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Qur plan is, therefore, to pub11sh a-paper m0nth]y, devoted '

£o the interests of woman...Our purpose is to speak clear

‘earnest words of truth-and soberness, in a spirit of kind- .

ness...We shall not confine ourselves to any locality, set, '

. sect¢ class,.or caste, for we hold to the solidarity of the . .
‘  race, and believe that if one member suffers, all suffer,. .

‘ and that the highest is made to atone for the 1owest e

»

~ T ' .
With these words .Paulina Wright Davis launched her monthly paper in

'Providence, Rhode Island, in February 1853. Like many suffrage papers

© £D20%332

"Devoted to the E]evat1on of woman," The Una emerged from the belief that

’ women s po]1t1ca1 1nterests cou]d not be served by the typ1ca1 “Ladies' g SRR

I

Magaz1nes" or by ord1nary papers, whege the1r concerns would e1ther be

'"m1xed up with others of an opposite and 1ower character" or “"crowded in

rlout of-the-way c0rners: w2
l)

s .
Dav1s S rat1oua1e was not 1mmed1ate1y accepted Despite bitter complaints

“ that "no other class of reformers has ever been so unw1se," the national

A

suffrage organ1zat1on refused the suffrage papers both f1nanc1a1 and
| symbolic support 3 Jane Gray Sw1sshe1m, who largely ignored the suffrage .

movement in the course of pub11sh¥ng her sp1r1ted po11t1ca1 aper, specu]ated <

"Peop1e~do not want a whole méal 'of  one d1sh.w1thout sauce, or a whole paper

w is better to reach the publnc ear through papers already esta 11shed and o
'l‘)‘ deyvoted to any number of th1ngs, than to get _up an auditory o the1r own. “4

ﬁ 2

[ ) Presented to the Qualitati \;eD1v;s;on, ASSOCT&E—E" for Education in\

A : ~ Journalism Annual -Convention, East Lans1n9, Michigan, Au “St’ ]?8

\)‘. ,
e T




¢

o .

‘ The Una cont1nued nevertheTess; unt11 Davis's health and money ran
. out§1n_1855. She boasted that her "pet child" had. made its way into the | *
hands of those who would never have heard a lecture, attended a COnVention
or read a‘tract) "It has been.a voice‘to many who could not have uttered

v the1r thoughts through any other channeT--and we have abundant ev1dence that

» . l’

it has been a source of consolation looked for every month w1th anx1ous

expectat1on ‘to, those who are 1n'soT1tary pTaces o f‘ ’f _‘ e

-~

. i . Th1s -essay examines the roTe of n1neteenth century suffrage per1od1caJs
'T1ke The “Una 1n Bu11d1ng, 1dent1fy1ng, Teg1t1m1z1ng, and susta1n1ng the ,'
suffragé community.’ Desp1te the1r 1£)t1a1 reluctance suffraglsts qu1ck1y
'reallzed as - have other social and/reform groups, the centra11ty of .
commun1cat1ons in advocat1ng the1r 1nterests and susta1n1ng the members

7 \
*  sense of communa11ty and 1dent1f1cat1onA One ed1t0r warned that women ought

to support the1r spec1a1 organ unTess those who have to11ed and hoped and

‘struggTed .are now w1111ng to g1ve up the warfare and surrender to

. 1rretr1evab1e defegt: 6 e - et <

Suffrag1sts did not use the word 'community,“ assuming, as do many
- eontemporary socio]ogists, that community requires territory.7‘ Yet, *
precisely through-its newspapers and- journals, suffragists achieved what <

-

- o . . . . . . Y. B : S 7 - -
~._amount to be the defining characteristics of a commun1tyg;?acknowledgement‘ ]
of common goaTs and shared interests, participation'1ngcooperativeiactivity,

{ seTf-consc1ous emphas1s on ToyaTty and comm1tment They usedeords Tfke

‘:s1sterhood" and\"soror1ty" (ahd - less often, espgjt de corpsﬁj more, important]y,lJ

\\
they exp11c1t1y and proudTy def1ned themse]ves in terms of the1r affiliation

'
bt . 4 o, - g
- .\ X
N

with the movement é




TH;S study specifica]]yZfotuses.onnfour of the earliest Amerioan

' suffrage‘papers, pub]tshed in the mid-nineteenth century,. in order to
illustrate how these papers gave meaning and coherence to the Tives of
a particu]ar"groUp of‘otherwfse'isolated_and_frustrated midd]e.plass women.
In‘dramatiging new definitions of womanhood'and in articulating the shared
experiences; vajues, and;visiong, these papers essentia]ﬁy buj]t a communityn
The»latter half of this'QSSay examines thé two best-known suffrage perdodiéals"
as a way of i]]uminating‘s}mbolic conflicts and stylistic differences whioh ‘
plagued the movement internally. ~ NS ' s
- Although neither a history' f the movement nor {nstitutionaT biographies
of the papersuwill be provided her:, a brief description of the periodicals |
to ‘be 1nc1uded will help pyt them in a historical perspect1ve :
Among the papers'cons1dered here is The' L11z begun in Seneca Fa]ls,
é . New York, by Ame11a B]oomer in January 1849 only six months after the women's
| r1ghts meet1ng there at which E]izabeth Cady Stanton and her fr1ends f1rst
- presented the1r “Dec]arat1on of R1ghts " he L11x emerged from the resentment
!3 of 1oca1 temperance ladies that, while ‘they cou]d subsidize occas1ona1 1ectures,‘

i
|

I "such a thing as: their having anything to say or: do‘further than th1s 4§s/not

|
|
i thought of. "8 The temperance society soon abandoned the proJect but Ame11a

B]oomer exp1a1ned "(w)hen rough w1nds were threate#gng to nip the tender bud //

to save the credit of our sex and preserve our own honor, we breasted the

Ilg

storm The E‘]x qu1ck1y turned to women' s r1ghts

- Bes1des The Una Una and The L11x the, other pre-Civ11 War paper ment1oned 1s'

a—

Gen1us§of L1berty, a 1ntt1e known ‘Cincinnati paper -edited by a we]] 1ntent1oned

but somewhat ﬂowery Ehzabeth A]drlch from 1851 to 1853.

3:. ) L
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The notorious]y radical (and predictably short-lived) Revolution was.
. edited and pub11shed ‘in New York City from 1868 70 by El1izabeth. Cady Stanton
and Susan B, Anthony (and an abo]1t1onlst friend Parker Pillsbury). Whether 4

or not Revolution's vigorous advbcacy of a "strong-minded woman" positively

) -defjped the community to the outside world, it certainly factionalized the

community. The-very birth of The Revolutiox divided suffragists, for.it was

C N~

+ initially bankrolleq, by an outsider, Géorge Francis Train, whose other political

]

interests and eccentricities were inimical to the reform community with which

most suffragists were a111ed - . . , o

Therefore a more conservat1ve weekly. The woman s Journal, prescribing
&
a more "reSponS1b1e"~woman, was estab11shed 1n 1870 in Boston by Lucy Stone,

her husband Henry B]ackwe]], and some of the1r fr1ends, 1nc1ud1ng Ju11a ward
Howe, Nﬂham Lloyd Gar?‘:son, and T. W. H1gg1nson Its first ed1tor ‘was Mary \

Ashton L1vermore. who terminated her’ two year o]d Chicago suffrage paper -

. The Agitator so that she cou]d help out her Boston colleagues. The woman S

Jour‘na'F'laSted untﬂ 1930, a decade -after r‘at1ﬁcat1on of -the suffrage amendment

CREATION OF THE surFRszﬁ COMMUNITY

" Davis's refgyence 1n-The Una (C1ted above) to the success of suffrage
papers in reach1ng women P1n so]1tary places"'shoWs-the sensitivity of suffrage

“editors to. the problems of women who objected to ex1st1ng def1n1t1ons of  women's

’

‘}plate ~ The suffrage newspapers moved 1nto a new 1andscape women who comp1a1ned

‘that they were politically and gconom)callx excluded as well as culturally and

socia]]y‘marginal, both becauserof the status of womep genera)ly at that time,

»

and because of their commitment to a new life style specifically. Furthermore,

2
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' beca_y‘s.e these WQMQ e,-e S“] in TNCreqg; nd\y nuclear househo]ds wﬁere

\_/ the1r domeSti 1 ﬁ tm hem more deCOratn than productwe (and where

n ]
their new 1"terQ’&t fte m t oy h jndi ffelr‘ence i not host1]1ty), their -

uf“ t

| cu'ltural and fFQ(:.*,i\/e :
e particul®ly fof "’0 N t o f8 ar -and Few between to jo1n local suffrage c]ubs

I

or trave1 to nat]Q al © 4 Q"L' 159 Suff "age papers were ‘often the only lines of

comnumcatw" g thl‘5’ DQMaﬂY in the mOVement ] ear]y stages, the on]y ‘
'/ means, -of mav""t ]'\‘ ng ¢ "‘n h]ﬁ ’Af'"ua] Conventions were inspiring for LhO.SE

able to attend ébment"’ N th eet‘ IS 0ffered he]pful opportunities for

5.
n amq"Q Al &Nt hese we/r\e not convement ofjien or comprehensive -

1eﬂd
N stai, .. ,5188y tive ¢
enough to Sus%'h en'thu and & Ommi tment year around Thus the

interactio

suffrage JOurn [N ‘p v1d 311 the necessary serv1ces of ‘a geograpmca]]y L (-" :

identi fied coﬂ'"un‘ ty p'P DY s gore- They reported on routines, ach1evements, _‘
0 .

projects, and Ng sz‘n a\q what to h°“‘ where, and when--confirm'fng what \7,/

B
was often alr® 3y 7 kno? Ut he)’ also dlr‘a"lat;ized major ge]ebrations ‘and

' teq
ceremonies $° hit 012 \”Dme could fee that they, tod, had part1c1pated

t 1Q
© In and throudh QQP:.“ n1Ca h Cto qu’fy Shght]y the famous. words pf‘JOh‘n
Dewey) , suff"ag %t (mﬂe ther as ?rjo‘,‘d Members of significant and g19ﬂiohous

¢ . . . , . '

communi ty. ' - : Lo L
dn .
The SUff %% Dape “‘Q edl the Convetrts an exc1t1ng, a1most

P
transcendent’ ut et '.el)’ D]Q iplé w°”d 1n which thev Tives had special

: Wa .
purpose and '“e n]hg ,Ifj " Yhrov ugh. the Papeps that these women saw themse]ves'
as sharing ‘both & his tor}’ "y des tiﬂ-Y’ UNique to them. Antoinette B]ackwe]]

me
correct]y ‘call® d h mo"e nt ud1ct1°na"¥~mak r. "]0 To 'set. off its ]anguage

e

. .
\
» ' . l b
.

© .6
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from others, the social group's papers used new word® and generated new

v def1n1t{on§ The papers encouraged women--who otherwise bore no physica]
signs of membership in & common ty based on sentiment--to mark their e
'participation symbo]icaTTy‘by'adopting a new way o?‘dressing, specifically the
bifurcated trowsers (which, because of Lily's publigity, became known as bloomers).

.. . The papers articuTated-nequaTues and ways of jﬁdbing; They introduced a new

. , “';’
" set of heroines by rewriting or red1scover1ng ast and by applying a

v

un1que perspecéQVe on the prE%ent They taugh suf; ragists how to argpe, why
to sacr1f1ce. when to renounce, they explaiped and exhorted they gTorified
both the toﬁetherneqp of this communi ty and its apartness\from the Targer
soc1ety Ej1zabeth Aldrich sa1d "We want a commgn/nervous EIrcuTat1on we
want a general exc1teme £, a common sens1b111ty, a universal w1TQ and a

/ .

- concordant act1on tull The suffragei'.ess prov1ded and ceTebrated just that.

- &

“While the papens invariably refTected the1r ed1tors personaT styTes,.the‘
~pa‘per‘S were regarded,pot simply as isnmpmcat;ons @uﬂ‘s oonmun1Cat1'ons _o_f_,
women. One early editor promised Subsérjhers that the paper "belongs to Al1; .
every one will be heard in her own styleé principle, and nant; ‘tis the common
propertybof woman..‘..."]2 Setting. the pattern-ﬁor.spbsequent“generations‘of
; : - . ‘,

ffrage editors, Bloomer declared tngt The Lily "is edited and published'

’by Ladies, and to Ladies i} wi]]'mainly appeal for her support, .It is woman

-

that. speaks, and she will strive to be heard through the columns of Iﬁg‘

Lily...."l " Thus the papers provided a channel throogh'which'women could n

-

- onTy communlpite with one another. but aTso declare the1r membership and their

Toya1t1es, both er\TTt1tTy and 1nd1rect1y _ . |
"i?t . The papers not only Q§Ecr1bed and thereby prescr1bed 1ines of coTTe;t*V/ ~

. .

a;t1on, but aTso themseTves served as an aréna for coTTect1ve behav1or they

;
oo - ’
- < . - . ' Y

~ - .
. . - -7‘ S




provided the field on~which participants could battle f%r the legitimacy and f
~honor- of their spec1a1 world That,is, having'articulated‘a new]y'saﬁisfyﬁhg
style of life, the papers then argued that the new women deserved national

ﬂ

‘. prest1ge and respect Since a const1tutiona1 amendment enfranchisi g women /

*

-wou]d unambiguous]y symbo]1ze;1he des1red status the papers both . advocated .o

_ women's’ suffrage and showed women how ‘to advocate it.
Soc1oﬁog1st§ who accepted a commun1ty of sent1ment w1thout phys'ical ;

qurop1nqu1ty empha§1ze that a sense of‘sign1f1cance 1s as essent1a1 a\kommunal ¢

”~

element, as a sense of so]idar1ty 14 In the case of the suffrag1sts, the

newspapers not only rem1nded readers that 'their part1cﬂpation at various levels
-

-~

. was cr1t1ca1 that they all had ro]es to p]ay, but that the commun1ty itself

-

: had an- 1mportant funct1on with reference to the Targer soc1ety ' b
Suffrag1sts conceded’ that, personally, they had suffered very little.

- Dav1s-expla$ne7, N 1nd1v1dua11y we have suffered very few [wrongs] but in

r .

2\ our sympathies, we-have.suffered from every,aff11ct1qn upon.the dependent

-

{ . - - - ‘
«4\\Qa:;~to which we belong. . We bear’in our heart of qgarts their .sorrows and. «
>.carty their griefs 515 Etizabeth Aldrich 1Tkew1se stressed that «she proposed "

reform "becaJselwe cpns1der it 1ntr1ns1ca11y va1uab1e to Woman, a&o not because

hl A

) we are restless, amb1t1ous, desirous-to share in the rfﬁhts of man, etc.;
L)

[1t is] because the great Interests oiSour sex of our race require it; because
. A. humén1ty p1eads and extends her million arms fon,1t “]6 -'g “ <
Such d1sc1a1mers may partly ref;ect unw111ingness to d1spute the
‘trad1t1ona1 character1zat1ons of women as unselfish and nurturant To appease
. opponents and reassure potent1a1 converts, The Journal consistently Ju;tif1ed . [-

suffrage 1g_terms of sbcial we]fare; it stressed the redemptive qua]ity of .
. “’ » . >

.
. . .
. ‘ N
.

\‘l , -‘ ’ o 8 . ) . * ~&




women's involVement in- national  affairs, "We are coming now, Ulysses, with.
15 mﬂbion more/We are coming, vlue arelcom&ng, our country to restore" wasf
" for 1nstance, the refrain of a poem heralding suffrag1sts support of-Grant

tn 1872. 17 Converse]y, Revolution's re]at1ve1y hard-headed mottos were "Men,

Their R1ghts and Nothing More; women, Their Rights and Nothing Less" as well v

’as "Princ¢iple, not po]1cy, Just1ce, not favors." But-as a who]e these/ middle
.class women genu1ne1y believed that their po]1t*c)i part1c1pat1on was<necessary .

to reform government \They had a cruc*hl job: to 1mprove the lot of women,

‘. 'rf not all humanity. Thus, while promot1ng a sense of “we-ness," the suffrage

papers ‘also promoted a certa1n relationship to "others: " t - ' .

*~' . MeanWh11e, suffrage papers also sought to explain the slow and fa]ter1ng
. quality of thg,contest. Typically they d1d not(50 muCh soﬁten ridicule or
natp"Tety as treat it as perse;uiﬁon. To bolster cpmmitment\which otherwise

\

would have: f]agged in the face of repeated fa11ures, the papers assured readers
that "all 1mportant truths are at ‘first rejected, and the1r m1n1sters despised
persecuted, and often cruc1f1ed "]8‘ Re]1g1bus v0cabu1ary colored ed1tor1als
, and letters to the editor. M1ss1onary converts spread the gospe] by buying
‘ subscriptions for .those who had not yet seen the$truth 1; this sense,,too, the '
* editors were é’n1sters, delivering the1r weekly or monthly sermons to a
. congregat1on which professed Jits devotion both in its eager written responses
and in 1ts sustained support. ' . , - L
But if suffrage followers might have preferred that m1n1stér1a1 analogy
'dur1ng moments of rapture, cert\hnly the editors and the movement itself over

the long run regarded suffrage editors more as political 1eaders TW *

"mayors" who commanded respect and prest1ge t‘:well as pgwer, steered the\\
~

p0pu1at1on.through rough times, represented the community-to others, and

‘ < b ) /-f'
Q - v T ' 9




’

detided questions of both policy and operationf~ Near :._ exception,
suffrage editor and pub]ifhi\s were moyement leaders, organizers and
officiafs. If the mayors and pub]ishers of territoria]]y organized communities
'typicaiiy must.remain separate to retain their power anpd avoid accusations

of conflict of interest, in this particutar moral community they-were one and
'the‘samé g )

As in other communities, se]f -help and self re]iance (at -the group Tevel) ¢
as we]],as mutual 1oya1ty among’the membership were crucia] to suffragists
Therefore, the suffrage press defended and applauded sisters of thier
pioneering courage in joining the suffrage commundty, and for enacting their
new values and responsibilities. Fiction, poems,'editoriais, anecdotes,
biographies, po]itica]«essaysz'even cartoons and advertising,fpresented more .
or less unambiguous nodeigﬁof sisterhood which were presuned to be not only |
.central to the philosophy and style of the members, and to be inherently
satisfying but also necessary to their very survival. Suffragists often
debated whether (ar;to what éxtent) they could criticize one another; but

" most of them adfiitted that popular thought held fhat Je sy and backbiting
.. would stymy women's refprm efforts. Genius of/ff;;r;;:::::d readers to disprove

such caiumny, to’"lay aside Enzy GOSSip, Seffishness, Dissonance, Fault Finding,

and Haste, and Become One in friendship, cooperation, sympathy, 1ibera11ty,

“u19

and ind1v1dua] cu]ture E]izabeth’Aldrich complained, "As a class we have-'

"been uncollected, unmarshalled, andvdestﬂﬁute of a cementing spirit; no - -
‘generai duty has awakened us, no common effort has ever brought us together."20

Suffrage papers provided the cement and ‘the grounds for testing the depth

Cand durability of that cement ~




~Actua11y, the sense of solidarity so important both in princip]e and in
practice to suffragists was only dubiousiy achieved at first, pArtly because

the context and boundaries of the community were ambiguous, and the conditions

- for membership sustained some challenges. As this essay H opening quotation

: from Pau]ine Davis suggests, suffragists assumed that their movement benefited

all women and represented all women's true fnterests. Once truth and reason
prevailed, all women would identify with Guffragists But indeed, working

~

class women whol y rejected fhe style of the new women, and ciearly most niddle

class womep rejected it as well.

Furthermore, suffragists regu1ar1y—disagreed on the particu]ars of the

pew woman they a]i demanded, and the vario 5€papers encouraged this

factionalization, As will be ~described ‘1ateF, precise]y‘hecause members

‘ N \ : .
were bound together by more than mutual rational interests, the suffrage
community suffered division and disunity no less Ahan anygother community.

N

Each sub-commuriity sought its own.papers as a ;eans of oromoting itself. (Over

/
‘ the years, dozens of suffrage papers started up across the country.)' Yet

~whatever sense of communality and consensu;fgxisted. o
t

‘whi]eathe papers sthemselves contributed™to the disunity, they also nourished -

.

_The oapers also promoted solidarity by themselves exemplifying the commmal
spirit. Certainly one important and visible sign of loyalty was that suffrage
papers were managed, owned, produced, and even distributed by women, as.well

as that their contents addressed women's sex-;becific intérests,-noted'women's

.accomplishments, and even advertised women s (but especiaily suffrage) products.

v

.'given to otLer suffrage pabers. Again, this partly reflectéd concern that by .

Suffrage editors wishing to retire went to 3reat pains to find 1ike-minded

~

colleagues to take over; when that was impossible, subscription 1ists were

V. |
.

~

11
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- sorority and its co11ect1ve ab111t1es

" we feel mo vacuum in our sympath1es—-are consc1ous of no ‘social pr1va¥1ons "

-1 -

definition outsiders (especially men) could not properly advocate or even

‘ descr1bé the movement . It a]so symbolized trust in and respect for the

4

The pr1nc1p1e that a community s paper should be se]f—produced was first
tested for suffragists when the men who printed both The L11x and a reform-
m1nded paper ed1ted by Ame]ia s husband Dexter refused to help
a yoman_whom Amelia had hired as a typesetter. The Bloomecs f1red the

- uncoopgrative printers, noting that the resulting delays and problems were

"nothindicompared with what had been ga1ned‘on thevﬁideéof Justice and

right.. 2l

Each suffrage paper regu]ar]y “reported the successes and problems of

er papers edited by women; this national exchange both encouraged and (~

~ prodded suffrage editors. In its final issue (December 15, 1856), Lily noted,

"when one women strikes a blow for the elevation of her sex, it redounds to
the interest of the whole; and wherever one fails in her purposed plans all
feel the calamity.and cghtend aga1nst 1ncreased odds in ma1nta1n1ng their

' enterprise. We are bound together." :

deed, women editing and publishing newspapers formed their own sub-
unity. -One Vermont ed1tor said that Bloomer and a)few other women

edftors ' contribute 1arge1y to our soc1a1 and 1nte11ectua1 enjoyment and
/
oun} ability“to do'and dare for the cause of human1ty...Though necessarily

cut o by our avoCat1on§,from the usua1 'social: ‘intercourse of villages and

1ghborhoods, w1th §uch and'so many assoc1ates as our exchangés furnish,
22

B]oomer rep1ied that as much as spe might ‘11ke personally to meet the épher

en-editors, Jea1ous ‘male editors woq]d undoabtediy have them arvested for ;
. P .-

~
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. among readers nour)shed by suffrage papers. |In read1ng the papers women ~

«
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- treason. "So. we must content ourselves-w1th‘qur1tua1 communlon_ AR

- A

More 1mportant were the frequently pub11shed testaments to the so]1dar1ty

no 1ongen fe]} alone; they fe]t stronger and surer, -part Jf a 1arger and
" more s1gn1f1cant commun1ty Bes1des nour1sh1ng commun1ty pride, the. papers .

jWere themse]ves objects of pr1de Among those c1a@m1ng ts have, been

3

: rad1ca11y transformed as a resuTt of E11zabeth Cady Stanton s paper, one

3 -

sat1sf1ed customer tést1f1ed "S1nce the: Revolut1on has removed thenbandages

jffrom our eyes and the scales-have fallen also, wé beg1n to see women as 'trees
il

walking'. ‘"24 ‘A Journal reader asked rhetor1ca11y but enthus1ast1ca11y,

“Who takes up a copy; of the ‘Woman's Journal, d reads ﬁhat women are do1ng\

- aJl the- wor]d over, but feels a g]ow, a hearty. cheér, in 1ook1ng on the f1e1ds

bl

-where these reapers are to111ng (W)hat Woman's heart 1s not st1rre§ by the

thought of this s1sterhood :th1s holy ord :\:25

The papers not on]y inspired such persona] transformat1on but also
prov1ded intimate fr1ends. Descr1pt1ons of suffrageaact1v1sts gave “face"
and persona]itj to the names. ReaQers responded with’ 1nforma1 anecdotes, as \
if chatting over the fence to a neighbor. One regular correspondent
1nterrupted herself saying, "But I am gett1ng sent1menta1, and that I never .,

_wish to be in writing for The Lily, because it is such a 11tt1e paper, and
t visits us so seldom that we want to see,its.leaves only filled with the
practical and earnest truths of every-day fite."zs Similarly, an Ohio reader

‘of The Mayflower, .the only suffrage paper published during the Civil War,.
A .

wrote editor Lizzie Bunnell, "How dear your 1ittle paper has become to me--
% .

" how it cheers and strengthens me, even as the voice of a friand...it seems

'-i endowed with almost, human sympathy; perhaps because the wr1ters(do not wr1te

) S 13 & = :
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~coldly from the head alone, .but warm their g]ow1ng thoughts by the pure Tﬁght

of a true and earnest purpose that emanates from ‘the heart.! w2l F1na11y,‘
_\t * Journal reader from Michigan wrote, "I read over‘the names of the:brave . (_°~

women till I feeh as- proud of them as if they were my own sisters and dearest '

. friends. "28 " T : r_ - . .

N .

[

id | If such confess1ons suggest how, espec1a11y in 1ts ear1y days ‘the
suffrage movement was sustalned with 11tt1e face- to face “contact, the R
* commun1ty s cont1nued growth_ and evolution st111'requ1red a nat1ona1 trans-
portat1on system. In January 1854 for example, The Lily's pub11sh1ng |
v home was successfu]ly moved from Seneca Falls, New Y0rk to Mt. Vernon, 0h1o,
‘where Dexter Bloomer had purchased ‘an interest 1n d¥local paper.. "We fee1
that it matters little in what part of the vineyard we are placed," Bloomer
- ' reasoned then. 29° Yet when Dexter moved again, this time to Counc11
Blufﬁ; Iowa, Ame11a$sold her "pet" to a reform-m1nded newspaper woman . "The
western country is too sparsely settled to make it safe for us to re1y upon
it to. support the papers; a nd‘the\d1stance is too great and fac111t1es for
carrying ‘mails too 1nsuff1c1ent for us to calculate on a large eastern
c1rcu1at1bn," Ame11a B]oomer exp]amed'sO Although this community d1d not
require’ spat1a1 prox1m1ty, it did require techno]og1ca1 advances perm1tt1ng ’
. ‘c1rcu1at1on of the papers-across d1stances. S '
"l . | STYLISTIC CONfLICTS WITHIN THE SUFFRAGE COMMUNITY

§

With the Revolution, the national suffrage movement.finally enJoyed a

pas 1onate1y rad1cak organ comprehens1ve1y address1ng the quest1ons and

.

-/ problems facing the commun1ty. Iron1ca11y, however, this very breadth--as

» .
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- we]] as~Revo]ut1on s h1 ly po]1t1c1zed and aggress1ve sty]e--p01ar1¢

suffrag1sts and qu1ckﬁy provoked estab11shment of a compet1ng suffrag

group with 1ts own'_rgan, 1ts own sty1e and v1 i

Revo]ut1on was not the f1 rst suffrage paper to use strong ]anguafg \r
40y
N\

i
f&f

- to ca]] for martyrdom In an ed1tor1a1 ca]]ed “The Influence of opif

.on the Character," m11d mannered Davis c1a1med that "§o refuse to cor
- -

a caus; act1ve1y was not s1mp1y neutra11ty, but was to oppose reform

support the status quo. when the b]ood sta1ned hero1sm of the batt19 \]ci
e

ét

demands the homage of our adm1rat16n, -we must e1ther brave]y rebyke 14
/

uff1an cr1me or partake its gu11t w31 Furthermore Dav1s as- q,d mo

: other suffrage editors,-had broadly defined the paper as address1ng l\e
4R1ghts, Relations, Duties, Destiny, and Sphere Qf.woman. Her Educatiﬂn\
. ’ ‘Literary, Scientific, and Artistic. Her Avocation--industrial onme \1
;,f\\and Erﬁzess1ona1 Her Interests--Pecun1ary, Civil and Po]1t1ca1 o
Certa1n1y agreeing with such a condemnation of apathy, Stanton fi{1
Anthony abandoned ph1losoph1ca1 treatises and abstract descriptigps 0 k\;a
cause and expf1c1t1y extended the concept1on of the reform, the coﬂlnu(1 .
and its interests. Revo]ut1on aggressively confronted questions of wﬂr '
! » co-educat1on, money and wages, ch11d;;%gr1ng, physical exercise, dresé \1mﬂm’
) ' marriage, divorce, sexual politics, part1san po]1t1cs cooperatigp W1ﬁh \‘ﬂer
" reform movements 1nc1ud1ng black c1v11 r1ghts, economic c]aSS’COnf11Cﬁ’ §r\d
the role of women 1n re11g1on In short, it art:§u1ated a pe1u11ar1y
po]1t1c1zed world view by wh1ch converts could understand, Judge - ané ﬂe\

-on the very real ard prob]emat1c issues of the day. , -
. a ' . , we
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pliticized

"fallen women;' and to a moral understand1ng'of its po]1t1ca1 ob11‘at{bns

‘ /
women apart from other suffrag1sts, Revo]ut1on was no more successf 1 in

y

"upper

“-ach1ev1ng programmat1c success. Desp1te Revo]ut1on s repud1at1on of

-~

ten-dom," work1ng women were pred1ctab1y re]uctant to embrace what was st111

7

a clearly middle class movement; working class men would have nothingj to=do

[
i

w1th suffrage sympath1zers

e
Revolution not on]y justified rebellion ("Rebellion in defense of Just1ce,

mercy, and thekh1.f§”,5:w is always in order"32) but exp]o1ted m111tar stic N

g 5

vocabularyto encourd¥E able-bodied soldiers to "help carry on. the war pf the

Revolution. w33 fr" 3;\

Naturally Revo]ut1on dealt with suffrage--exp1a1n1ng why women sought s

enfranch1sementa showing why men ought to enfranch1se women, refuting and '
underminfng positions of’both male and female “antis," speculating on the
(positive) conSEquences of the movement,‘promotfng suffrage pambhjets-and
1ectures, heraldﬁn§ instances where women had voted,or attempted to vote,
celebrating suffrage heroines, :1t1ng paralle] "straws in the wind" wh1ch /

suggest‘a“ﬁnev1tabT§'ff not immipent: v1ctory, and teaching Tobby1n

organizing techn1ques Revolution made Qge community's work mbre effe t1ve )

‘, even [



Revo]utiou s model of: and for a community of strong-minded w en ‘was
v
often inconSistent Anthony, Stanton and their fo]]owers reasoned that

demonstrating that women could and would speak out authoritatively was_ v ‘

" more important than ideological conSistency. They never apo]ogized forathe

fact that members of-a'newly emerging and ev01Ving community neededvto,,h'
experiment On- principle and in terms of principie, they*eliminated the term

"compromise" from their vocabu]ary, in favor of\notions of adamancy, verve, }/

&

-

and power. Yet, this does not mean that they neg1ected all forms of negotiation.

9

" The week]) offered the opportunity t0'try out different lines of attack

different rationales, as well as’different charahterizat' ns of their styﬂe so.vf

& ¢

that they cou]d find which ones were most inte11ectua11y ‘and emotionally .
- : _

satnsfying .and effective /1

S

Complicating this process was the fact that a 1arger and ‘not necessari]y .

14

-sympathetic Sudience also witnessed this highly charged drama. Revo]ution S

editors wished ‘to attract and/organize a national or even international

o audience They saW'themselves as addressing questions of significance to SR
“ag ?
,a]] society, and c]aimed that their style and visdion deserved national .

P

' recognition- To the extent that they achieved this "publicity,“ however, they
'sacrificed opportunﬁties for rehearsa], for backstage revisions in script and
direction, and for invisible cues ‘and costume changes Hostile critics
'g]eefu]]y pounced on each indication of inconsistency and in- fighting.
| Revo]ution enJoyed some success. Readers pub]icly congratu]ated
Revolution's be]]igerence, liso different from the namby-pamby milk-and-water
s Journals that dare not pub]i‘sh'theotruth‘."35 |
admired the:$§volption—ary <image andh;ried.to live up to the reputation of
)

17

A small group offsuffragists
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“man\ish " as arrogant and vuTgar, 1f not 1mmora1 Lucy Stone and her N

" | foTTowers beTieved that a more dignified and responSibTe verSion of.the new -

!

‘woman\was not onTy "better" p___se, but also more Tikely to attract support/

/ .
and response Her "Woman' s Journa] woqu unify wgmen drhwn aTong these new T, 'i

-~

Tines and wou1d organize ¢heir fight for Tegitimacy Stone assured women

’ ,//, that a suffragist coqu be couragéous, eedicated and: actave, yet st11J be "a . T .

- . e
~ |- _ genuine woman,, gentTe, tender, refined and quiet W36 X ;’._" Lt H;(! S

g The JournaT ‘relied on extenSiVe donations of money and time from- its .

\ - .
. N T
staff; but the columns of dispTay and cTa551f1ed advertising, the nation- T )

.

_ wide dateTines on theParticTes and corrESpondence thexreference to. stockq

hoiders, are all visible eVidence of ﬂhe JournaT’s success 1n qu1ck1y~estab1ishing

tr"'
1tse1f’as a broad- based organ speaking for "the" national suffrage community

’- Henry BTackweTT cTaimed that aTT 7000 c0pies of the second (January 15) issue R
~3w were’ son--whereas when debt ridden Anthony solde voTution,‘that two and,a

37.?-etters Frop suffragists as, WeTT

han year ald paper had onTy 3000 subscribers

" as articles repubTished from exchanges suggest that no one missed the changes in

theme, styTe, and tone, aTthough even as consey supporter as Harriet

Beecher Stowe remarked that JournaT descriptions of “re

f};meress [sic] marbTe
- ...38 S

brows": were a bit t00" "high faTutin

The Jounna1 promised to cooperate and respect aTternative ver51ons of the

I

cause. The marriage of The Journ%T with a Dayton suffrage paper caTTed The

mean s Advocate provided an opportunityQ\o express its desire to.be broadminded.

N . ) . . ) . y . .
. . \ 4 h
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"It w111 be pub11shed in the interest of no persoqh; clique, or locality.

It will welcome a11 friends of Woman Suffnége who are willing to work

ll39

harmon1ous1y and fraternally with us.... As 0pposed to Revolution, which

‘boasted that "The time dgs pas5ed for Lilys, Sybils, Unas, Mayflowers,

40

The Journa] pointed out

Dewdrops, etc. and we have come to The Revolut1on,“
W81
'III

that its’ namg "is pot pretent1ous not sensational, not sentimenta

But “respons1b1e" women were more interested in distinguishing themse]ves
'S

from radical types than in cooperat1ng. Stone's group.rejected several peace:

"offers from Stanton's faction over the next twenty years, arguing that "peace,

Lo

i at the expense of principle, and union, at the sacrifice of individual freedom,

. are never worth havi "42 Tactfully défend1ng the®r opposition to "extrem1sm,"

[

’ N

suffrag1sts and to fa]]en women, it did want to

respons1b1e women argued that ‘given the 1ntens1ty and variety of the oppos1t1on,

) )

.no one weapon or tactic exclus1ve1y served

t ~

r S
L1kew1se, when some "strong m1nded“ women. seemed reluctant to attack the

~

"free-1ove" ph1losophy and seemed w1Q11ng to allow free 1overs.on the1r p1atform,

The Journal V1gorous1y disavowed notor1etys‘ when r1d1cu1ed'ior over-emphas121ng

-

Ypure- hands,“ staff wr1ter Miriam Co]e defended "stra1ght laced proprﬁbty "

S1sterhood stopped short of prost1tutes, the presence of "fallen wnmen" among

"respons1b1e women"’ was "an insult nqt to be borne. "43 ’_ .

But. 15 The Journa] deglined to extend the olive branch to coipet1ng '
1attract other new womeny _as well

lr- ~

as men, as’ converts Br1dge bu11d1ng was 1mportant ‘not only to muster support .

o for these su frag1sts were also wives, mothers, friends, and members of other

unities, whether territorial or affective.

~

7 "—‘ e ‘32.
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need only the‘ Fh h’r n the daﬂy"fa"‘ﬂy dinner."

’ . sty 3 )
The Re"owt‘gn d Qk f'"‘c]p]e in advocatmg the cause and seemed
) . fcy " C
to counsel Comp]ﬁte nv a\ o of "0UlSigau re]atwnshlpsl Again, '

The Journals ¥

whiy nti

]_]§ not ¢ ' hﬁ]y g1ect1ng the "Just1ce" of enfranchlsement _
S ' €5 3.

reagoned that QFF g' t ' )nterGSts were identical to humamty H it stressed |

the expedle"cy a"tl oc‘ hagitrof & nfr aflt:h;sement The very act of .

fra
_part1c1pat1"9 n th 5uf % moVe sement Woulq morally transform womeMnto

one un1ver‘5a1 Q"tr. 1t>‘

}_'_]\ waf'd Howe, Whose favorie th me, peage and
2ty 3“ ;
cooperations P q] Qted h_- 10 (pEEETEN had f1nq11y WOt leed together, "they
back o A3 ST

will not go tQ any small and se]ﬁsh d1v151on

oy
Small envy, Pet’f» N ‘\ f’ @’,‘ '(Hq“hded d1Sl1ke will now g1ve way and women

will regard each “‘the’ﬁ . the 12 rgeness and 1iberty of reasonab]e beings. nhé
"Resp(’“"’1 blay mﬂ} 1%] jon of. Males in the comnumty may also be
.seen as part oNh / in tegrift thls commumty 1nto the larger one.

To thw."end B12 ck‘"eﬂ o d ]\Qg on dema nded not only’good humor and an end

s
" to ranc_o_rj towd d"‘en 25 2 Q\ but also me" S part1c1pat1on, for an "ant1-woman :

socie&y'zéannf’t e r-efofmed, Y an ¥ Yfeair."*® Blackwell added in h1s
editorial "TrU® oo N0 "8y - fenceforth 1ot it be understood that the
Woman'SuffY“age %Nment' 1'5‘% Moma" “‘OVement, but a movement of men and
women for--the 'co""nQ ne'lt “45 E"‘:ept S narrow and temporary protes/ts>aga1nst

o ,
exc]uswely ’“a1e \ titl’t{ hg all women' s institutions (1nc1ud1ng women's

‘ coHeges) We"'e hit ciz@.,..‘ Mb ckind the deq of 1ect9res for women, Higginson

‘said,’ "What W"me" h eed” "”é "oy epa"at,e Fepast, however choicely served; they

47

‘Again, £o phﬁm te © "1ty parmonY ang m1n1m1ze d1saffggt10n The Journal -

steered away f™° n ntr‘a ‘h 11“‘:] Sub\]ects IromcaHy, then when )

\‘ 0 ')"1



readers requested more articles on world affa1rs--on issues on which women
wanted to vote--B]ackwe]] ansWEred that ‘The Journal. should represen¥/1nterests

of womgen as a class, not 1nterests wemen shared with-men, Blackwell remarked

. - : )
. on another irony: one reader cancelled her Journal subscription because it

Was‘offensively.Christian;‘another; becéuse'it ill-concealed its bitter
48 :< - - ' '
b ’ ’ —— .
- Th1s does not mean, however, that The Jougna 1qpored symbo]1c dimenslons
or sty11st1c amb1gS:t1es For examp]e, it agreed with preged1ng suffrage papers

+ hatred of Chr1st1an1ty

on the importance of names in ;ymbol121ng one's stance. women were told. to

1dent1fy themse1ves by the1r own names, not the1r husbands Although a few -

readers doubted that cal]*hg women by ‘nicknames qpu]d prevent the mi]]en1um,

! otherslwarned women not to use baby1sh pet names and [diminutives if they

© - .wanted respectqf9 U u{/ o i ' ; | . N

More s1gn1f1cant§y, The Journal underStood that *ts responsibility was

st!’? to spur supporters, that dignified good-will and d\;orum’d1d not

7¥‘t"‘mse1ves rally a commun1ty into act1on Thus The Journal also in u]ged'inﬂ

satire, 1t vented 1ts anger and frustrat1on and complaiped and proteted w1th

! Y .i

- heady metaphors and powerfu] examp]es In an ed1tor1a1 "Unrighteous \Indigna-_

&

t1on,",M1r1am Co]e Tashed out at male hypocrisy and ch1va1ry She tra slated

-

men's "obsequ1ous attentions, the profuse offers of protect1on" as medning

/
"come not up higher, dar11ng, for it is easier patron1z1qg you wh11
50

you stand

fools or y‘

a féw feet lower down." Male characters in fiction were typicall

brutes, and The Journal regularly publicized examples of male exploita ion

. "and oppression of women. The Journal reminded women of the importance of m;:Eﬁ
= ' .

—

determination ahd self-respect. "Fetters are none the less such; nor do

“ - | | 21 | B

e
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they symbolize any less. degraded conditions...because,'instead of being roeugh

and ragged, they are smooth and wreathed\in'roses "5]

{ ¢
Miriam Cole even adm1tted the usefulness of "Sharp Women," those crafty,

w52

suspicious and obnoxious women who "sting us 1nto duty -Similarly, then,

_ The Journal WOuld not appease and p1acate, but would eternally rouse the
_co nity to an indignant sense of 1tse1f and 1ts va]ue
Although the proport1onate emphases shifted, the suffrage papers always
managed a necessary and crucial double role: to gnCOurage converts—by’
¥ ce]ebrat1ng:therr aeeomp]1shment4,and\xzctor1es, and to stir them, by warning |
- them against apathy and by reminding|them of continuing suffering. A thorough -
”examinatiqn~using a cultural approach suggests that the papers”sdcceeded in
cheating, sustaining, and inspiring the suffrage community as it?i"e]oped and
matured, and-nnidramat1z1ng and debat1ng a1ternat1ve vers1ons of a new life
" (' style for women.. That is, the wmtmgs of s'(ﬂii:iglsts suggest that the women
can 1eg1t1mate1y be" descr1bed as const1tut1ng a community, the sp1r1t e1ements,
and process of commun1ty are evident. But the community was sma11 (even by 1893,
(_the ‘official suffrage organization had enrolled only about’ 13,000 members®3),
had few opportunities foh face-to-face interaction and cqmmunication, and saw
itself as poorly (negatively and infrequently) reported in the popular press.

\

~ Thus it was throu and with their own papers that the suffragists came

together as a community. . ) ok o ) '\\




[

1.

'"'2}

3.
g,
5

\6.

79. 1

10.
1.

13.

14.

18,
16.

‘The Mayflower, November 15,1861, p. 168.

- communes to maintain

L * ' ENDNOTES ,
. . S \
- L ' B = -

The Una, February 1, 1853, p. 1.. ° . . : Q

The 'Una, February 1, 1853,.p." 4; DecemBer 1854, p. 383; February 1855, p. 25.

J

The Una Decemben 1854, p. 376-77.
The Una Una February 1855, p. 25 quoting The Saturday Visiter [sic].

The Una, December 1854, p. 376-77. -
’ Ve

Many sociologists cﬁaﬁm that using "community" to refer to ngqn-
geographica]]y based' units weakens the term and comfuses the 1issue.
his point is made for example by Dennis £. Poplin, Communities:
Survey of Theories and Methods of Research (New YorE MacmiTlan
0f efinitions community, ery found ﬂ:hat three-
quarters agreed on the predence of ‘area and social interaction as - .

necessary elements of community.™ George A. Hillery Jr., "Definitions ¢
of .Community: Areas of Agreement," Rural Sociolo 20, 1955. See -
also: Colin Bell and Howard Newboy, Community §tua¥es (New York:
Praeger,”1974); Roland Warren, The Comminity in America (Rand, MacNally
and Co., 1963). Without. prov1d1ng-a precise definition, Gusf1e1d '
describes hon-tdrritorial communities of "relation" in Joseph Gusfield,
?gmm?nity A Critical Response (New York: Harper and Row, Pub]ishers,
75 - ~

Dexter Bloomer, Life anirwr1t1ngs of Amelia Bloomer (New York:  Schocken

Books, 1975), p. 40. - - ’\s;:>

The Lily January 1853, p. 2. <

The Woman's Journal, April 3, 1886, p. 108.

Genius of Liberty, November 15, 1852, p. 12. Compar1sons ‘of the suffrage
community to nineteenth century cdh@gnes may be interesting, given the
similarity of the 1anguage used here and techniques used by utopian
ommitment, described by Rosabeth Moss Kanter,
Commitment and-Community: Communes apd Utopias in Socio]ogica] Perspective
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, ]972) : ’

Genius of Liberty, October 1852,¢p.
The Lily, November 1, 1849, p. 88.

This)po1nt is made by R.M. Maclver and C.H. Page, Society (London Macmi]]an,
1961

The Una, February 1, 1853, p. 4.

3

Genius of Liperty, October 1832, p. 1.
.- 22 -



"23'8 )

N B
. 17. The Woman's Journgl, October 13!/18127j;. 324, /f; ,
‘ X .«

+18. The Revolution, May 7, 1868, p. 280-81.r ) 1 y

- ' ’ 3 N ) 3 ¢ r'\

,}9: The Genius of Liberty, October 1852, p. 1. . ) ! N
-

.
-«

20. The Genius of Liberty, November 15, 1852, p. 12
: )n ’ ‘

| 21. The Lily, April 15, 1854, p. 59. Ironically, although Revdlution was the

paper most insistent on the importance of suffrage papers bejng managed

and operated by women, most critical of suffrage papers which allowed - )
participation by men, and most self-conscious  about encouraging women to .
enter trades, it was itself challenged for not)using women -printers. { -

L ] -

22. 9The Lily, March 1850, p. 23. -
B Ibid o .
) 24.  The Revoldtion, October 29, 1868, p. 260. ©, . )T
A 25. TDefﬁoman‘% Journa], Decehb;}“ZB, 1872, p. 412. " ~ .
| 26." Tﬁé Lily, Decembeq'1852, p. 98. T '
(//{/’22.'.The Mayflower, Nolember 15, 1861, p. 169. 4
’ 28. The Homan's Journal, January 22, 1870, p. 18.
29. B]o?mer,wgg,g%gél‘p: 29.- | ,
30. The Lily, December 1854, p. 181. .
31. The Una, November 1853, p. 169-9. o N
32. The Revolution, June 11, 1868, p. 361. - |
33. The Revolution, May 7, 1868, p. 281.
34." The Una, December 1853, p. 182. oy ‘
35. The Revolution, October 29, 1868, p. 260. ,;>»_’ ‘
© 36. The Woman's Journal, July 29, 1871, p. 236. ~ e
37. ;hekwoman's Journgl; January 22, 1879,'p.‘1¥;,1qq Husted qupeps Life and
RewrTark:  Rrmo Press-To6o), Jor 1, b b4, ook Presss 1898; yeprint,
’38. The woﬁan's Journal, September 3;W1870,‘p, 273.° | ..
39, Jhe Woman's Journal, August, 13, 1870, p;\:sz. _)::5_' : S '
o | 24 ~ .




»
’ ., e

i;
.
The Re-voluf/&n. May 14, 1868, p. 295. U T

. ‘The woman s Journa] January 22, 1870,,p. 17.. s

The NoTi2¥§ Journa] January'7, 1871, p.. 2., . " N
The womansJournal Aprﬂ 15, 1871, .,.120.@ o 7

. . The Woman's Journq], October 13, 1872, p. .324.

Ibid.

The Woman's Journal, May 28, 1870, p. 164-5.

S - o

’ . . . "
. . 1 .

The Woman's Journal,’ September 14, 1-872] . 290.
82

4

The Woman's Journal, March 164 1878, p.

.- The Woman's JournaT April 3, 1886, p. 106; Apri] 24, 1886, p. 134-5.

. Tbe Woman's Journal, June 8, 1872, p. 177. B .

The Woman's Journal, April 16, 1870, p. 116. . <<\_,///«\

The Woman's Journal, August\\3, 1870, p. 256.

Aileen S. Kraditor, The ldeas of the Woman Suffrage Movement, 1890-1920
(Garden City, New York: Anchor Books, 1971), p. 5. Kraditor says that
membership grew to 17,000 in 1905, 45, 000 in 1907, 100,000 in 1915, and
to 2,000,000 in 1917. . | '

s

-

B 4



