opponents of women's suffrage could keep women
subordinate.
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The suffragists knew how to capitalize on opportunities. Yet though they
hoped for success; they were usually met with disappointment. The Spanish and
Philippine wars did not usher in women's suffrage or advance equal rights as some
suffragists had expected. Like the Civil War previously, and despite their
determination to demonstrate their political capabilities and argue for the necessity of
enfranchisement, women were not rewarded for their efforts. The suffrage movement
had grown by the early 1900s, but it was a still a minority, and its arguments were
still not as widely accepted as they needed to be. Suffragists were forced to find new
allies, and in a changing society—an imperial America—they tried to continue to be
relevant, important and necessary. They could not agree on who best to ally with, so
suffragists divided their loyalties, some supporting the government, and others joining
the anti-imperialists. Without unity, suffrage arguments overlapped and their true
intentions were difficult to discern, making it impossible to say that the NAWSA and
its members were entirely imperialists or anti-imperialists. Kristin Hoganson remarks
that "The overriding concern that most US suffragists felt for their own political
situation compromised their anti-imperialism."169 With their history, the fractured
response to imperialism and war made sense. The suffrage movement had one cause
to fight for, and anything else was utilized as a way of winning the fight; antiimperialism was merely another tool in the suffragists' arsenal, and when it failed to
produce the desired results, they moved on to the next promising opportunity.
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Chapter 3: Women and the Anti-Imperialist League

A determined group of Americans questioned the morality and validity of the
Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars. The Anti-Imperialist League
formed the organized opposition to the new imperialism. Membership spanned the
country, and local and state leagues were created to work in tandem with the national
league. The membership of these leagues were drawn from various groups, including
labour unions, professors, journalists, religious and government officials, African
Americans, and women. The League's composition was as important as its actions.
The presence of women in its ranks was a divisive issue: many male leaders
welcomed their assistance, while others worried about the Leagues' public image and
about the way the imperialists used the participation of women to discredit their
opposition.
Women have not been the main focus of previous histories written about the
anti-imperialists. Generally historians have concentrated on the leadership of the
League, the prominent men involved, and the various arguments they made. Even
historian Richard E. Welch, who studied the antis from the "bottom up," excluded
women from his analysis. When historians have mentioned women's involvement in
the leagues, their discussion is typically limited to women's large presence at the first
meeting of the Anti-Imperialist League at Faneuil Hall in Boston, 15 June 1898.
Gender historian Kristen Hoganson for her part, mentions Jane Addams as a
participant, and makes reference to an anti-imperialist petition circulated by women,
but offers little else about the role of women in the movement. Historians have
overlooked the creation of women's auxiliary leagues, their membership in local and

state leagues, and the individual women who aligned themselves with the leagues but
spoke out independently. Nor have historians addressed the nature of women's antiimperialist arguments been addressed to determine their relationship to men's. This
chapter will explore these missing pieces, establishing in the process, that women
were deeply engaged participates in the anti-imperialist leagues and incorporating
them, for the first time, into the anti-imperialist narrative.

Arguments Surrounding Philippine Annexation and US Expansion Overseas
Both sides of the "Great Debate" utilized similar arguments to promote their
opposite agendas. The imperialist and anti-imperialist arguments cannot be easily
separated and classified, as many overlapped and tied together at various points. One
way the arguments can be categorized though, is within economic/territorial,
moral/humanitarian, historical and racial frameworks. Historian John M. Craig has
noted that, "In some respects the great debate over imperialism sounded like Alice in
Wonderland. Both sides used the same words, but the words seemed to mean
different things."170 Familiar ideas and ideologies of the late nineteenth century were
used to sway the public and government to support either the antis or the imperialist
position. Many of the antis' arguments were based on their idealization of America's
past. Anti-imperialists, for the most part, were not interested in changing their
opinions as the US evolved, but instead advocated a return to the way of life prior to
industrialization and the social problems it spawned. Pessimism and looking
backwards was not as appealing to the public as were the ideas of forward looking,
170
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optimistic imperialists however. The antis tried to keep the US true to its principles,
morals and traditions, none of which included the governing of foreign peoples, and
becoming an empire.
Prior to the Spanish-American war there was no official anti-imperialist
organization, only individuals protesting proposed government policies. The
formation of an official League though, did not solidify the antis' unity. There were
many diverse arguments against imperialism. Different groups held various political
leanings, and had different interests. This made it quite difficult to create a united,
focused organization. The imperialists did not encounter this problem. While they
never formally organized, except as members of the Republican Party—and even then
there were exceptions—they somehow remained unified. They showed the public a
positive vision of what America could become through expansion. The antis were
hindered by their focus on the past, and warnings of doom. What the imperialists
lacked in words, they made up for in showmanship, presenting a better image to the
public, and knew how to rattle their opponents. An analysis of their war of words will
help determine the similarity or difference of women's anti-imperialist arguments.
The most compelling arguments for both sides were couched in morality and
humanitarianism. Imperialists used this type of rhetoric to gain public support. They
drew upon the patriotism of their audiences by invoking the tradition of battling
oppression. The Spanish were portrayed as barbaric tyrants who were crushing
Cuba's independent spirit. The imperialists—with the help of yellow journalists—
played up the notion that the US was stepping in as Cuba's protector and hero. The
US intervention into Spanish affairs was an altruistic act, with no ulterior motives
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according to those championing war. Anti-imperialists, while not entirely dismissive
of these reasons used a different angle of the humanitarian argument. One of their
main arguments against overseas expansion was that there were a multitude of
problems at home that needed to be dealt with and corrected before the US created
more problems overseas. America needed to take better care of itself domestically
before attempting to help internationally. Historian E. Berkeley Tompkins explains
how the resolutions adopted by the Anti-Imperialist League supported this argument:
That the nation had enough pressing problems at home without seeking
others; that foreign ventures would divert attention, energy, and funds from
the solution of these grave domestic problems; and that the nation should
prove that it was thoroughly competent in the management of its own affairs
before seeking to administer those of other countries.
These resolutions helped the anti-imperialists present their arguments to the public in
a reformist light, taking advantage of the growing reform sentiments of the early
Progressive era. The majority of their arguments were focused on saving America
from itself; unlike the imperialists who believed it was America's job to save
oppressed peoples worldwide.
Tied to the humanitarian arguments, the antis presented an ethical case to
Americans. They believed justice and morality were on their side, and promoted the
traditional values and principles passed down from the Founding Fathers. Republican
Senator George F. Hoar was especially vocal against imperialism. Hoar did not agree
with his party's and President's decision to annex the Philippines and instead
believed:
That the United States had no right to buy the "sovereignty" of any people and
that neither the Constitution nor the laws of morality sanctioned the
171
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undemocratic control of the Philippines. He accused the expansionists of
asking their countrymen to forsake the Declaration of Independence,
Washington's Farewell Address, the Monroe Doctrine, and the nation's
traditional distrust of a standing army. They proposed to throw America into
the thick of the "struggles and squabbles" that forever boiled around the
European contest for "dismembered countries and plundered States" - a
competition that the American people loathed and for which their
constitutional system rendered them unfit.172
Other anti-imperialists held similar views: by turning to empire the US was headed
down an evil path on which it would become the oppressor and tyrant, just as had
European countries. Anti-imperialist E.L. Godkin brought up the United States' failed
attempts to rule conquered people such as the Native Americans and Southerners after
the Civil War. In his opinion, "neither experience was in any way worthy of
repeating." For the antis, protecting America's moral stature was essential; it should
not be compromised by public opinion. Hoar explained how, "Even if 'the people'
favored expansion, he would stand firm in the belief that defending 'righteousness,'
'truth,' 'justice,' and 'freedom' was more important than heeding the popular
mood."173 These kinds of ethical arguments hinged on the idea that the country's
values were exceptional and unique, and in need of protection.
Unfortunately for the antis, American exceptionalism also formed the basis of
imperialist arguments. Imperialists argued for expansion because they felt it was their
duty to bring civilization to backward and savage lands. American values and
institutions were special, and because of that, only the United States was equipped to
bring light to the dark places of the world. This notion of the civilizing mission drew
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upon racial arguments fueled by social Darwinism and the "white man's burden."
Seen through the racial lens of social Darwinism, the US was the leading nation of the
superior race of Anglo-Saxons, and thus at the cutting edge of civilization. Racial
ideas reinforced Americans' belief that they were the only ones qualified to uplift
peoples still in inferior stages of savagery and barbarism.174 Hence, many Americans
concluded that it was their "burden" to bear, and inferior races were thus treated as
children. The US became the father, guiding childlike savages, by force if necessary,
toward American principles of democracy and civilization. The imperialists argued
that the Cubans, Filipinos, and others needed the US in order to fully develop, and
learn self-governance.
Anti-imperialists, for all of their moral posturing, shared the racial
assumptions of the imperialists.176 Despite many antis' abolitionist backgrounds,
racial prejudices were pervasive. The main racial argument rested on the idea that
"tropical peoples" would corrupt the homogeneity of the nation. Carl Schurz and
other leaders believed that because the Filipinos were racially inferior they warranted
exclusion from the US political system. Southern Democrats were especially opposed
to the political inclusion of representatives from the new acquisitions; they argued
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that the US had enough of its own domestic race problems to solve.177 There were
exceptions who praised and admired the Filipinos. Senator Hoar, in particular,
depicted them as brave, strong and politically competent.178 On the whole, however,
pro and anti-imperialists shared the same prejudices about race and civilization.
Imperialists viewed the Philippines not only as a responsibility, but also as an
opportunity to reap the benefits of territorial expansion. Expansion was seen as being
natural and necessary for the well-being of the nation. Some argued that expansion
had been used throughout American history as a way to resolve domestic problems by
providing the country with a "safety valve." Imperialists suggested that westward
expansion had eased the pressure on growing urban areas, and that frontier life was
vital for renewing democratic traditions. With these points in mind, the imperialists
argued that it was only natural for the US to continue its expansion once the Frontier
was officially closed.

9

Economics and new territory were important to the

imperialists. The argument regarding these was two-fold: some, like Alfred T. Mahan
and Theodore Roosevelt, desired a larger navy to compete with the Europeans, and
better solidify America's new position as a world power; others looked toward the
Far East for new markets and trade opportunities. Mahan tirelessly promoted his
argument that throughout history great nations were born of a great navies, and
encouraged the US to step up and claim its place in the world. Overseas trade would
also benefit from a larger navy and at the end of the 1800s new markets were
becoming a necessity for the US. Increased industrialization and the expansion of
177
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agriculture, combined with multiple depressions meant that the US was producing
more than it could consume and needed new markets for its products.180 While the
new colonies were certainly a good place to start, imperialists were generally more
entranced with the promise of the China market, using the Philippines as a stepping
stone. This would be good for the US because it would help stabilize the economy
and jobs.
The antis' economic arguments were not their strongest and usually were
advanced by Southerners and labour unionists. Both groups were against expansion
for the same reason: the fear that cheap foreign labour would take jobs away from
Americans. Other antis, such as Carl Schurz and Edward Atkinson promoted the idea
of free trade. They envisioned an informal empire in which the US could control the
world's commerce without physically controlling colonies. This idea was still
imperialism, but of a different stripe; precisely the sort of empire that was built in the
second half of the twentieth century.181

Women Within the League
Women's involvement in the Anti-Imperialist League was both direct and
indirect. In both cases, women worked within socially imposed limits. Women in the
"public sphere" were still a relatively new phenomenon and not universally accepted
by the late 1890s, despite their success as "social housekeepers." Many men who had
joined women in cleaning up society supported and encouraged their leadership and
opinions, and antis such as George F. Hoar and Edward Atkinson supported women's
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suffrage. This support did not translate into leadership positions for women within the
national league though. The gendered nature of the annexation debate caused many
male leaders to worry about the effect large numbers of women in their membership
would have in the eyes of their opponents and the public at large. Already men on the
imperialist side had managed to depict the antis in a feminized light, as weak,
hysterical old "aunties."182 Another possible explanation for women's delayed
leadership was the high expectations vested in the election of 1900. The focus was
thus on those who were enfranchised. Women could help agitate and persuade men to
vote a certain way, but without actual electoral clout they were sidelined. At the
height of the debate, the antis deemed it necessary to relegate women to separate
auxiliary groups, or solely to secondary positions in the leagues. By 1901, once the
antis had faced multiple failures in obtaining independence for the Philippines, the
leadership ranks began to open to a few key women who had advocated the cause
from within and outside of the organization.183
Within the confines of the leagues, women organized and found ways to
promote the cause. In New England and the Mid-West—the main areas of
opposition—women created separate leagues that appealed to the female public. The
Anti-Imperialist League of Northampton, for example, was founded in part by
women, who formed the majority in its ranks. While not independent leaders of this
league, women did hold officer positions and participated in meetings and events. At
its creation, Professor Mary E. Bryd was elected secretary and appointed to the
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committee to prepare speakers and press, and Miss Adeline Moffat was on meetings
committee.184 At another meeting Mrs. John S. Cobb, Prof. Mary E. Bryd and Miss
Von Mitzlaff spoke in favour of resolutions demanding immediate freedom and
independence for the Philippines.185 Rarely do women appear on other lists of league
memberships, with the exception of their own auxiliary organizations.
Two women's auxiliary leagues were especially active in rousing the public.
The Women's Auxiliary of the New England Anti-Imperialist League and the Illinois
Women's Anti-Imperialist League appealed to all Americans—women especially—to
preserve the Republic and give the Filipinos their freedom. They did this first by
urging all women to sign a petition to President McKinley and send it to Miss Fannie
L. Abbott in Cambridge, Massachusetts, who was one of the league's officers. This
petition reiterated the principles of the Declaration of Independence, and the
resolutions passed by the anti-imperialist leagues, which held that women needed to
be true patriots by fulfilling their duty to protect the foundations of the United States.
The women of the auxiliary called on the President to do right by the country and the
Filipinos:
In those eternal truths of the Declaration of Independence lie the principles
which we firmly believe ought to govern your action as a faithful servant of
the American people. In those resolutions of the anti-imperialist league lies
the clear application of those principles to the duty of the hour. In the name of
justice, freedom, and humanity, and in the spirit of George Washington and
Abraham Lincoln, we urge you to obey those principles, and cease at once this
war of "criminal aggression" against a brave people fighting for their
independence just as our forefathers fought for theirs and ours.186
"Anti-Imperialists: A Club of Anti-Expansionists Formed Here," Hampshire Gazelle, 22 April
1899,4.
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The petition expresses the arguments that the women's auxiliaries shared with the
male-dominated leagues.
The Illinois Women's Anti-Imperialist League made a specific appeal to
women, hoping to shame them to the cause. These women targeted the patriotic
women's organization, the Daughters of the American Revolution in a satirical
fashion, addressing it directly, but also addressing all women who claimed to be
patriotic. It did this in order to set the country back on track, and preserve the
America that previous generations had believed in and died for. The appeal invoked
courageous actions by past Americans in the face of adversity, and balked at women's
disinterest in the current crisis:
To idly declare ye "are not in politics" is cowardly evasion of a duty
peculiarly yours. Your silence is only commendable when there can be an
honest difference of opinion, but when the principles of American
independence are trampled under foot and republican institutions tottering and
ye nation "facing the greatest peril in its history," the loudest and firmest
protest should come from the descendants of the American Revolutionists.
There should be no "Tories" among ye Grand Dames and Daughters of those
brave old republicans who died that ye might live, and warned ye that "eternal
vigilance is the price of liberty."
Are ye vigilant?187
The appeal was signed by the league's president, Minorea Stearns Fitts, secretary,
C.D.M. Springer, and treasurer, Helen E. Kane, all of whom believed it was every
woman's duty to honour the sacrifice made by those who founded the US. The final
plea reveals the auxiliary's own pride and determination to see the antis' cause
fulfilled, and the country saved from itself: "Rise up, proud Dames and Daughters,

"To the Patriotic Women, Appeal of Woman's Anti-imperialistic League," Boston Globe, 3
October 1900,7.
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protest! Protest loudly or go down forever in dishonor, unworthy ye noble ancestors,
not deserving ye titles 'Patriotic Women,' 'Daughters of the American Revolution,'
'Colonial Dames of America.'"188 The women of the Illinois league believed in
America, and did not wish it to be disgraced by breaking with its roots. They did what
they could to appeal to women's own sense of duty, pride and patriotism.
Women involved in the leagues had other means of showing their support
despite their limited roles. Petitions, monetary support, and attendance at mass
meetings were ways women attempted to make a difference in the anti-imperialist
fight outside of the auxiliary organizations. Petitions were traditionally a particularly
useful tactic to demonstrate women's widespread support across the country. One
such petition originally out of Cleveland, Ohio caught the leagues' attention. The
Public, a periodical, reported in late 1899 that 2,060 women of Cleveland had signed
a petition against the war in the Philippines, and sent it to the Anti-Imperialist League
to forward to President McKinley and Congress.18 The secretary of the AntiImperialist League noted this petition in his report during the 1899 annual meeting.
Its mention is notable because women's appearance in official league reports were
scarce. The Cleveland petition was used by other women to help convince more
organizations to oppose imperialism. Some assistance came from a petition from the
Daughters of the Revolution containing 1,700 names.190 Leaders within the Ohio
WCTU used the petition to hasten the passage of resolutions locally and nationally by
"To the Patriotic Women, Appeal of Woman's Anti-imperialistic League," Boston Globe, 3
October 1900, 7.
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its organization against the war.191 Prominent suffragist Mrs. Isabella Beecher Hooker
took it upon herself to circulate another petition among Connecticut women, calling
on Congress to help the Filipinos form their own independent government.

These

kinds of petitions were only one of the political tactics employed by women to
influence policy. It is impossible to determine the effect of petitions on the President
or Congress, but their numbers alone suggest the multitudes of women supporting the
antis.
Women's monetary contributions were noted and praised by the leagues.
Anti -imperialist leaders such as Andrew Carnegie and Edward Atkinson were
wealthy, and many others helped finance the leagues' activities and publications.
Outside donations from members, or the general public were not discouraged
however. Women contributed to this support in such a number that they warranted
inclusion in the League's treasury report during the second annual meeting in 1900.
David Greene Haskins, Jr. waxed poetic about the gracious women willing to show
their opposition to imperialism financially:
There are noble-hearted ladies in Boston and New York who since the
formation of the League have contributed ten or a dozen times each to aid its
work; and have thus shown themselves, more conclusively than by
membership in all the patriotic societies, to be worthy daughters of the women
of 1776.
Haskins believed no contribution was too small, and urged more women to join the
cause through membership and monetary support. He printed testimonials from
women who had donated to further encourage others:
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A lady in the far West sent two dollars, saying that this righteous cause filled
her mind and supplied her reading to the exclusion of almost every other
interest. "But," she added, "I am an invalid, my whole source of income from
a house which has not been rented for many months. The sum I enclose is a
mite compared with what I would eagerly give if I possessed more."
Still another in October, enclosing only one dollar, wrote: "This is but little where
you need so much, but it makes six dollars in all that I have sent, and I am a widow,
sixty-five years old, unable to earn anything, and my income is less than two hundred
dollars a year, were it five hundred, I would give half of it for this cause."1 3 Among
these individual women donors were those with more prominence and wealth.
Josephine Shaw Lowell was one woman who was heavily involved in the New York
league, both as an activist and a financier.1

4

Women also were present for many anti-imperialist mass meetings. Secondary
sources about the antis that mention women usually do so in this capacity, and they
highlight, especially the first meeting at Faneuil Hall. Historians mention that women
made up roughly half of those in attendance that night, hardly an insignificant
number. ' What historians fail to follow up on is women's attendance at subsequent
meetings, and their participation as both spectators and, in some cases, speakers or
platform guests. After the founding meeting of the League, women were absent from
written accounts of meetings until the spring of 1899. In Chicago at the Central AntiImperialist League's Liberty meeting Jane Addams, Mrs. H.M. Wilmarth and Mrs.
Ella F. Young were present as vice-presidents. While women barred from joining the
leadership ranks of the national League, the state and local leagues included women,
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particularly if they were well-known in the community. Jane Addams spoke at this
meeting, but more often women were only counted or pictured in the audience as men
spoke.1 6 A meeting at Tremont Temple, Boston depicted women in the audience, as
did another meeting at Faneuil Hall which claimed that women made up roughly onefourth of those in attendance.197 Women did not appear in the same numbers after the
initial founding meeting at any later meeting, but did continue to attend in large
enough numbers to demonstrate their interest. At another meeting in Faneuil Hall,
500 people were recorded in attendance, with at least one-third of them women; this
means more than 150 women came out to hear a wide range of anti-imperialist
speeches.198 For the most part women were passive participants at these mass
meetings, with few notable exceptions.
Women's active involvement in the league received a boost in the aftermath
of the 1900 election, and the end of the war in the Philippines in 1902. Fully
embracing their new found inclusion, women continued to support and promote the
anti-imperialist agenda. Luncheons became the preferred form of mass meeting there,
women appeared to have a more equal standing with the male leaders. During the
annual meeting of the New England Anti-Imperialist League, a luncheon was held at
the Twentieth Century Club for over two hundred men and women. Officers were
reelected, resolutions passed, and women's participation was noted.199 One luncheon
in which women's contributions were especially evident was held on 13 May 1903 at
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the Hotel Bellevue. At this meeting, attended by roughly 125 men and women,
including leaders Erving Winslow and George S. Boutwell. It was presided over by
Mrs. Charles Gordon Ames (Fanny Baker). Speeches were delivered by Senorita
Clemencia Lopez, Mrs. Anna Garlin Spencer, Mrs. Lucia Ames Mead, Miss Alice
Stone Blackwell, Miss Maria L. Baldwin, and by only one man, John A. Hobson.
Senorita Lopez's speech was especially heartfelt as she described the situation in her
home country of the Philippines and the way the American military treated her
people. She explained how most of her people desired independence, but they were
patient, and willing to wait rather than continue to wage war; Americans needed to
understand the real situation and the true feelings of her people. The Filipinos, she
claimed, suffered as much under US occupation as under Spanish: "The cure has been
worse than the supposed disease."200 It appears from this luncheon that the leagues
had given up on the immediate independence of the Philippines, and instead were
working toward better conditions to facilitate eventual independence; they hoped at
least the bloodshed would cease.
The shift in the anti-imperialists' agenda was felt by other women as well.
Allowed in official leadership positions after 1901, women were faced with a
changing situation overseas. Filipino independence required more work, different
tactics, and patience; the focus needed to be on the present situation and how the antis
could help alleviate the suffering. The anti-imperialists held a meeting at Faneuil Hall
on 19 March 1903 to denounce the torture and destruction occurring in the
Philippines. Mrs. Ellen C. Richter was present on stage as the mother of a soldier who
had been tortured and killed by his own comrades. Her story described how the US
200
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War Department did very little to punish those responsible. Ritcher appealed to the
highest power in the government. President Roosevelt told her that her son's death
was a necessary disciplinary action, not murder. The antis wanted to illuminate the
tactics used by the government to suppress the Filipinos after the war had officially
ended. Senorita Lopez was also present at this particular meeting and provided a
letter she had received from her sister near Manila. Her sister explained how the
antagonistic nature of the American occupation caused local Filipinos to provoke US
soldiers into fights, and the soldiers in turn retaliated at later times with severe
punishments. The biggest concern in the letter was the actions of drunken soldiers
who attacked homes, '"This is not the first affair of this kind... When the soldiers are
drunk it happens every night.'"201 Stories like hers were not unusual for the antis to
use for their cause; tales of this kind of murder and mayhem were more likely to win
public support to their side.

Women Sympathizers of the League
Many women who championed the antis' cause outside of the restrictive
parameters of the anti-imperialist leagues. They chose to promote their own
arguments against imperialism in addition to spreading the antis' arguments to a
wider audience. These women may have been members or future officers of a league
working independently, or members or leaders of other reform organizations, but all
were invested in the spirit of anti-imperialism. Information about these women tends
to be limited, but three women are especially prominent in the record. These
reformers will be discussed separately. All of these women shared the arguments of
20i

"Tales of Torture in Philippines," Boston Globe, 20 March 1903, 1,3.

100
the antis. They were critical of the US for its new imperialist path, and sympathized
with and promoted the Philippine struggle for independence to an exceptional degree.
Newspaper articles and editorials gave these women the opportunity to express their
anti-imperialist beliefs outside of any organized affiliation. They shied away from
arguments that advanced their own or their organizations' agendas, instead focusing
on what was best for the country.
Depictions of the Filipinos ranged from victims of American barbarism and
greed, to freedom fighters worthy of independence. One woman, J.W.P., issued a plea
in the Springfield Republican calling upon American women to help the Filipinos win
independence. In her view it was necessary for the US to end the war. She did not
advocated direct support for the Filipinos as such, only "that they demand that this sin
shall cease, that America's shame may be wiped out ere it is too late!" This was a
common view of the Filipinos, that independence was not theirs to win, but that the
US must grant it to them. It was thought that women especially needed to speak on
their behalf to help achieve such a goal. J.W.P. particularly called upon traditional
patriotic women's groups, "While we wait the islanders are being murdered by
hundreds and a price put on the head of their brave leader!"202 This plea may have
been aimed at helping achieve Philippine independence, but the author shrouds this
argument by emphasizing the need for the US government to end the war for the sake
of its own honour and credit. Not only in J.W.P.'s case, but in other antis' arguments,
the Filipinos are used to illustrate the disastrous effects of imperialism on America,
and the need to return to its traditional wariness of overseas expansion and foreign
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entanglements. Support for Philippine independence was not a smokescreen though;
in other arguments it is construed as a legitimate cause worth defending.
Defense of the Filipinos and their fight for independence came from many
women who condemned the actions of American soldiers. Rebecca J. Taylor, a clerk
at the War Department recognized that the US had all but crushed the spirit of liberty
of the Filipinos:
Without an uncivilized mode of warfare during the last three years, the
"splendid work" could never have been accomplished. The struggle for liberty
would still be going on in Samar had not "the soldiers of the present day"
done that "splendid work" of creating a "howling wilderness."
Taylor was responding in her article to a reception held by the Sons of the American
Revolution in which President Roosevelt was honoured and toasted the "splendid
work" done by the soldiers in the Philippines. The anger and indignity toward her
country is evident in her words:
Is it a "splendid work" to hold up a people and rob them of country and
nationality at the point of bayonet? Is it a "splendid work" to turn the cannon
upon allies because they decline to yield their inalienable rights? Is it a
"splendid work" to sweep thousands from the earth because they take up arms
in defense of home and liberty?...Is it a "splendid work" to make God's fair
isles a "howling wilderness"?
Taylor, like other anti-imperialists, compared the Filipinos' struggle for independence
to that of America itself. They hoped to provoke a feeling of brotherhood with those
desiring the same opportunity as the Americans/Even after the war was officially
declared over, Taylor was optimistic that the Filipinos would one day gain their
freedom:
Long will Theodore Roosevelt drink to the health of those who wrought the
"splendid work" of death ere the spirit of liberty shall be crushed from the
souls of the infant heroes of the Philippines; but not till the land is left
desolate, not while humanity lives in the American heart, not till the doctrine
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of the brotherhood of man dies in Christendom, not until God forgets His
brown children will the flag "stay put" on the bloodsoaked soil of the
Philippines. Eternal shame on such ignoble warfare.
Not long after her article was published, Taylor was fired from her job at the War
Department. The Washington anti-imperialist league (the Liberty League) took up her
defense, suing the government for her reinstatement. Her case gained international
attention, and the government's actions did not impede her vocal outcry against its
imperialist policies and savage treatment of the Filipinos.
Toward the beginning of the war—while there was a chance of ending it—
women criticized the hypocrisy of the US waging an imperialistic war. M.C. Evan
wrote an open letter to politician Frederick H. Gillett condemning his change of
position on the Philippine war, stating "it is the sacred duty of the American legislator
to the citizen soldier to see to it that he is never forced to die in an unworthy cause."
Evan believed that by 1900 many soldiers knew their government had wronged both
themselves and the Filipinos; she quoted the letter of a soldier who claimed that,
"Justice is on the side of the Filipinos." Soldiers were not the only ones questioning
the government. According to Evan, mothers had little comfort when their sons were
killed in battle; one mother cried, "If he had only died for his country—but it is all
wrong, all wrong."204 For Evan and many others, war was being waged for all of the
wrong reasons. This was not like the Revolutionary war, or the Civil War, which
were fought for the honour and preservation of America; women could not support
the deformed principles the government now so righteously spouted. Celia B.
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Whitehead wrote an article imploring John Hay to stay true to a liberty-loving poem
he wrote before he became the Secretary of State. Her article describes what she
would say to the President if she were in Hay's position:
You can do a deed for freedom that shall echo 'round the world; or you can go
in the old unjust, senseless, lawless, tyrannical, useless ways followed by all
nations up to this time. You can show yourself a believer in liberty, in human
nature, in a worldwide brotherhood; or you can still swear allegiance to the
god of Force, and lean on the sword and gun which the nations have over and
over again proved to be but broken reeds that at the last pierced them to their
full. Does not all history show you that any peace obtained through them is
the peace of death, or of a sullen, rebellious hypocrisy?
Whitehead wanted the US to once again be the proverbial city on a hill, and to focus
its energy on making the country strong and enviable from within. Currently, she
said: "We have made the Americans hated and feared even as the Spaniards." She
advocated Philippine independence, and wished them the opportunity to learn and
grow as America once did. For Whitehead, the best course of action would be to,
"recall our army from its work of hate-breeding destruction, and use it in
construction," and, "show the Filipinos by example what a nation should be and
do."205 This was the America she could be proud of, and she believed it was
attainable.
Women also attempted to make sense of the government's actions and
arguments in support of its war against the Filipinos. The imperialists used God,
Christianity and the supposed "white man's burden" as justification for the war, but
that did not sit well with many women. Caroline H. Pemberton, a co-founder of the
American League of Philadelphia (an anti-imperialist league) found the US desire to
civilize the Filipinos was a direct contradiction to its decision to ally itself with
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Muslim tribes on the islands instead of embracing the already Christian tribes. She
attacked the government and the American Board of Foreign Missions with derision:
So let them not be dismayed—neither those who support foreign missions nor
those who conduct them: let them not imagine that we are guilty of
inconsistency in thus setting the heathen to work to destroy the Christians on
one side, while we destroy them on the other. Far from being inconsistent, we
are setting consistency on our foreheads like a shining jewel; or, rather, it
would be better to say, like the shining crescent on the brow of Mohammed,
whose "Christianity" we have adopted, and whose ethical principles we are
carrying out.
Pemberton did not believe the US should adopt this strategy. She felt that by turning
their backs on the Christian population of the Philippines, Americans were not only as
savage as the war-loving Muslims, but as doomed as their European counterparts:
Coming down to modern times, we can cheer ourselves by remembering that
the British in 1776 armed the naked, painted, American Indians against the
patriotic Americans; therefore let us not flinch from arming the heathen tribes
of Luzon against the patriotic Christians of Luzon. We have an excellent
precedent for doing; many, many precedents among those nations of the old
world who shall say to us mournfully:
"Art though become as weak as we? Art thou become like unto us? How art
thou fallen from Heaven, O Lucifer, son of the morning! How art thou cut
down to the ground which didst weaken the nations!"
Her sarcastic and mocking tone were meant to demonstrate how blind the US was
toward its situation in relation to its past and the experience of other nations. The
country needed to learn from other nations' mistakes or face repeating them on its
own. This strategy would not bring the success America was used to; instead, by
adopting these tactics the country forfeited its traditional place as the new light in the
world, the bringers of freedom and liberty.
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The goal of uplifting other races as part of the "white man's burden" was
likewise considered by women. Some questioned the idea itself, others focused
specifically on the issues of race implicit in it. Rebecca J. Taylor challenged the idea
of the "white man's burden" and the contention of it as a divine plan for the AngloSaxon race. She writes tongue in cheek about the argument that Americans did not
ask to be the bearers of such a duty, but once called on by God, it was impossible to
refuse:
From the so-called best authorities upon the subject I gather that the Almighty
set a trap for the American nation about two years ago into which it
unwittingly fell, and that while it was thus ensnared, He bound something they
called the "white man's burden" upon the backs of our unsuspecting
people.. .Upon closer inspection it was found that the pack was nothing less
than the destiny of all humanity that has not yet fully undergone the process of
bleaching. The latest authorities all seem to agree that said pack will never roll
off said American back and others until said Anglo-Saxons have either
subjugated or exterminated said unbleached humanity.
Taylor did not believe those who advocated this new idea from God, but rather called
attention to the true message of Christ. She saw the hypocrisy in the "white man's
burden" and refused to support this distortion of God's word by His ostensibly chosen
few:
I am free to admit that as a humble individual I have not been taken into the
confidence of the Ruler of the Universe relative to this trap-pack business, the
same having apparently only been revealed to that chosen few known as
politicians. While admitting that it is high treason to doubt the revelation
mysteriously entrusted to said favored few, I somehow can't reconcile the
Fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man with that blood-soaked
bundle, and while an American, as a Christian I for one decline to take it
up.207
Taylor wanted the US to take up the mission of peace and aid toward all nations, not
to engage in race warfare. Mrs. Jefferson Davis, wife of the former President of the
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Confederacy, also saw the Philippine war in racial terms. She was concerned about
how the US would deal with its new possessions. While Davis' views can be
interpreted as racist, they also addressed the problem of taking up the "white man's
burden" when the US had yet to solve its race issues at home. She examined the
problems already faced domestically as a way to determine what must be done about
the Philippines:
The questions is, what are we going to do with these additional millions of
negroes? Civilize them? You might bring all the processes of civilization to
bear upon the negro, and you may educate him; but, except in isolated cases,
you cannot make him thrifty. After the negro has acquired knowledge, he
usually does not know how best to apply it; and advocates of the higher
education of the race have been in many cases grievously disappointed in the
outcome of their best efforts, though certainly among the race there are
striking exceptions that only prove the rule...
Davis acknowledged the country's failure to "civilize" or "Americanize" the freed
African-Americans, and did not wish the Filipinos to become their next failed project.
Until the US determined the best way to govern and care for its own people, she
believed it would be in the Filipinos' best interest to govern themselves:
What are we to do with this mighty negro population, who do not speak our
language and come to us in enforced citizenship and full of smoldering
discontent?...I see only one solution to the problem. Give the Filipinos the
right to govern themselves under certain restrictions, commercial and
otherwise, and refuse to burden the United States with fresh millions of
foreign negroes whose standards are different and whose language is alien—at
least until we have solved the race problem here at home.
What sounds like racist rhetoric from Mrs. Davis tied in with male antis' concerns
with solving problems at home. Regardless of race, America needed uplifting itself.
Concern for the country and the need to steer it back to its republican ideals
was the focus of many women. They supported the antis because they believed antiMrs. Jefferson David, "Why We Do Not Want the Philippines," The Arena, vol. XXIII, January
1900, 1-4, Foner, 235-236.
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imperialism was right for the US. Sara Hammond Palfrey expressed this sentiment in
an editorial in 1902:
Lately I sent a strong protest against our war in the Philippines to one of the
gentlest gentlewomen of my acquaintance. In acknowledging it she wrote. "I
am an anti-imperialist myself, though, when our country really went to war, I
thought it ought to be supported."
Mr. Editor, if such a woman found that her nearest and dearest—brother,
father, son or husband—was planning robbery with murder, would she think
that she ought to "support" him (i.e. to become his accomplice) in it? Would
she not rather move heaven and earth to save him from the sin, the shame, and
the inevitable consequences of it? Is the robbery of one man by one man a
greater or less crime than the robbery and murder of ten thousand men by
twenty thousand men?
Palfrey's analogy demonstrates how misguided the American peoples' support was
for the war and the imperialists. She still believed in her country, knowing it could be
put back on the path of good and righteousness, instead of falling prey to the lust of
empire which besotted Europe, changing them for the worse. Palfrey ends with a plea
to the people to shift their patriotism toward saving their country from itself, using
Carl Schurz's motto: '"Our country, right or wrong,—when right, to be kept right,—
when wrong, to be set right.'"209
Individuals
As the first women to be granted leadership status in the national AntiImperialist League, Jane Addams, Lucia Ames Mead, and Josephine Shaw Lowell
provide a valuable glimpse of women's involvement in the movement. These
women's contributions require a more in depth study into their lives and ideas, and
the experiences they brought to the cause. Were they so successful in recruiting
women to anti-imperialism because of their reform work, their participation in
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suffrage, or their peace activism? Did they use the antis to help further their own
purposes and refine their own ideas? Whatever their reasons for opposing
imperialism, Jane Addams, Lucia Ames Mead and Josephine Shaw Lowell each
believed they could make a difference.
At the commencement of the Spanish-American War, these women were in
different places in their lives. Jane Addams was in her early years of reform work,
and had only begun to contemplate the promotion of peace; Lucia Ames Mead had
recently attended a conference on international arbitration at Lake Mohonk, married
peace activist Edwin Mead, and was quickly becoming invested in the peace
movement. Both were young reformers starting to form and refine their ideas from
their experiences, and were optimistic they could help change America for the better.
Josephine Shaw Lowell may not have shared her counterparts' youth but she took up
the Filipinos' cause with as much vigour and energy as she could before her death in
1905. While they resided in different cities, Chicago, Boston and New York
respectively, they made it a point to get involved in the promotion of peace and antiimperialism both locally and nationally.
Jane Addams was arguably the most well-known woman in the United States
by the end of the nineteenth century. The antis must have viewed her as a great asset
by virtue of her celebrity status and ability to articulate ideas and organize reform
efforts. Addams' success with Hull House and her positive interactions with women
and immigrants prompted her begin to branch out in her reform activities and broaden
her thoughts on changing society. Addams was already an experienced political
activist in 1898; she had considerable practice lobbying legislators and speaking
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publicly about legislative and municipal reforms. Addams was also attuned to the
issue of the political standing of women; suffragists wanted her to champion their
cause. Suffrage for Addams, however, was conceived in pragmatic terms: to develop
as citizens, women needed civic experiences. The success of Hull House— a womenrun settlement house—demonstrated this to Addams; and she believed that every
woman could and should play a civic role and be a politically and socially active
citizen.210
As a reformer, Addams was interested in ideas of democracy and morality.
Cultural pluralism and pragmatism were at the center of her thinking. Addams was
interested in gradual social change, advocating dialogue rather than direct revolution.
From her work with Hull House residents, she had learned that different voices and
opinions were necessary for any movement for change. Social movements had to
provide a space for the unheard voices to be part of the dialogue. To be a more moral
democracy, Addams believed, the US needed to facilitate interaction of different
races, genders and classes by promoting empathy and tolerance. The idea of a more
pragmatic cooperation in society also formed the basis of her thoughts on peace. Her
pragmatic philosophy led her to believe that, "absolutism and entrenched beliefs in
'infallible truths' would develop into the types of dogmatism that has led to violence
throughout the last century."2" Only pragmatic flexibility and a willingness to adapt
and change with new information and ideas could bring peace.
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The Spanish-American and Philippine wars gave Addams an opportunity to
refine her ideas about peace and the alternatives to war. She would continue to
advocate these ideas through the First World War until her death in 1935. Her first
public discussion of pacifism and her first public show of support for the antiimperialists, was a speech at a rally in Chicago in 1899. Her speech, "Democracy or
Militarism" attempted to explain how war was detrimental to democracy and in turn
to society, and why peace was the better way to live and govern. For Addams, "peace
has come to mean a larger thing. It is no longer merely absence of war, but the
unfolding of life processes which are making for a common development.. .It has
come to be a rising tide of moral feeling, which is slowly engulfing all pride of
conquest and making war impossible." This speech, its later revision, and its
incorporation into others works allowed Addams to fine tune her thoughts about how
the US could become a peace promoting country. The war seemed like a step
backward, "National events," she claimed, "determine our ideals, as much as our
ideals determine national events," making the American people just as guilty as the
government for encouraging war.212
Addams hoped to find a moral substitute to war that would be productive, not
destructive. The destructive force of war, according to Addams, was connected to
society's inability to nurture its citizens and their democratic spirit. She had hoped
that the shift in attitudes from war to restraint and morality in the decades following
the Civil War would create new leaders:
Some of us were beginning to hope that we were getting away from the ideals
set by the Civil War, that we had made all the presidents we could from men
212
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who had distinguished themselves in that war, and were coming to seek
another type of man. That we were ready to.. .recognize that the man who
cleans a city is greater than he who bombards it, and the man who irrigates a
plain greater than he who lays it waste.
Addams believed that improving society and working together in reform was the
noble, courageous way of the future. People supported war not for economic or
patriotic reasons, but from a basic human desire for adventure and self-sacrifice. If
only the US could replicate this for its own society, and find a different outlet that
was more appropriate for the civilized people of an exceptional nation. This argument
had subtle gender connotations. The same heroic self-sacrifice that men desired in
war was also being demonstrated by social reformers, specifically women.

For

Addams it was men who needed to get over "these childish notions of power, these
boyish ideas of adventure, these veritable rabble conceptions of what pleasure and
manliness and courage consist in."214 To focus on improving the greater community,
nurturing needed to be recognized as valid and important work for everyone, not just
women. Peace required cultivation and effort:
it seems so much more magnificent to do battle for the right than patiently to
correct the wrong...We allure our young men not to develop but to exploit.
We turn their imaginations from the courage and toil of industry to the
bravery and endurance of war. We incite their ambitions not to irrigate, to
make fertile and sanitary the barren plains of the savage, but to fill it with
military posts and to collect taxes and tariffs.
Until society altered its perception from the glory of war to the glory of
interdependence and working together to better the community and strengthen
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democracy, Addams' arguments would continue to fall on deaf ears. Addams saw her
male students at Hull House as representative American men:
I made the simple argument that it was quite as noble to maneuver as if to
clean the city in order to prevent disease and save life as it was to maneuver as
if to charge into an enemy and kill our fellow men.
I found that if I sat by or handled the spade myself, talking lustily meanwhile
of the dignity of human life and labor, the boys would keep at it, albeit
somewhat shamefacedly. But if they were left without this stimulus for a
single evening they pretended the spades were guns and went back to military
tactics. I honestly doubt if now I could even get them to touch a spade, so
besotted have we all become with the notion of military glory.215
Through diligence and constant stimulus, Addams believed American men could
change.
Lucia Ames Mead devoted her life to peace activism and was optimistic about
the future. Mead shared a reformist background with Addams. She began her work by
drawing attention to the plight Boston's poor; she was a supporter of the settlement
house movement, and joined the suffragists, eventually becoming president of the
Massachusetts Woman's Suffrage Association. Mead, like Addams, also did not
become involved in peace activism until the war with Spain broke out. With her
husband, Edwin D. Mead, she took up the torch of peace and arbitration, carrying it
until her death in 1936.216 The anti-imperialists gave Mead the opportunity to
participate in rallies and meetings, and she spoke to many different audiences. Mead's
condemnation of imperialism focused on the consequences and militarism, and on
providing the public with the true facts about war. Like many peace advocates she
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was concerned with shifting international relations toward cooperation and away from
competition, but also focused on making her own country better.217
Mead strongly opposed the hypocrisy of her country and the imperialists'
purposeful misuse of words and figures. Mead believed the government was
misleading the public, by masking the true consequences of the Philippine war, and
that was a dangerous abuse of power. Mead was especially concerned about how such
dishonestly would affect peoples' memory of the war. In one article Mead uncovers
the true casualty numbers of US soldiers in comparison to Filipinos, the supposedly
"cruel, relentless and desperate foe":
There has been much passionate rhetoric concerning our losses in the
Philippines; but when we compare the losses endured with those inflicted, we
realize how much we have been mischievously misled and have been kept in
the realm of fancy instead of fact. We need not here rehearse the chapter of
tortures which has made us sick, nor the shameful details of particular
engagements; but these impressive sum totals it is important for all of us to
remember. The hour is surely near when the history which we have been
making in these years will come up for stern and just review before the
returning sanity and conscience of the nation... Pending that time our chief
duty is to keep the record straight; and you who have done so much noble
service will, I am sure, thank me for this correction.218
To protect the public against such patriotic deception Mead advocated better
education about issues related to war and peace. Education would also help to define
and illuminate the words people used to discuss such issues. This was a major
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problem for Mead both before and during the war. The Maine disaster, for example,
was misrepresented to the public by yellow journalists. Those who debated the
Philippine war, Mead insisted, needed to get their facts straight and clarify their
arguments: "Defenders of McKinley's position clouded the issue...by claiming that
an American presence in the archipelago served the interests of the native peoples,
thus American behavior was not 'imperialistic.' "219 Mead believed, unless the record
was set straight and words defined the US would suffer for it.
Josephine Shaw Lowell wholeheartedly supported the anti-imperialists and
spent her last years fighting for Filipino independence. Like Addams and Mead,
Lowell was an active reformer concerned with bringing morality back into society
and politics. Lowell fought many battles, learning to organize protest movements as
an abolitionist, and as a suffrage and civil service reformer. Her vast experience was a
great benefit to the anti-imperialists. Lowell was a member of the New England
league, helped start the New York branch, gave speeches, petitioned government
leaders like Roosevelt, and was historian Joan Waugh put it, "in constant contact with
national, state, and local leaders of the anti-imperialist movement, asking for, and
dispensing, advice and information about new and better ways to influence public
opinion and government policy."220 Lowell also aided the antis financially; and in
1905 she and Edward Ordway formed the Filipino Progress Association to further
pressure the US to grant Philippine independence.221 Falling victim to a persistent
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illness, Lowell remained hopeful to the end that anti-imperialist work was
worthwhile. She was convinced it was positively affecting government policy.
Lowell's public stance against imperialism and the Philippine war was
motivated by an urgent desire to save both America and the people it oppressed.
McKinley and the imperialists were damaging the country at home, and disgracing it
abroad. The presidential election of 1900 was a rallying point for Lowell. She
supported William Jennings Bryan, the anti-imperialist candidate, and earnestly
appealed to the public to use this opportunity to denounce the actions of McKinley. A
vote for McKinley was a vote for continued imperialism and subjugation of
independence seeking peoples:
Because by [William Jennings Bryan] election the people would free
themselves from complicity in the crimes committed by President McKinley
against the Puerto Ricans and Filipinos. Until now the people have had no
chance to approve or condemn, but after November 6 they must bear their
share of the blood-guiltiness unless they express their abhorrence of those
acts.222
The public needed to recognize that the US was in the wrong, and Lowell urged
voters to do their part to set it right. Lowell saw her country "convicted not only as a
'criminal aggressor,' but as a hypocritical aggressor,"223 and worried that, "when the
people of the United States consent to deprive another people of its rights and
liberties, they strike a terrific blow at the foundations upon which stand their own
rights and liberties." The election for Lowell was America's "make or break"
moment; she invoked Lincoln's words proclaiming the nation to be unable to survive
as half-empire, half-republic. She implored the public to see that, "we paid a bitter
222
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price to free ourselves from the sin of slavery, and the nation will again pay a bitter
price to free itself from the sin of empire, if, driven by fear of financial distress or
lured by hope of wealth, it now deserts its ancient ideals."

For Lowell, war and

imperialism were too high a price to pay.
Lowell's conviction that imperialism and war would bring about the downfall
of the American people was born of her previous war experiences. The evocation of
the Civil War was persistent in her anti-imperialist arguments. In a speech at an antiimperialist rally Lowell explained the difference between these wars, and the
similarities of all wars. The Civil War was fought for "noble purposes;" yet it still
caused moral deterioration. Lowell hypothesized that the Philippine war was no such
noble war:
What can be said of a war in which the nation makes no sacrifice, does not
even feel the weight of added taxation, goes about its own selfish business and
its own selfish pleasures exactly as if not in any sense responsible for the war?
Not only can no moral good come from such a war, but great moral evil must
ensue.
She felt the disgrace of her country, not patriotism, and was ashamed by the wide gulf
between its actions and its principles. The US had betrayed its traditions, and "there is
no other nation upon whom so dire moral injury could be inflicted, for there is no
other which has so precious a heritage to lose." Lowell believed that by disgracing the
nation's founding principles, the McKinley administration put at risk not only the
own liberties of Americans but those of the Filipinos as well.
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Filipino independence became Lowell's passion, and she advocated for them
as strongly as she did her own country. In her articles supporting Bryan she argued
that the Filipinos would recognize his election as confirmation of their right to
freedom. Lowell explained that, "were Bryan elected, the Filipinos would joyfully
recognize that the people of the United States mean to do them justice, and all the
efforts of the Bryan administration would be met by them in a trustful and pacific
spirit."226 When Bryan failed to be elected the Filipinos continued to fight the
Americans. Lowell found another avenue to regain their confidence and "good faith."
She and her friend Edward Ordway kept up the battle for the Philippines'
independence, and as her health declined Lowell relied on Ordway to continue
agitating on her behalf. Hoping the government might be open to antis' suggestions
after the war was declared over in 1902, Lowell and Ordway created the Philippine
Independence Committee and the Filipino Progress Association. Lowell reached out
to fellow anti-imperialists to help force the government listen. In 1904 she wrote
Senator Hoar hoping he would represent her organization's interests at the upcoming
Republican convention:
Knowing your deep interest in the cause of Philippines independence and that
that interest rests mainly on your devotion to the ideals of the people of the
United States and the principles of the Republican Party, I make no apology
for appealing to you for help at this crucial moment.
Lowell further explained that she had spent five months attracting Republicans to her
cause. The result had been "the formation of the Philippine Independence
Committee" and "the approval by signature of a petition in both national conventions
to declare in favor of the ultimate independence of the Filipinos by Judges, Bishops
Josephine Shaw Lowell, "Two Reasons in Favor of the Election of William Jennings Bryan," City
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and archbishops, college presidents, college professors, ministers and clergymen,
lawyers, doctors." Lowell's desire was to see Hoar present her petition in hopes that
it, "would arouse unbounded [enthusiasm] both in the Convention and throughout the
country."227 Lowell remained optimistic until her death, and others afterward
continued to advocate for Philippine independence. These advocates encountered
moderate success until the Filipinos' official freedom came in the aftermath of the
Second World War, after nearly a half century of fighting.

The Anti-Imperialist League held its final meeting in 1920. Its success is
difficult to determine. Some historians credit its efforts for the country's disinterest
in further territorial overseas expansion, while others see the antis' movement as a
complete failure. David S. Patterson believes the antis succeeded as moralists:
As moral critics the anti-imperialists reminded Americans of their complicity
in acquiescing silently in their nation's reprehensible actions in the
Philippines, caused many zealous imperialists to moderate their expansionist
rhetoric, and helped to restore a widespread anticolonial consensus in the
United States after 1900.228
Women played a significant role in this moral success, as they were able to appeal to
other women and shame the general public who consented to imperialism by their
silence and inaction. Part of the anti-imperialists' goal was to raise consciousness,
affect public opinion, and politicize citizens. Women helped in all of these areas,
through their direct involvement in the leagues, and through their independent voices
in support of the antis' and the Filipinos' cause. Women's involvement in anti227
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imperialist and peace activism did not end with the war, and many of those who
participated between 1898 and 1902 intensified their efforts, and eventually organized
and led their own movements for peace. The anti-imperialist movement was a
stepping stone for those women devoted to peace and international cooperation who
would later inspire others to take up the cause, question war and remind America of
its forgotten principles and morality.
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Conclusion: Imperialism and Beyond
Women activists during the Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars
continued their various reform work into the twentieth century. Many women became
more involved in the peace movement. A number of connections can be drawn
between the women of 1898 and those who established the first women's peace
organization in 1915. Women's actions and ideas progressed and evolved over time.
They learned from their previous experiences, built on them, and adapted to the
changing situations in American society. While women involved in the peace
movement in 1915 altered their arguments from the past, similarities are evident
between responses and opinions. The experiences of activist women during the 1 8981905 crisis influenced those who helped organize the Woman's Peace Party. The
WPP became the US section of the Women's International League for Peace and
Freedom, which is the oldest women's peace organization in the United States.
Women began to develop their ideas about peace throughout the nineteenth
century. These ideas changed as women began to branch out into their own separate
organizations. Peace organizations in the nineteenth century were led by men, but
women participated in large numbers as members. In some instances they were given
limited leadership positions; for example, in the 1890s, women made up more than
half of the Universal Peace Union's membership and one third of its executive. Most
women worked for peace through their own temperance and suffrage organizations;
these groups had a separate department or committee devoted to peace issues.
Different organizations held beliefs about the nature of peace and violence,
using biological or social frameworks to support its arguments. Many activist women
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believed that men were typically more susceptible to violence and war; women were
thought to be more nurturing. Suffragist Elizabeth Cady Stanton argued that
socialization caused "male values [to be] a destructive force," and that men were,
"stern, selfish, aggrandizing, loving war, violence, conquest, [and] acquisition."229
"Separate spheres" rhetoric promoted these ideas, and biology blended with
socialization. Many Americans believed that men were rational, competitive, and
better suited for activities like business, politics and war. Women on the other hand, it
was believed, were nurturers, emotional, and suited for caring for the home and
family. Peace activists recognized the advantages of these characteristics. Many also
came to realize that women suffered greatly from war and violence, and thus activism
was required.
Women had limited opportunities to directly agitate for peace in the late
nineteenth century. The Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars tested their
dedication. The previous chapters discuss women and their organizations' different
responses to the wars and the issue of imperialism. Despite women's shared
opposition to violence and militarism, they were not unified in their promotion of
peace. Many women believed the wars were a product of uncontrolled male power.
Suffragists especially used this idea to their advantage, claiming women's peaceful
influence was crucial to the nation's well-being. The wars did however help revive
the peace movement in the US; forty-five new organizations were created between

Harriet Hyman Alonso, Peace as a Women's Issue: A History of the Us Movement for World Peace
and Women's Rights (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 1993), 47,44.
230

Linda K. Schott, Reconstructing Women's Thoughts: The Women's International League for Peace
and Freedom Before World War //(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1997), 11.

122
1901 and 1914.231 These organizations for the most part, continued to be led by men,
and promoted peace for economic reasons. Women, on the other hand, were
concerned about immorality, and the degradation of American principles through the
subjugation of the new possessions. They also worried about the domestic affect of
imperialism. Many activist women feared that patriotism would come to represent
imperialism, war, and greed.232 Women's fractured efforts for peace did not meet
with much success during the crisis between 1898 and 1902.
Women peace activists provided a more unified response to the First World
War. Many women who had worked for peace through the suffrage movement, had
developed international relationships with organizations such as the International
Woman Suffrage Alliance and the International Council of Women. A European war
threatened the women's right cause, and American women formed the Woman's
Peace Party (WPP) to advocate for peace and support their sisters abroad. Many WPP
leaders, such as Jane Addams, Lucia Ames Mead, Anna Howard Shaw and Carrie
Chapman Catt had lived through the Spanish-American and Philippine-American
wars, and likely drew on their experiences. The first meeting of the WPP in 1915 was
open to all women's organizations with a peace department or committee. Over 3000
women responded from groups such as the WCTU, and the Daughters of the
American Revolution. Despite the WPP's commitment to both peace and suffrage,
Catt and the NAWSA distanced its involvement. Catt worried that the promotion of
peace would not be advantageous to the suffrage cause.233
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The WPP encompassed different arguments regarding women's responsibility
toward peace. Addams and Shaw, in particular, agreed that women were particularly
suited for the promotion of peace. Shaw believed that women's role as mothers
demanded their opposition to war. Addams argued women were nurturers, thus they
should view war as destructive to their life's work and purpose. " These arguments
were not unique to the WPP or the First World War; women had made similar
arguments during the wars against Spain and the Philippines. The WPP faced similar
difficulties during the First World War, which many women and anti-imperialists had
previously experienced. Unlike the women's groups in the early 1900s, the WPP
survived its many divisions.
The United States' entrance into the European war troubled the WPP. Like the
women activists during the previous wars, in 1917 women once again had to respond
to the country's belligerency. Prior to President Wilson's declaration of war, the WPP
had the freedom to pass resolutions for peace measures such as the limitations of
arms, mediation of the European conflict, the creation of international laws to prevent
war, and the removal of economic causes of war. Members also found it much easier
to unite behind the fundamental principle of women's responsibility to protect human
life. " Additionally, the WPP encountered divisive problems regarding suffrage,
defining its pacifism, and determined how to address war relief work. Many women
found it difficult to maintain their peace activism during the war; WPP membership
declined as women left to take up war work. Others likely disassociated themselves
from peace groups because Wilson had declared it treasonous to oppose his policies,
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and deported many "traitors." Addams—unwavering in her peace stance—was
condemned by her friends and the public at large; some opponents "portrayed her as
an unpatriotic subversive out to demasculinize the nation's sons."

The anti-

imperialists of the early 1900s had been labeled traitors by their opponents, but
attacks were rarely specifically directed toward those women involved. Organizations
like the WCTU and the NAWSA also did not face public opposition in its promotion
of anti-imperialism. Anti-imperialist women were spread among various
organizations, making it possible that they did not receive the same attention as the
WPP. The consequences of American involvement in the First World War were
reminiscent of the anti-imperialists' experiences almost twenty years earlier.
The WPP's success did not materialize from its attempts at keeping the US
out of the war; instead its experiences were formative for future women's peace work.
WPP leaders recognized the problems which plagued its organization, and worked to
fix them. After the First World War, the WPP became the US section of the newly
formed Women's International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF). Once
women's suffrage was granted in 1920, the WILPF built upon women's power and
began to establish its peace role in the US. The WILPF attempted to embrace the
differences among women, and discover unity within diversity. Social reforms
continued to be a priority as a way to promote peace. Many activists believed funds
for war and military preparedness distracted from alleviating domestic problems. The
WILPF began moving away from other women's organizations' previous goals, and
embraced other causes outside of peace and women's rights. In this instance, the
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group's diversity of opinions and actions ensured its survival; the WILPF continued
to argue for peace as women's special duty, but extended its approach. Some
activists continued to advocate Shaw's motherhood argument, while others believed
suffrage had granted them greater responsibilities. And many saw women's
cooperation as the best way to curb men's damaging influence on society.

The

women of 1898 encountered a diversity of arguments and actions which weakened
their cause for peace and anti-imperialism. The WILPF, instead, embraced and were
unified through its differences. The Second World War, like the previous wars, posed
similar problems to the organization. The WILPF, however, had finally realized that
there were more pressing issues than women's rights; it could not solely support
causes that furthered its own organization. The war forced women to find new allies
in other peace organizations and shifted their focus to promoting the United Nations,
and opposition to nuclear weapons. Women's issues did not take centre stage again
for the WILPF until the 1970s and 1980s. Over time, the WILPF was able to solve the
problem faced by anti-imperialist women, and:
The WIL succeeded, though, because its worldview included a profound
appreciation of pluralism, both cultural and political. The women who led the
WIL understood that women varied in many ways—ethnically, racially,
religiously, politically—but they also believed that women shared some
common socially constructed characteristics. Likewise, they acknowledged
and appreciated the diversity among cultures but never lost sight of the
common humanity shared by all.
Most women's organizations in the late nineteenth century had been missing these
concepts. The WCTU, NAWSA and anti-imperialist women viewed the situation in
the Philippines as an "us versus them" dichotomy, even during its attempts to make
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common cause with the Filipinos. WPP leaders in 1915 still embraced this idea,
because they organized on behalf of their European sisters.
The WPP and WILPF were linked to the anti-imperialists in more than just
arguments. The US had shift from territorial to economic imperialism after the bloody
results in the Philippines. The government directed its foreign policy toward new
economic initiatives in south and central America. The WPP continued the antiimperialist tradition by opposing US intervention in Haiti in 1915. It also protested
against the establishment of American military bases in Nicaragua, troops in the
Dominican Republic, and the purchase of the Virgin Islands from Denmark without
the islanders' consent. Throughout the 1920s and 1930s the WILPF remained
committed anti-imperialists. It continued to criticize US economic imperialism, and
the military presence in the Dominican Republic, Puerto Rico and Nicaragua.
Independence for the Philippines and Samoa also became a concern for the WILPF.
Building upon the WCTU and suffrage tradition, the WILPF established chapters
internationally; by the 1930s the WILPF had contacts in Mexico, Argentina,
Guatemala, and Bolivia. The main goal of its new anti-imperialism was the
prevention of US intervention in other countries.239 Women's anti-imperialism
during the Spanish-American and Philippine-American wars helped to establish a
tradition of women's peace activism. They set examples for later situations to be
replicated and improved upon. The WILPF's strategy toward advocating for peace
has allowed it to adapt to the changing situations of the twentieth and twenty-first
centuries. It continues to operate internationally today.
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While women's anti-imperialist efforts between 1898-1905 did not encounter
immediate success, it is important to trace their arguments and actions to later
generations of women who opposed imperialism. These women helped to build a
foundation for women-run peace organizations. Women's success, like the antiimperialists', was gradual, but left an impression. Women's anti-imperialist efforts
are important in and of themselves, as both another dimension to the imperialist
debate, and as an addition to the history of women's organizations. Women's
response to the wars largely depended upon the organizations they supported. Studies
of these separate organizations' response have only recently appeared, and have yet to
be incorporated into a greater narrative, fully exploring women's position within the
debate. More information detailing women's response has yet to be analyzed and
discussed. Women were involved in writing anti-imperialist poetry, as one example,
and it is possible that correspondence and personal writings on the imperialism issue
are hidden within collections of men's letters and papers. Other women's
organizations and clubs also likely debated the wars at meetings or within the pages
of its newspapers. These organizations also tended to consist of mostly middle and
upper class, educated, northern, white women. Evidence from other classes or races
are not as available, and would prove challenging to uncover. This short discussion
sets a foundation for exploring women's opinions and actions regarding American
imperialism. Women's major reactions most likely originated with the main
organizations, but further evidence may reveal other arguments and responses.
Women's arguments about peace and imperialism have changed over time and
through different circumstance, but the women of 1898 began defining women's role
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within US foreign policy. They demonstrated to the government that imperialism and
war were not universally accepted, and that women desired greater participation to
prevent future actions. Imperialist and anti-imperialist women differed from the male
supporters in one very important way—their response was from a distinctly woman's
perspective. This is not to say that men and women promoted different arguments;
instead it addresses societal beliefs of the time. Women's perspective on imperialism
was uniquely theirs because in various ways it reflected their socialization and the
developing consciousness of their equal rights. At their core though, women shared
the anti-imperialists' goal. Robert Beisner sums up the anti-imperialists' position as
being:
Primarily and overwhelmingly concerned with their own country—its
security, prosperity, constitutional integrity, and moral and physical health—
and not with the fate of Filipinos, Cubans, Hawaiians, or Puerto Ricans.
Although they could and did defend the rights of these peoples, their
fundamental purpose was to defend the interests of the United States.
The same can be said of activist women within the WCTU, NAWSA and antiimperialist organizations. Some women sympathized with the people of the new
territories, but ultimately they were more concerned with promoting their own causes,
and protecting the US from the consequences of imperialism. It is important to note
that despite the WCTU and suffragists' opportunism, women involved in the antiimperialist leagues and auxiliaries demonstrated that a significant number of women
did take up the cause regardless of their support for other commitments and causes.
Further study is required to discover more evidence of women's responses to
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imperialism outside of organizations, and to determine to magnitude of women's
participation.
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