(Y

=15~

\
H
i

FROM FOUNDING FATHER TO SACRIFICIAL SON

THE TRANSFORMATION OF JOHN BROWN i

‘In the course of the final assault on the enginehouse
of the Harper®'s Ferry Federal Arsenal in which John Brown
had barricaded himself with the remaining members of his
raiding party on the morning of October 8,1859, Lieutenant
Israel Green struck the old man with his sword before try-
ing to run him through with a savage underthrust that rais-
ed him completely from the ground; the blade was deflected
and bent double, but the assailant continued, beating his
victim on the head with the hilt of his sword. John Dain-
gerfield, one of the hostages, who was "not two feet from
Brown at the time”, supposed that the old man®s skull was
split and “did not know till some time later that Brown
was not killed*.(1) As chance would have it, Lieutenant
Green had left his battle sword in the barracks and was
armed, at the time of the attack, with only a light dress
sword - a detail that no doubt saved John Brown's life
and rendered possible the prison coda that was to follow,
altering in the process public perception of the meaning
of the raid. For it is clear that there are two separate
parts to the Harper's Ferry expedition; the first comes to
a close when the United States Marines storm the engine-
house on October 18, the second ends in the apotheosis of
John Brown, hung from the gallows on December 2. Between
these two dates he calmly received a stream of newspaper-
men and visitors in his cell (Oates (2) cites Coppoc's
claim that no less than 800 people visited the jail in a
two-day period) and kept up a voluminous correspondence
with family, supporters, critics, and the simply curious.
The Virginla authorities, by allowing uninterrupted access
to the prisoner, and by postponing his execution so that
he faced death alone, seemed perversely intent on facili-
tating martyrdom. His letters, writes Villard. “were a
far - for them - more dangerous weapon than the Sharp's
rifle they had taken from him at Harper's Ferry”.(3) "No
theatrical ‘manager,” remarked Thoreau, "could have arranged
things so wisely to give effect to his behavior and words.®
(4) Later historians such as Nevins,(5) hostile to John
Brown, will begrudge him his unerring instinct for finding
and keeping the center of the stage, as if he should have
had the common decency to keep passion out of the cold and
calculating business of real politics. But as to the nature
of the public conversion, there is no question. Immediately
after the event the Northern press is almost unanimous in
condemning the invasion as misguided if not simply crazy.
On the day after Brown's capture Thoreau notes that he has
“seen no hearty approbation for this man in any abolition
Journal*.(6) On the day of the execution, however, church
bells are rung throughout the North, prelude to a wave of
_%dolatry that was to spread not only by the written word

and song) but by images as well - from nine-color chromos
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of his life sold by newspapers as a promction gimmick to
Victor lugo's imaginative sketch of the pallows scene.

The highly lyric effects achieved during the reprieve
which Lieutenant Green unintentionnlly granted his victim
inevitably color our perception of the hero, especially as
the "miraculous”, “meteor-like”(7) character of John Brown's
intrusisn into the ongoing debate about slavery tends to
rob him of historical density.(8) History books reduce him
to » single act that strikes out of nowhere, and the Harper's
Ferry raid is treated as an overture to the Civil War rather
than as a product of the 1850's. Brown did indeed con-
sider himself »s a man marked for a transcendent destiny,
but his conception of his role (and the manner in which the
acting out of this role was rendered possible by others)
must be viewed in the light of pre-Harper's Ferry expecta-
tions as to the nature and possibilities of heroism. Leav-
ing aside for the moment the prison sequel - during which
Brown, instinctively grasping the new demands that public
opinion was making on him, shifts his stance from war leader
to solitary martyr -~ let us see what sort of figure he cut
against the background of the 1850's. A number of recent
historians (lichael hogin, George Forgie and Dwight Ander-
son(9) among others) have argued convincingly that the
period prior to the Civil War was lived in the shadow of
the Founding Fathers and that however dramatic contemporary
events appeared they were inevitably dwarfed by a past in-

carnate in the towering figures of the Levolutionary pantheon.

Anderson has traced the widespread influence during this
period of the cult of George Washington as codified in Par-
son Weems's celebrated Life, and in particular the forming
effect the image of Washington exercised on Lincoln's
career. Forgie pinpoints the 1850's as a decade in which
nostalgic filiopiety is intengified, stifling the nascent
Youn§ America movement epitomized by Stephen Douglas and
forecing the debate to return to exegeses of the Founders®
true intentions.

Accepting, for immediate purposes, the legitimacy of
this analysis of the period, how does John Brown fit into
the temper of a time so concerned with the applicability
of past models? Contemporary portraits of Brown invariably
single out the anachronostic quality of his presence as a
leading source of his charisma. The newspaperman James hLed-
path, major architect of the John Brown legend, who had
begun mythologizing Brown well before the Harper's Ferr¥
raid, introduces him as the "old Puritan type of Christian".
(10) Emerson is quick to claim him as an original settler
*fifth in descent from Peter Brown who came to Plymouth on
the Mayflower in 1620",(11) and Thoreau adds the Kevolution-
ary note, comparing him to "the best of those who stood on
our bridge once, on Iexington Common and on Bunker Hill".(12)
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The qualifier *01d" that adheres so naturally to his name
simply reinforced the patriarchal element, as did the fact
that Brown was constantly surrounded - and seen as surround-
ed - by his sons, no fewer than three of whom were to
accompany him on the Harper*s Ferry raid.

If, on the other hand, Brown himself slipped so easily
into this role it is because the circumstances of his life
had so to speak prepared him for it. Brown's biographers
have amply informed us of the"multiple failures that marked
his pre-Harper's Ferry career - to the extent that some of
them (poyer for instance) are tempted to see in his militant
abolitionism a compensatory activity. Perhaps. But we would
stress rather the fact that the setbacks which John Brown
experienced in the marketplace economy forced him to return
to more tgaditional manual occupations that served to re-
inforce p1s image as holdover from a previous age- At cer-
tain periods of his 1ife he exhibited the booster mentality
of a thorsughbred Yankee entrepreneur. Take for instance his
ventures in land acquisitions. Hard up for ready cash, John
Brown invested borrowed funds in the Franklin Land Company
counting on the coming construction of the Ohio and Pennsyl-
vania Canal.to bring about a dramatic rise in land prices.
The sequel is a classic American unsuccess story: the canal
company modified its route and the recession of 1837 created
a credit pinch, with the result that by 1842 John Brown was
forced to declare bankruptcy. His career as a speculator (he
was even for a brief period a bank director!) was cut short.
It is in great part this failure that will lead the Brown
sons to stake out claims for Federal lands in Kansas, re-
verting to the role of frontier farmers in which they will
be j01ped by their chastened father. Brown's subsequent
foray into the wool business follows the same pattern: in-
censed by vwhat he considered the unfair practices of wool
purchasers he attempted to protect the farmers' interests
by forming a cooperative company that would buy and hold
available wool production, thus forcing the merchants to
pay a rea§onab1e price. The complexities of the market (and
the erratic tariff policies of the Pederal government) com-
bined to do him in. A last-minute attempt to bypass middle-
men and sell directly on the English market only compound-
ed the financial disaster which ended in liquidation and
acrgmonious lawsuits. As a result John Brown retreated once
2gain from the deceptive world of marketplace manipulation
1o a more traditional occupation - that of sheep and cattle
breeder. Hdwever well-intentioned his try at stabilizing
wool price may have been, in economic terms it represented
an attempt to create a horizontal monopoly. Land speculation
gnd monopoly building will fuel the post-Civil War economy;
n these terms John Brown is a portent of the future, but

a portent only since he proves spectacularl i
world of the xmoneylenders" and Peverts to %agﬁgitrgggs?he

In yet another domain John Brown encountered defeat.
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At the apge of sixteen while living in the frontier town of
Hudson, Ohio in the house of his father for whom he worked
as foreman in the family tannery, Brovn, drspite his scant
schooling, decided to prepare for the ministry, which meant
going east to study Greekx and Latin at Ploinfield Academy
in Massachusetts with the idea of poing on subsequently to
Amherst. There i= no dsubt as to the genuineness af his sense
of vocntiosn; there is no doubt either that in so doing he
was conforming to the American pattern of social advance-
ment. Some fifteen months later, however, he was on his way
home again, ostensibly because of the inflamed condition
of his eyes, in reality because he was illsuited to the in-
tellectual preparation that the ministry required. The hgmi-
liation must have been extreme - so extreme, as Boyer points
out, that he makes no mention of the incident in his auto-
biography. For another, such a downfall might have resulted
in a rejection of religion; in John Brown's case it only
drove him to reaffirm his faith, but in a nonintellectual,
resolutely naive manner. Had he acceded to the ministry
Brown would doubtless have been influenced by the liberal
interpretation of the Scriptures that was part of the Uni-
tarian current so eloguently personified by Theodore Parker.
As it was, he fell back on an extraordinarily literal in-
terpretation - not only did he learn by heart entire pages
of ghe Bible (which he gquoted abundantly in his correspon-
dence) but he read his own actions in terms of Biblical
figurae. He was a Moses whose mission it was to lead God's
peopie out of bondage in Epgypt - a term which figures fre-
uently in his correspondence as svnonym for the South.
?The fact that blacks also read the Bible in this spirit no
doubt confirmed him in his ways). Brown habitually criticized
the modern approach to the Gospel, witness his letter of
1853 %o his oldest son: "I forgot to say that my younger
sons (as is common in this ‘*progressive age') appear to be
a little in advance of my older, and have thrown off the
0ld shakles entirely; after THOROUGH AND CANDID investigation
they have discovered the Bible to be ALL a fiction.“(13§
Whatever else he might do John Brown was not one to throw
off the old shackles in order to advance into his own age.
Unlike other abolitionists (overwhelmingly liberal in reli-
gious terms) for whom the emancipation of the negroes was
a pr ssive social issue, Brown hadderived his abolition-
ism directly from the sacred text.

The anachronistic figure that Brown cut, however, far
from alienating militant abolitionists, proved to be a deci-
sive factor in the spell that he cast over them. Nevins and
Woodward, both relving heavily on James Malin's anti-Brown
work, John Prown and the Legend of '56, mistakenly treat
the enthusiasm ol Brown's Northern supporters as a nineteenth-
century form of °‘radical chic’', a desperate middle-class
search for the exotic.(14) In a recent study Jeffery Ross-
bach(15) argues that the 'objective® intention of Bpown's
supporters was - through the catalytic effect of the violence
that they knew he was prepared to unleash - to eradicate
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slave docility and propel black men into the nineteenth
century as full-fledged participants in the emerging
industrial economy. Although his approach is at times
tendentious Fossbach brings us much closer to the true
nature of the relationship that bound Erown to the

Secret Six, the pand of intellectual reformers who finan-
ced his arms buying. To begin with, Brown appeared not as
exotic but as a familiar figure cut from the same (social)
cloth as they were. They, like John Brown, were descended
from old New England families, and, with the sole excep-
tion of Gerrit Smith who had inherited a fortune in land-
holding§. thev were bhorn of families whose fortunes were

in decline (George Stearns is the only one to make good

as a busin§ssman . John Brown represents for them a remin-
der of their origins - brought humanly closer by his evi-
dent insolvency. At Fhe same time, Brown presented addition-
al guarantees of reliability for these hesitant conspirators.
He was a family man (abolitionism is closely linked to de-
fense of the family as reading H.B. Stowe reminds us);
moreover he retained (perhaps the only holdover from his
illfated encounter with the business world), an accountant's
turn of phrase that calmed whatever doubts may have assail-
ed Sanborn, the chief bookkeeper of the group*s funding
enterprise. John Brown offered them a unique opportunity

to reenter the world of the Fathers, to reestablish contact
with the primal sources of national energy (it is in this
sense that Brown is literally radical). James Redpath will
3upply the additional link when, in his portrait of John
Brown, he evokes the latter's Indian prowess, a sure sign
that a genuine American heroc is in the making.

Undoubtedly as well - in the eyes of the Secre -

John Brown, tough and unwielding, s¥ood for the KZttaiix
against the Word - or rather words. Their support for him
assuaged their misgivings as to the real hold that their
1deas.had on natipnal consciousness and behavior.
Brown's curt dismissal of politicians, his condemnation of
all forms of compromise, his belief in the virtues of in-
:ur;ectlon recalled an earlier age when - instead of talking(16)
aggli ideas ?nd epgaglng in Garrisonian shilly-shallying
it)u moral *suasion' (as ?he contemporary term would have

- men haq acted on their beliefs. And this nostalgia
was accompan}ed by a s0lid dose of the intellectual's anti-
1nte11egtuallsm, which is but another expression of their
#ncertalnty as to their status in society. John Brown, as
fe appeared in front of his Concord audience, holding up
hog all to see the chain with which the Fissouri ruffians
ad bound and dragged his son, reassured them that they

were indeed in touch with the cruel realities of the world.

An integral part of Brown's public image was hi
a S -
Eg:a;ion as a Kansas fighter. It was as Ca;%ain John Bizwn
ero of the Battle of Black Jack, that he toured the ’
58 in quest of support for his Great
€ second half of the decade, was the

East in 1857 and 18
Plan. Kansas, in th
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theater not only of clashes between proslavery border
ruffians and Free Soil immigrants; it wns as well the
seat of conflict between two conceptions of the anti-
alavery cause. To Eli Thayer, the wealthy_Worcester manu-
facturer and founder of the New England imigrant Aid Society,
antislavery was business antislavery; he had no quarrel
with the slaveholders who remained south of the border. To
Thomas Wentworth Higginaon, later to fipure as Brown's mos
loyal supporter among the Secret Six, it was a political
and moral crusade, the last chance for the nation to make
good on its initial promise of eguality for all. To Hig-
ginson, who tried to raise an army for Kansas, and who
held the rank of brigadier general in James Lane’s troop,
"a single day in Kansas makes the American Revolution more
intelligible than all that Sparks and Hildreth can do".(17)
This mi%itant minister makes it a point when preaching in
Lawrence (Kansas) on a September Sunday of 1856 to choose
as text for his sermon the very Biblical verses the kever-
end John kartin had preached on his return from the Battle
of Bunker Hill. When in January of 1857 Higginson finally
met John Brown face to face it produced a shock of recog-
nition.

1 saw in Kansas the history of the pastf....]

And if I wanted a genuine warrior of the Lievolution

where could I find him better than in the old

Vermonter, Captain John brown, the defender of

Osawatomie... 01d Captain Brovm, the Ethen Allen,

the Israel Putnam of today? (18}

+ 4+ + +

An autobiography is the record of the manner in which
an individual recombines the events of his life in terms
of the response he intends to ellcit; the autobiography of
an historical figure can reveal the attempt to situate and
define a public image. In the case of John Brown, unfortun-
ately, the autobiographical record is slim. The account of
his Kansas adventures, which he began in the third person,
js cut -short after only a few pages; we are left with the
celebrated autbbiographical letter addressed to George
Stearn's son Henry but in fact intended for George Stearns
himself. Dated July 1857, this letter - which recounts
Brown's early life up to the time of his marriage - is
designed to build confidence in the writer as a man who
can be trusted in a matter as perilous as a direct attack
on Southern slavery. The most dramatic moment is the account
of young John's encounter with a black boy. While staying
"with a gentlemanly landlord once a United States Marshall”,
{(19) he meets a slave "near his own age very actlive, in-
telligent and good feeling" to whom he is under obligation
»for numerous little acts of kindness". But whereas John
is complimented on his smart behavior and quick speech,
the black boy, his equal in every respect, is “hardly
clothed”, "poorly fed", and "beaten before his eyes with
Iron Shovels or any other thing that came to hand”. There
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is no way of knowing whether or not this incident actual-

i1y took place; true or not, the scene is given as the origin

of his abolitionist sentiments, "a circumstance that in
the end led him [i.e. John Brown, the text is in the third
erson} to declare and swear: Kternal War with Slavery”.
childhood experience here provides the terrain for funda-
mental political decisions which are thus assimilated to
reactions in_a domestic (patriarchal)setting. 1In his
autoblographical letter John Brown adheres to the prattern
set down by Parson Weem's Life of George Washington {also
written for young readers but almed through them at their
elders) whereby the stories of childhood (apocryphal or
not) are seen as sure signs of future greatness.

The agtoblography presents as well another curious
aspect. While on one hand the author insists an his early
amblfxon "to excel in doing anything he undertook to per-
form" and on the fact that he habitually expected to suc-
ceed in what he undertook, the account itself chronicles
a series of losses which cast him in the role of victim.
When he was six an Indian gave him a “Yellow Marble"
which he lost "bevond recovery"; subsequently his pet
squir;el.wandered away or was killed leaving.him “in
mourning* for_over a year; finally a ewe lamb, "perhaps”

a gift from his father, sickened and died. These incidents -
which John Brown sees fit to recall along with the loss
of his mother at the age of eight, a loss that was “"complete
and permanent” in that he never "adopted in feeling" his
stepnothe{ - constitute what he refers to as “"the §chool
of adversity“. Losses are interpreted as elements in a
didactic process. loreover the passage which describes
gbe loss of the marble and the squirrel is followed imme-
iately by the admission that, on occasion, he told lies;
{ever§ing the order of reading would suggest that the doﬁble
2ss 1s chastisement for uttering falsehoods. Uould this
not be further interpreted as an oblique reférence to the
punishment administered (in the form of financial ruin)
wgen he abandons the Biblically sanctified profession of
sheep and cattle breeder and ventures out into the false
¥orld gf the moneylender? That such issues are not far
g;o: his mind is suggested by the fact that, in the course
x ¥aragrnph which discusses the right of minors to own
dif?? si he adds that "older people have sometimes found
Cha.;culty with titles” (a reference to the dispute with
s ?ter aln over ownership of the Westland farm?). Be this
fs may, 1in the context of the autobiography the mis-
ostunes that he endures are treated as part of a plan, of
g guch needed course of discipline” by vwhich the “Hea&en-
o¥ hgther sees 1t best to take all the little things out
: 1s hands which he has ever placed in them". Thé.only
ilvgr31t¥ recorded which is not considered as part of the
inmlgh}:_y s plan is that meted out to the black boy; only
boys? zr as John Brown takes up the cause of the black
pivena- 2¥ ?{k21:b2¥?t?§i)a2d - acigrging to the description
4 < s revo egitimi .
can refer to another text written by nriwn hizzglfgeiﬁize
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time in the first person, in which the ‘author' - a
black man - makes public confession of his errors.
*Sambo's listakes",(20) intended for the negro journal
Lam's Horn, presents the portrait of a conventional

§rmbn (Fiven to laughter, good times and ostentatious
behavior) who repents of his ways. Incongruously Brown
hns included in the catalogue of Samho’s shortcomings
certain traits that »re far more characteristic of his
own failings, namely »bstinacy and dogmatism, creating
thus a composite portrait which suggests in yet another
way the extent to which Brown (unlike his contemporaries)
has interiorized the image of the black man, experiencing
the injustice done them as done to him, confirming the
necessity of his/their revolt.(21)

+ o+ o+ o+

But what form was revolt to take? Although John Brown
as a young boy was disgusted {as he recounts in his auto-
biographical letter) by what he witnessed of military
training, he was not a man to tolerate disorder- On frequent
occasions in the course of his career he adopted the stance
of a lawgiver setting down in writing the code that was to
bind the members of the group of which he was undisputed
leader. The "Covenant and Bylaws of the Free-State Volun-
teers of Kansas™(185¢) and the "Articles of Apreement of
Shubel Morgan's Company”(1858) - both of which he drew up -
go far beyond a mere set of working rules for frontier
fighters.(22) Brown elaborates, in both cases, a
social contract as if he had felt called upon to establish
the charter of a new state. The 185¢ Covenant stipulates
how officiers are to be elected, creates a court of justice,
regulates personal behavior (no “vulgar talk” or alcohol)
and gpecifies how amendments can be adopted. And this is
not the first text of this nature. Already in 1850, immediat-
ely after passage of the Fugitive Slave Law, Brown, who was
then living in Massachusetts, had organized among the black
population of Springfield a "Branch of the U.S. League of
Gileadites” (no other branch existed or was to exist) for
which he wrote an “"Agreement" (signed by &4 blacks) and
some stirring "Words of Advice". The Gileadites were to
band together to rescue fugitive slaves from the law; but
John Brown's text hints at something more far-reaching,
for after remarking that "personal bravery"” always "charms”™
the American people (and is thus more effective than the
spectacle of "the sufferings of more than three millions
of our submissive colored population™) he goes on to cite
the example of "the Greeks struggling against the oppres-
sive Turks, the Poles against the Russians, the Huryarians
against Austria and Lussia combined”,(23) as if he were
prefacing a Declaration of Independence for the black nation.
In a sense such a declaration was unnecessary; it would
suffice simply to interpret the American declaration literal-
ly - in the same manner as Brown was accustomed to read the
Scriptures.
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But to John Brown no literal reading of the United
States Constitution could make up for the obvious in-
adequacies of that document which afforded blacks no
basis for protection. Thus - as a part of his preparation
for Harper's Ferry - he sent out a call for a Brovisional
constitutional Convention which was held under the aus-
pices of the black nationalist Martin Delany in Chatham,
Ontario in Hay of 1858. Brown delivered the keynote address
and then submitted for approval his draft of the "Provis-
ional Constitution and Ordinances of the People of the
United States”, which was adopted article by article {(there
were 48 of them in all) and signed by the assembled com-
pany after administration of an oath “not to divulge any
of the secrets”(24) of the convention. This extraordinary
document merits fuller treatment. In some respects - for
instance separation of powers - it is modelled on the
United States Constitution, but in other respects it in-
clines toward a far more authoritarian régime (the Command-
eg—in-chlef of the army - who is not the President - is
given broad authority) and some provisions (obligation
to labor, prohibition of “unlawful intercourse between the
sexes"™) appear frankly despotic. But it is not the contents
that concern us here as much as the fact that Brown
burdened as he was by the material and financial oréaniza-
tion of his expedition, should consider such a step a
rnecessary prelude to action. Harper's Ferry was not to be
a hit-and-run raid on slave country but the first act of
the process of substitution of one system of government
for another - in other words a revolution, another one,
or rather a return to the true meaning of the first.

Turning now to the Harper's Ferry attack itself, how
can one account for the ignominious failure of so grand a
design? For failure it was: Brown's expaditionary war,
launched on a Sunday evening is over and done with by
Tuesday morning. Brown's tactics seem to have been un-
certain, badly prepared, and based on miscalculation of
both black and white reactions. Villard considers that
Brown has hesitated so long between alternative strategies
that at the time of the attack he was "without any clear
and definite plan of campaign”.(25) Other historians
(Nev1ns.- Oates) point to the unsuitability of the terrain
for guerilla warfare and the lack of any previous recon-
noitering or logistic preparation. (Only W.E.B. Dubois
approves of Brown as military commander, laying the blame
on his men for tardy execution of his orders).(26) It
would appear indeed that Brown never arrived at a satis-
facto;y synthesis of the three strategies that he had, at
one tiue or another, envisaged: guerilla warfare, open
Lnsurrecpxgn. and slave stampedes. Yet however justified
these critiques of Brown's leadership may be, they do not
provide an explanation of his conduct in the early hours
o; Mongay morning. For at this moment, with several courses
g action still open to him, John Brown - who certainly
fnew from his Kgnsas campalgns the danger, for a small
orce such as his, of losing the initiative - inexplicably
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vacillates, lingzering in the armsry when all about him
called for a rapid move. On this point ull accounts
agree.(27)

Shortly after taking possession of the armory and
the rifle works on Sunday night, Brown had sent a detach-
ment of six men to fetch Colonel Lewis Yashinston, great
grand-nephew of George Washington, fron his plantation
five miles south of Harper's Ferry; the party, which re-
turned in the early hours of the morning, had specific
instructions(28) to bring back - in addition to the
colonel - a pistol presented to George Washington by
Lafayette and a sword supposedly piven to him by Frederick
the Great of Prussia, sword which was immediately appro-
priated by Brown himsalf. Washington's sword in hand, Washing-
ton’s degcendant on the premises, and a new <Jonstitution
in pamphlet form ready to be distributed: such symhols
were signs the significance of which drowned out the
desperate messages he received from his second-in-command,
Kagl, calling for retreat to the mountains. Brown
treated Colonel Washington more as a distinguished visitor
than as a hostage, taking the trouble - and time - io
send out to the local inn for breakfast, despite the fact
that the alarm was by then spreading and the townsmen
arming for the counterattack. But there was more to it
than this. John Brown was well aware that Harper's Ferry
(as well as all the other towns that had fipured on his
list of possible targets) was Federal ground.(29) As
long as he remained there his revolt was a nationwide
revolution. Were he to leave Harper*'s Ferry he would be
but a renegade by Virginia or karyland law. His dealing
in traditional symbols {Washington, the Constitution) was
& form of fidelity to the heroic image in which he was
cast; but it was as well the expression of a fundamental
political fact of the moment. The anachronistic return to
the past carried with it a modern messape that Brown
was one of the few to have grasped: slavery would not dis-
appear unless the Federal government was forced to inter-
vene.(30)That intervention was all the more certain the
longer he remained in the Harper's Ferry arsenal, reason
enough to hesitate before abandoning the enginehouse.

In the hours following his capture John Brown plays
out his role to the full stating that his intention was
to arm the slaves(31) and demanding that his constitution
be read aloud in its entirety to the assembled coanpany.
He seems also to have invited discovery of incriminating
evidence, having left in a carpet bag at the nearby Kermedy
farm, letters implicating his Northern supporters and maps
pinpointing the Southern counties in which the slave popu-
lation was in the majority.(32) But in the course of the
trial and the imprisonment Brown shifts his stance.(33)
Abandoning the role of leader of a revolt he denies in
his November 2 address to the court - praobably his most
telling speech in the light of the later legend - that he

~25~"

never intended “treason, or the destruction of property

or to excite or incite slaves to rebell@on, or to make
insurrection”,(3%#) and he makes no mention either of his
Korthern supporters or of his plans for excursions further
south. The larper's Ferry raid is no longer the first act
in a revolution, but a solitary form of moral witness

that requires failure to succeed. By degolitic;zi is
invasion John Brown gives up the role o Foundlnpnga er
for that of sacrificial son.,only to be resurrected

two years later by the armies of the North.

John Atherton
Université de Tours
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Private War", The Burden of Southern History, rev. ed.
Baton kouges Loulsiana Stiate niversity ess, 1968 -
treats Brown as inssne (Hevin's term is ‘monomania‘).
Oates convincingly refutes this line of arpument by
Showing how the affidavits on which Nevins and Wood-
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question among Brown supporters of trying to prevent the
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(11) Lalph Waldo Emerson, wonplete ‘orks, 12 vols, Boston:
Hourhton Mifflin, 188Y, vol. , p. 249.
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it a form of practical or even a necessary bilancing
of social forces, that such a national Legend, ground-
ed in a doctrine of violence, should become to such
a degree an escape mechanism for a class of society
which would be most injured by its application?”
(James C. Walin, John Brown and the Llerend of *56.
Philadelphia: American Philosophical society,
1942, p. viii)

(15) Jeffery Rossbach, Ambivalent Conspirators: John
Brown, the Secret 51X and a olave Violence,

ess,

(16) A remarkable example of contemporary verbal acrobacy
is to be found in Joshua Gidding's testimony on the
relevance of the "Higher Law" to the "condition of
African slavery in this country”, given before the
Senate Select Commission on the Harper's Ferry In-
vasion (U.S. Senate Committee Reports, 2 vols, 36th
Congress, Ist sSession, 9-L0, vol.ll,pp-152-153).

(17) Hipgginson article, Tribune, Oct.17, 185¢, cited in
Tilden Edelstein, Sirange Enthusinsm: the Life of

Iuomgs Wentworth ngEInﬁon. tw llaven: lale Univer-
sity Press, 19048, p. . Sparks and llildreth were
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(18) Higginson's speech Erinteﬂ in the Liberator, Jan.
16, 1857, cited in Edelstein, p. 190.

(19) The text of the letter is given in Redpath,pp.24-35.
(20) The article is cited in full by Villard,pp.(59-61.

(21) For black opinion of John Brown see Benjamin Quarles,
llies for Freedon, New York: Oxford University
ess, )

(22) villard gives both texts (pp. 661-&4 and 666—671.
"Shubel horgan" is none other than John Brown him-
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(23) "Words of Advice”, in Louis luchuames, ed. A _John
Brown keader, New York: Abelard-3chuman,1959,p.76.

(24) The text of the "Provisional Constitution" and the
minutes of the ‘hatham meeting are given in U.S.
Senate committee Eeports, vol. I, pp. %45-59.

(25) villaird, p. k427.

(26) W.E.B. DuBois, John Brown, New York: International
Publishers, 1972, reprint of 1909 edition,chap.ll.

(27) Oates considers that Brown has “"mysteriousl
delayed” (?.2?;); Boyer refers to his "fatal in-
decision" (p.+); and Kedpath concludes that "the
delay was fatal to his plans”.(p.251) Osborne P.
Anderson, one of the members of the expedition
writes in his account of the invasion that Brown
apneared "somewhat puzzled”. (A Voice from Harper's
Ferrv, Freevort (N.Y.): Books Tor Libraries Press,

, reprint of 18(1 edition,p.36) Brown himself
ascribes his delay to "my desire to spare the feel-
;nggz?r my prisoners and their families".(Redpath,

(28) see Allan Keller, Thunder at Harpver's Ferrv, En
wood Cliffs (N.J.): Prentice-Hall, 1958, p¥£l- e
Qrown knew of the existence of these two weapons in
Colonel Washington's house from John Cook, one of
his men, who had previously gained entry to the
plantation by posing as a door-to-door booksalesman
peddling ... a life of George Washington.

(29) This point will emerge in the debate as to w
et

not John Brown should have been tried in a Sgatzezror
Federal court, debate which the Yirginia authorities
rorec}osed by their haste in bringing him to trial.
Brown's defense counsel will plead that Brown was
not a citizen of Virginia and that the events took
place outside the court's jurisdiction - from which
one can draw the conclusion that the only treason he
could have been charged with was Federal treason.

Seg The Life, Trial and Execution of Captain John

, New York: vapo Press
edition, “The Fifth Day'.'pp.
On this point see Albert Fried, Joh
: . n Brown's Jo

Notes and Reflections on his America and mine, Hggﬁ!'
ork: Doubleday, , chap.5, "Black and White".
(31) "He was particularly inquired of ... as to his

lngenQing to stampede slaves off, and he promptly

Sn distinctly replied that that was not his purpose.

1.l.a designed to put arms in their hands to defend

hemselves against their masters, and to maintain

their position in Virgini P i :
of Andrew Hunter, U.S% a and the South".(Testimony

Senate vommittee R
vol.II, p.62) John brown does; however —im the e

e cour
of the long Tuesday afternocon interview with Governzg

(30)




(32)

(33)

(3%)
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liason, on occasion avoid admitting outright that he
intended to set off a pgeneral uprising arong the
slaves, but the details that he provides are such
as to leave no doubt in his hearers® minds. Hunter
finds it “very singular” - as do others - "that he

should enter into his plans i >d i v, (U.S.
Senate Comnittee Leports.nvoiTm??}aE?lg) (2.53.

That John Brown foresaw the possibility of failure
appears hishly likely to his biopraphers, for in-
stance Oates: ".... even if his invansion failed
(as he probably knew it would)". (p.310) Thus the
fact that John Brown should have left incriminating
evidence where it could so easily be captured is
tantamount to an attempt to implicate others in a
nationwide revolt. Sure enough, the front page of
The New York Times of OcCtober 22, 1859 broadcasts
the news: "Bul the most valuable discovery was a
trunk belonging to Capt. Brown, containing a great
number of highly-important papers, docusents, plans
and letters from Erivate individuals throughout the
Union - all revealing the existence of an extensive
and thoroughly-organized conspiracy, whose leaders
were Capt. Brown and J.F. Cook....*. There follow
extracts from the correspondence.

Ehe Hew York Times also publishes a "Vindication
of the Invasion”. 1s document, written in the past
tense, Oates takes to he a vindication of the Harper's
Ferry expedition, written by Brown "as though the
raid had already failed and he was facing a jury and

a divided nation beyond”.(0Oates,p.283) In our opinion -
although we agree that Brown half expected to fail -
Oates' reading is a misinterpretation; the document
more probably refers to the Missouri slave raid and
thus dates from the Kansas period (other Kansas papers
were found in the same lot). Sanborn is also of the
latter opinion (see Sanborn, p.489).

The shift did not go unnoticed. See Andrew Hunter's
testimony (U.S. Senate vommittee feports, vol. II,
p. 62) and Brown's letter in which he tries to
reconcile the two versions {ibid., pp. 67-£8).

John Brown's speech to the Court, Rov. 2, 1859,
he Life, Tria) and Execution of Captain John
%rown. p. 9k,
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1894 : ENGLISH VWOMEN PROTEST
I'he hevolt of the Dhurhters

and the Hew \oman

The 19973 witnessed the birth of the modern movement
for the emancination of middle nnd uprer class English women.
This w+s of course not the first time that middle class
women h-~d deminded nolitieal, socinl or economic rirchts,

Nor whs it 2 succéssful movement, for by the end of the
centurv it anneared to have lost mementum, only to snrinr
to renewed and virorous life early in the new centurv in
the suffragette camparirn.

The emancimtion movement of the 1ROs w-s the
culmination of trends which had heen patherinr eround
for several decades. The growth of business and rovernment,
bankinsr and finance, and the develooment of modern forms of
communications creanted a demand for lower-middle c¢lass jobs,
narticularly in teacaing, clerical work and the civil
service. The result, as Lee Holcombe has shown, is that
the num’ers of women in these occunitions rose steadily
between 1761 and 1791, a rise whose pace was to nuicken
in the two subse-uent decﬂdes.1 During the same period the
educ~tional onnortunities of middle-class pirls improved rreatly,
many hirFh schools beinr founded or reformed and the first
women's institutions of higrher education makine remarkable
orogress against heavy odds. The increased self-confidence
b:ourht ahout by educational chsnge and economic indemendence
was an iwnortant-stimulus to the women's nrotest movement.
The cynical exploitation of women professi-nal workers, whose
hours of drudgery were rewsrded by inadesuate sal~ries and
poor conditions, probahly did more to encourare the movement
than to damren its enthusiasm.

The later nineteenth century witnessed a growine
sex imbal-nce, the result of predominantly mile emigration
to the colonies and to the United States. 1In 1891 there
were over 300,091 more women in their twenties than men,p
nd a calculation made by Clara Collet, a close student
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f woren's economic and socitl probleas, snirested thot

ne womnn in six would rem~in unm-~rried. In london the

ntio was one in five and the rosition was marticularly
arked among the educated middle clqss.? this sex

mbanlanece increased the emnloit-tion of women in noorly

nid johs of all kinds, but it also meant th~t many wnmen
nwillin~ or untbhle to becomne wives poured their enerries
nto careers and into the movement for wowen's emancinration.

The economic demnd for the chea™ labour of educnted
omen and the sex imbalance were inmortant eauses of the
omen's movement, which reinforced the rressures inherent
n the continued prowth ~nd develorment of ~n industri-1l,
rban society. The movement was fostered hv other features
f the times. There was a preat denl of t-1% in the 1307g
hout the sririt of "fin de sidcle™, which flouted socin)
ionventions and feverishly searched for novelty. lien and
'omen seekine new fashinns nnd forms of livinr were bound
0 make relati~ns between the sexes an early tarret.

The remarkible literary flowerinr of the 1897s
ave a powerful fillip to the women's protest. The most
nfluential figure was Henrik Ibsen, whose A Doll's liouse
reated a sensation when first publicly nerformed in
ondon in 1R89. It was followed by rore vplays by Ibsen
nd by writers like A.l. Pineroc and ll,A. Jones, and by
e books of many novelists of both sexes. Althourh many
;onics were tnackled the wors shared » common thene;

romen's social onpression, their economic demands, their
iexual needs. The school included mnajor novelists li'ce
'homas Hardy and George Gissinyr: its fémale menhers,
iirhly influentinl in their own day, were nlnost formatten
mntil their reputntions were revived in the 1°07Ns.

irotest was nlso furthered by an apnarently
inlikely factor, the bievele. Althourh various forms of
ivele had been vpopular among men for soie yeirs and many
jonen tricycled, it was not until the safety bicyele and
she pneumatic tvre had heen perfected in the l1ater 18808
nd mass nroduced in the early 18978 ‘that popularity became
, eraze. The sense of freedom mnde possible by the
yieycle was unorecedented and its importance difficult to .
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exarrerate. Certainly it finds an affectionate nlace

in most of the autobiosrranhies of contemnorary women,

and there were fre-uent c¢laims durins the neriod of the
cveline hoom that it hnd done more for women's emancination
than any other single chtor.u

It was in this context that dnuphters revolted
and the Hew VWoman was born.

In Jdanuary 12%4, Blanche ilathea Cracr wnthor-e,
the wife of 2 bharrister and the mother of a ~romisinr
writer, yublished an article in the Nineteenth Century

which auickly became a sensation. It was entitled: " The
Revolt of the baurhters', "These are the days of strikes™,
lirs. Crackanthorne bheran, with 2 reference to a wave of
industrial turmoil which had recently reached a climax

in a iolent miners' strike. The daughers' demands were
~resented as modest. They centred round the richt of the
unmirried girl to be considered as "an individual as well
as 2 d=uphter". She should he nhle to make her own errors,
travel freely, visit the music hall (with her brother!) and
enjoy improved education., Boys were unrrudeinrly nrenared
for a variety of professional careers, while girls were to
enter =2 sinrle nrofession - marriare. The daurhter who
asked for a fraction of the exnenditure 1laid out on her
brother and who wis refused on the pround that ~» woman
should rem:in in the parental home until e-lled from it by
a hushand had real cause to protest apainst her lot,, But
the conventional thinking behind lrs. Crackanthorne's
sunnort for the striking dauphters was indicated by the
reason which she pave for suppvortiiug professional training
for women: "iiarrinpge is the best profession for a woman;
ve all know and acknowledge it; but, for obvious reasons,
all women cannot enter its str:it and narrow gate." She
also took the onnmortunity to denounce the “double standard"
of sexunl mor-lity then generally acce~ted, which dictated
that before marriare a1 wealthy man should keep a mistress
or visit orostitutes, while a resnectable girl savw no

more of q§r lover's body hefore marriage tZan his hands
and face.
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he "hurricanes" and "thunderholte™ whieh, 1rs.
Srackinthorne wrote, followed the ~uhlic-t+ion of her
zrticlefaindicwted the symnathv with wvinieh many resders
viewed her cnse and the onnosition felt v others to
notentinlly danzerous chanres in social =nd sexunl
hbehnviour. The Nineteenth Century itself »rinted =2

rumher of other articles on the same suhjsct and the
series wns widely commented on and copied., Emily
iarrison, the wife of the writer Frederic¢ Harrison who
#as no friend of women's freedom, contriruted a short
storv whose heroine told of friends whose parents had
inhibited their efforts to »naint, study history or (in
the 2bsence of an escort) attend economics classes. One
nother had given her daurhter a novel but had carefully
sensored a section with a carefully nlaced honnet ﬂin.n

Iirs. Crackanthorme contributed » second article
ittacking the “matrimonial hunt ", ths tarcet of which
v1s the eanture of n hushand in »n girl's own soci-~1
x1ass or above it, and »ointed out that mothers h-d
shemselves contributed to the new ferment b workinr in
1 variety of "good causes” unknown to esrlier penerations,
Phese included "slumming in the East" (social work with
the noor in the East End of London), membership of
5chool Boards or Boards of Poor Law Guardians, runniner
:lubs for workinr girls, taking part in organising

somen's trade unions and similar activities.® (Incidentally

she, like other educ=ted writers of the time, liberally

3nrinkled her articles with French nhrases: ceén'‘est
me le nrevier rns anui coilte: autres tenns autres
108UTSs: pour tout potare, and so on.)

Two of the daughters were given an opnortunity to
sneak for themselves., The imericnn Alys Fearsall Smith,
soon to marry the mathematician and philosonher Bertrand
lussell, claimed the right of a daurhter to "belonr to
ierself" in terms which nointed to the influence of Ibsen.9
[t waos left to Kathleen Cuffe, doughter of the Earl and
Jountess of Dysart, to '"speak in the name of the averare
rore or less unemployed, tea-drinkinm, lawn-tennis plaving,
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hrll-coins damsel" of the unrer ~and unner-niddle cl-ss.
L-d» K-thleen mentiored some common symhols of the revolt,
such as the music hall and possession of ~» latchkev, 3But
her nrinecinil dewnd was the nbolition of the chareron in
111 noru:l circumstnnces. Unnnrried women of her class
could not visit » friend Ttvo or three streets awnr, walk
in the nark, ~ttend » tea narty, play or concert, or

even church un~ccomnanied, although a young married

sister could freelv do 211 of these thinss, Soci=l wor'
was ou! of the nuestion, for "who has ever heard of ~nyone
‘slut~ine' under the nrotectings care of a chnperon?...
lrernans", she concluded wistfully, "w2 may even see the
d~= when n chr~eron will he as little “%nown ns = rrent
auk or other cre-ture of a nst ern."1q

Of the articles stimul~ted by the Nineteernth Centurv's
series one need mention only a short rejoinder whieh

apneared in the lestminster Review. The =author, Gertrude

llenery, announced that at the nre of 18 she had her own
l-tehkey and wns never chaneroned. iurity, she commented,

was the result of knowledre rather than ignoranece, a

helief she intended to nut into practice if she became a
mother, bringing un sons and daughters without differentiation

i
on rrounds of sex.

By this time the revolting daughter wis miving
w ¥ to the more enduring phenomenon of the New ‘Yomnn,
a tern often used by modern writefs without reference to
its origin. In early 1894 the dew~nds of educnted women
h~d reached such a niteh that it was fairlv common to
write in terms of a "new"womanhood.qp llowever, the
ereation of the New \VJoman ns a heroine or bogey firure
vy~ 8 the result of nn intérchane between two nrominent
women vriters in the papes of the North American Review,

The first of these writers was Sarzh Grand, as
Frances Elizabeth Bellenden Clarke (18F4-194%) called
herself, srharently oblivious of the fact that another
wom n using the same name had achieved some notoriety
hefore her marriage to Talleyrand. ©She strupgled as
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~ writer ~fter leaving her dissolute hustind in 1899,
but with the mublicrtion of The Heavenly Twins in 18303

she ~chieved a literary sensation nnd sudden fame. The
hook deslt with mrrinrFes of convenience and jrnor-nre
and with venerea) dise~se and its conse ueneces, 1 'ine

2 nowerful nlea to end tne doukle mor-sl st-nd-rd, OSar-h
Gr~nd wrote other works of fiction, none of wiich
achieved the success of the earlier booXx, htut she h-d

a lonr ~nd varied life and in the 18™s in nmarticul-r she
was lionised, interviewed and reparded as a nrinciv;l
feminist nuthority on relations between the sexes.

)

The second author was 'Cuida', the pen name of
Louise kamd (1820-100%), he was 1 romantic povelist
of n older generation, whose best-known htook, Under Two
Flnrs, hnd been nuUblished as lon~ before as 1867, She
now made her home in It~ly ~nd her livin~ bxr writing
articles on 2 variety of to»ies, among which wrs a
virulent anti-feminism which souzht to convict women of
beine a "draF on the wheel of the hirher asnirntinns® of
men, and -ossessing "a sleeninr notentiq]itvqﬂpr crine”
and "» curious rossibilitv of fiendish evil”,

in nn article in the North Americ~n Review
in iiarch 1894 entitled "The llew Asnect of the lloman
Question", Sarah Grand nsserted that men understood

traditional tynes of women, whom she referred to as

"the cow-woman" and "the scum-woman". Dut, she added,
“the new woman is a little nbove him". ‘this wis the woman
who would have to hold out he%:pqnd to man and to educnte

him out of his moral infaney.

In pood journilistic fashion Ouida saw her
on~ortunitv. ier article "The Hew iloman" took uv the
term nerhans carelessly used hy Sarnh Grand »nd creited
n new s~ecies. Like Frs., Crackanthorre she courled the
rise of the women's movement with the rise of l=hour,
insisting that both were “unnitig-ted bhores”:

"phe Workingman nnd the Woman, the Hew Yoman,

be it remembered, meet us at every nare of
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liter ture written in the wn;-lisi. toncue: and
escl: 1S eonvinced th-t on his oun es~eeinl U
h~nrs tie future of the world,"
This was a1 rercentive if ba:d-tesnrecred sentence, for tne
history of the tuentieth century in every.industrial
society has in fact larmely veen written in terms of these
two lis.
Uuida went on to attaeir tae hew Lonan's alleped
Inck of humour, her nreference for ~ublic life, suvort
and study of nedicire to her nrower voec~tion as wife
and mother. GShe comnared the Hew lioman to n farmer
who coveted »is neirhhour's field instoad of tilline
his own: “Tae llew UJoman wil) not even look nt the
extent of eround indis»ukahly her own, which she leaves

ph
unveeded ~nd untilled,"ﬂ'

AS soon o5 the [1hy numher of the liorth Ameriecnn

leviev reached Brit~in (the pritish ifiuseun'’s rco-v is
dated 17 fiav 1804} the liew Lomen bhecasie 7 slbog) nhrase
of every journilist and commentator. fThe ‘i'imes aupustly
disregarded tne phenomenon, hut it nnde its first
anngarance in tne Diily Pelerranh on 12 iiny, in the
Drilv Chronicle on the 14th and the i<11 §iall Gazette

on the 1fth, OUnce tunch toolk hold of the topic on

2tth kiay it refused to let it goj; as late as 10 January
190" it asked whether the New Woman was livins or de-d.

The Lew iloan wis largely the creation of the
~ress, but "t was a creation easily recognised in the
fiction and the social 1life of the neriod, The critic
Edrund Gosse wrote testily in 1895:

"Thinrs have come to a rretty pnss uhen the
combined prestire of the hest moets, histoarisng,
crities and nhilosonhers of the enuntr> dnes
not weigh in the balnnce apninst a sinrle
novel by the iiew Voman...in intellirent
foreirner, I sunnose, visitingr our country

in tnis ye r of price, would he more struck
with the ehullition of chatter about the New
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w0in taan with anvthine else, "

A Stuly in Racks. u§rw hnrtefio&e, 7 socialist n?d reminiét, ?ns
one of the few emincinated wonen rerdy to ~cce~t the
title, for tae tern, she nointed out, h-d heen invented
by its enenies. She eneananlated wany of taie views of
advanced vyien of toe -eriod in ~ soem entitled "Phe

itew ‘Jomn":

".he is nonderinr socizl nrohlems

Zhich anneal to heart and brain.
She is darin~ for taie first time

#oth to think - -ind then to act...
venturies she followed blindfold

.nere ner lord ~nd master led
lived 2is raith, embraced his morals;

trod -ut w::ere he hade her 1:re.-1d."mq

~omen's movre-ents in in~land have alwavs had to
frce the wes-on of ridicule. ioth w1en =2nd women have
dis-uised t-eir a-nre.iension ~nd fear hv ~rofessinr tn

Tind amusin~ the ~ros-ect of wonmen caillenmin- the

THE LATVLIKE BACK.
THE SPORTIKG BACK. existinr natrern of relations hetween tie sexes, A

~eriod in which woren outnumbered men was th~urht

marticularly =-~~writte to characterise the lLew Yoman 2s manlike,
dowdy, fli-htv, incom»etent and so on. Punch's first comment
wW1s t-jieal:

"There is a iiew Joman, and what do you think?
Che lives u~on nothine but Foolscap and Ink!
Sut, thoush Foolscap and Ink form the whole of her diet,
This n~opin~ llew Woman can never bhe 'n.liet!"1

As the journslist Hulda Priederichs as¥%ed:

"Is there in all this world a creature that has
heen slandered like her? Slandered, ridiculed,
calumniated, scorned, mocked, caricatured, and

1bused, till you ean hurl no rmore insulting

9 .
THE WP W-WOMAN BACK. enithet »t «nyﬂgirl or woman than to e¢4ll her

1 llew Joman,"

Yet the llew lUoman like the revoltines daurhter
was much more than the creature and the victim of -ress

Lady's Realm March 1900, p. 643 and fietion. The mid-1R00s were waried by a revolt
Lady s 7eaz® % s

L.
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PAST AND PRESENT.
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svmpolised, not erested, hv tie ilew Lomrn. The fe-~nd.
for the parliamentary vote, now nearlv -~ reneration
old, could easily "e cont@ined by flipraney or ohstruction
in the ilouse of Commons, The emplovment of middle-
class women, thourn it ciused some concern to the
conservative, wis as useful to employers seekinrm

cheap, docile labour 2s it was essential to women
themselves. But soecinzl and sexual revolt was another
matter; it tareatened, like the later 'women's liberation
movement, to overthrow estrnhlisned institutions of male
su»remacv. a=nv retl husktands, like 2 fietional one in
4 short storv of 1707, must nave felt that their wives
had suddenly jum-~ed “to the middle of the twentieth
t:v.anl:n:ry."':“1

i/onen refused to acce~t the nrevious im~re of
tnerselves ~s weat »rnd ineavnable of ~hwsical erertion.
This was true not only of cyeclins hut of m-ny other {nr"s
of smrort and recreation, includins hocker and rnlf.p" some
courafeous women, esnecinlly cyelists, ~donted ""rational
dress", a kind of knickerbocker outfit which was a
shockin~, thourh commonsensical =2lterrative to lonr,
trailins skirts.

Increasini/ numters of women took un smokinr, a
curious but nonetheless notent symbol of emnru::i.!':rﬂ::i.cufl.;‘3
An amusinr case was renorted to the Daily Telesraph by a

man whose railwhy carriare was invaded by four young
vomnen, one whom nroduced a '"*smokinr" label which she
fixed to n window. Ilis protests were met by the renly

that the smoke would he good for him.pu

The retuirement of the weddingr service that
brides should-~romise to obey their hushands was nuestioned
by hold snirits. The Younr iloman stare a corres—nndence
entitled "Chould Zzrides rromise to Obev?", and thourh
they disarpointingly refrained from nublishing an
analysis of renlies, the fact that hundrek of them
vere received m~de clear that the subject raised stronp
reelinrsfj A clergym-n re~orted that some brides,



PAST AND PRESENT.
= No, thanks; | mever smoke befuore ladics !

unwillinm to say ‘ohey', nromised to ‘1ove, honour and

go gay', words with an amusinrFly ch~nred connotation

to a2 later renermtion.pa “hen mhrried some wWomen insisted
on keeninr their own first names, hein~ Ynown as 'firs.
irabella orith' rather than 'lirs. John S~ith' as
convention dictated.

Objection was voiced to a wom~n's Tnrital status
beinz -ublic nronerty, a renarkable foresh~dowines of
the later use of the abbreviation 'iis' -nd 2n even
closer aonroximation to Freﬁch nprctice. The journ-list
£11a Day w-.nted the term 'jliss' to he reserved for the young;
women should be known as ‘lirs.’ recardless of whether or
not they were married. She asked:

"hy should a womin be, a8 it were, branded on
the forehead? ihy should her lurrae, when
she travels, proclaim her domestic condition
to every railway norter? Uny should the
announcement of her name 2t = nuhlic dinner
or n recention indicate to everwy ear that she
is somebodv's nrorerty, or is still available

2
for sonehody else?“?

This tyme of striving for emancination, thourh
indicative of widesrread feelinr, h~d little ch~nce of
triumphins over the overwhelminr ~Tressures of convention
and res-ectable oninion of the doy. Dut the movement,
amornrhous 2nd lenderless as it was, roised issues which
were not forrotten. Each Feneration builds on the
shoulders of its predecessor, +nd the determination
and sinrle-mindedness of the suffrarette movement owed
at least an indirect debt to the cour~peous and forgotten
women who had raised much wider issues in the previous

decade.
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