


passive witnesses to the battle are an example of this. Female eyewitness accounts of
the battle actually revealed fluctuations in acceptable “manly” and “womanly” behavior.
Though these women did not “seize” the opportunities of  eir non-traditional service

during the battle, the significance of these experiences should not be overlooked.
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entered the hospital at Christ Lutheran Church of her own volition, she was soon sent
scurrying for items requisitioned by impatient doctors and pleading patients.60
Elizabeth Thorn was similarly ordered around, forced to cook dinner for Union General

Oliver Otis Howard, and, later, on the authority of the same man, ordered from
home. This last hardship proved to be a blessing in disguise: her home was
the castern slope of Cemetery Hill and would soon be engulfed inthe ¢

ctamor of Pickett’s Charge.6!

Many of the accounts described similar demands made by the invading Ce ite
{orces. For instance, Sarah Barrett King was witness to a Confederate soldier’s
demands for food and a place to sleep. There was, however, a decidedly more coercive
quality to the power assumed by Confederate soldiers. The man who demanded food
and a place to rest at the Rhinehart farm did not simply sleep, eat, and leave: he

suspiciously searched the room in which he ‘rested” and insulted the meal prepared for

him.02

Similar searches and seizures peppered the women’s accounts of the battle.  annie

Buehler recounted the way she was “accosted” at her door by a group of Confederates

who informed her they knew she was hiding Union soldiers and they | ann¢ .0 sear

60She was sent out twice for whiskey, which was a very popular and rare
commodity during the battle. McAllister account, 1, 3 (page references are to transcribed
copy).

61Thorn ©  uapiler account, 2. Thorn was obviouslv verv or dof t to
General O. O. Howard and two of his fellow generals (Dar E  ar Sickles y
Warner Slocum). However, General Howard did not recall the meal. In an rto
Lvergreen Cemetery president David McConaughy Howard struggled even
Elizabeth Thorn: 1 believe the woman  ve me a cup of cottee, but the rec 100

indistinct to base any material statemern upon.” O. O. Howardto 1 :Ce
February 1833, vertical files, GNMPL.

62King account, 3.















was a politician, seemed overly concerned with exalting the protective qualities of her
husband. According to Fannie, “There was no lack of provisions in our home, thanks
to the prudent forethought of my very thoughtful husband.”™ 73 Thus, David Buehler
provided for his family, protected them from hunger and want, des] e the fact he had
fled town with the mails.

Many Gettysburg women felt civilian men were physically unable to protectt m
from the fright and danger of battle. Certain men ir 1e Union army were: 0
considered less than paragons of protection. Sarah Broadhe: s  serv. Hn, “We do
not feel much safer, for they are only raw militia,” illustrated the difference between
military men (veterans) and boys (new, “raw” recruits), and how they were perceived.
“Men” might be able to aid them, but “boys”  arently offered little protection.”
Sarah Barrett King similarly ridiculed the ““fool-hardy” Union men who came to
Gettysburg from Emmitsburg, Maryland on June 27 (“I presume on a lark.”) and
missed running into the Confederate cavalry by only a few hours.75 Both Sarah
Broadhead and Sarah Barrett King were older, married women. Their descriptions of
the ineffective Union forces were made before the battle commenced. However, after
the battle began, images of military men as protectors abounded. This included oth
Union and Confederate men.

The protection given to the women of Gettysburg by Union troops was both
psychological and physical. Many narratives recounted a feeling of safety, both when
the Union forces ¢ sed «  June 27, and when they triur  antly returned to the town

-~ Luum€l account, 19,
74Broadhead account, 7.

75King account, 2.






recurring theme.®0 Two accounts of older women used this image to great effect.
Sarah Barrett King described how she and her compani s felt “perfectly safe” v zn

two Confederates said they would sit on the doorstep and guard the house.8! And  [lary

McAllister, who had a problem wi  the first “sassy” men assignedto ¢ rd h 1,
was eventually rewarded with two satisfactory men, and was “not sted any
more.”'82

Women Potentially Empowered By War Work

At the same time these women were hailing some military men as protectors they
were potentially empowering themselves  rough war work. Every one of these ten
women participated in aiding the soldiers, some in the battlefields and others in their
homes. Going ‘out” and ministering to the wounded on the battlefield embodic  a
certain level of autonomy, as can be seen in the case of Harriet Hamilton Bayly, whose
husband forbade her to return to the work. Of course a certain degree of authority also
accompanied caring for the wounded men within the confines of one’s own home.
Although thesc women were catering to the needs of men--a decidedly uncontroversial
aspect of the domestic ideal--the power dynamic had been subtly altered because these
men were vulnerable and in some cases in need of protection, a decidedly unmanly tr

These wounded men, who previously had been in a position of authority over

800f course, if the Confederates occupied a large p i of the towr )1 3
cvening of July 1 to the early morning of the 4th, one mig  wonder w. 1 the ™ Is
were protecting the townswomen from.

81King account, 3.

82McAllister account, 5.









support the Union for free.88

How different women dealt with their potentially empowe g experiences ¢ ring
and after the battle varied. Although the conditions for empowerment were present, not

all of the women recognized that they might have been empowered, and fewer acted

upon this possibility. In fact, the only woman who acted in an out-of-the-ordinary way

following the battle was Elizabeth Thorn who was assigned the grim task of burt ¢

one hundred and five bodies.89

Most of the women found great personal satisfaction and pride in the work they 1
for those wounded at the Battle of Gettysburg. Sallie Myers captured the mood
succinctly: “while 1 would not care to live over that summer again . . . | would not
willingly erase that chapter from my life’s experience.”90 Many of the women of

Geltysburg expressed surprise at being able to handle the huge responsibilities placed

upon them in the heat of battle. Jennie McCreary found she actually had “a little

nerve than 1 thought T had. ™1 And Sarah Broadhead discovered that, “We do not know

&8Jeanic Attie, “Warwork and the Crisis of Domesticity in the North,” in

Houses: 7 -nd¢ - -1 the Civil War (New York: Oxford University Press, 1992), 202, >ee
also Glenna Mattnews, ‘Just a Housewife’: The Rise

~'F ' “Domesticity in America
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1987).

89Despite her greatly expanded role as the gateke: { the Evergreen Cemetery,
Elizabeth Thorn was nevertheless subject to the continuities ina!

1 ined firmly
entrenched in the town of Gettysburg after the battle. In her Compiler account, she st

d
flatly. ““For all the work of burying the soldiers we never received any extra pay from the
cemetery nor from any other source. only the monthly salary of $13. (2) Her
responsibilities may have multiplied. but her renumeration had not.

90Myers Sun~--- 7' account, 3.

91McCreary ~ account.
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repaired on July 10th. Within days the population of the town had swollen to the point
of ove owing with volunteers, family members searching for loved ones, and the
simply curious. The women of Gettysburg, some of whom were relieved from their

nursing duties by the arrival of the U.S. Sanitary and Christian commissions, an |

establishment of the general U.S. Army Hospital, were now expected tc rovi  food

and other services ) accommodate these guests. As if the additi  al derr ds of 2

W

battle’s immediate aftermath were not enough to tax even the sturdiest cons
stench of rotting flesh (both human and equine) and the fear of pestilence cessitated

keeping one’s windows closed in the stifling heat of the summer. It was no wonder

these women stayed indoors.

The Hegemony of the Separate Spheres Ideology

Despite the presence of contradictory gender images in eyewitness accounts of the
bat :, the popular image of Gettysburg has not been one of controversy or change. The
traditional images of Jennie Wade and John Burns have concealed the deci yn -
traditional situation during and immediately following the battle. Even the articles an
poems of the Northern press that alluded to less-than-manly behavior on the part of
many Pennsylvania men failed to budge the firmly entrenched popular belief in
Gettysburg as the home of these paragons of female and male patriotism.

This raises the question of the hegemony of the separate spheres ideology. The
idcology had a strong hold on the popular imag ation, as can be secn in the ration
and rcady acceptance of the stories of Jennie Wade and John Burns. The separatc
spheres ideology was so pervasive that it was able to accr nodate the many

manifestations of manhood and womanhood that resulted from both the eof
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some Southern women. 113 These “unruly” women were agents of temporary change
during the war in such non-traditional acts such as rioting and political subversion
(which they committed by hiding Confederate deserters). However, they were
ultimately unsuccessful in changing the reality of their everyday lives once the war was

over. The status of Gettysburg’s women was similarly unchanged, but their actions far
from “unruly.”

Similarties to Other Northern Women

The women of Gettysburg also shared many similarities with other Northern
wotnen. The best-documented of the experiences of nineteenth-century Northern
women were those involved with benevolent organizations. Gettysburg's women
shared the zeal of other Northern women for a distinctly feminine, sentimental charity--

what Lori Ginzberg delineated as the “first generation” of organized benevolence in her
Wc

n and the Work of Benevolence. Examples of this type of benevolence
proliferated in Gettysburg throughout the war, among them the Soldiers’ Aid Society,

which was formed in April of 1861, just days after the war commenced.
Gettysburg also shared a characteristic of larger Northern cities, a strong basis of
community networks.!'+ The informal “use of the streets” was apparent in the stories

of the women who wrote eyewitness accounts. It appeared that both the family and the

3Examples of this can be found in Bynum: and Faust, ““Trying Tc 0a n's
Business.” in which slaveowner Lizzie Neblett took out her

istrations on her children.

I4Christine Stansell explored the uses of the streets and s ymmunity n - vorks
in New York City in City o

ol ) 360 (New York:
Knopf, 1986). In fact. where viary Kyan 1ouna wie ramny w ve the “cradle ¢ the middle
class.” Stansell essentially argued that in New York the streets were the ©*  dle™ of the
working class. Sec Ryan. 7 "' “the ldle C ‘
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Streegq .
CCLs were vity) Sources of information and understanding in Gettysburg both during
and after e battle.
COmmum'ty networks were present in both the town of Gettysburg and farms in the
s :
urm““dmg countryside. Information was much more accessible in town, however,
W .
}.’er € Citizens coulq generally lor  out their window and get a good idea of what was
bgomg On. Sallic Myers described a common Gettysburg scene: “All of us townspe  le
€look ourselves 1o the streets and stood around in groups or sat on doorsteps. 5 T
attle, mych like the rest of the Civil War, was viewed through the prism of community
life 116
Those who Jived on farms had a much harder time attaining information. Sarah
Barrey King (a town-dweller who spent the battle in the countryside) was especially
MUned 1o this isolation: “We were away from any news and the suspense was
Wil Farm wife Harriet Hamilton Bayly, who was certainly used to the extra
CHort inyo)yeqg In staying up to speed on news of the town, hurried through her work
P the moming of July 1 so she could trek up a local hill which provided “a first-rate
Place fo a lookout.” She got there bright and early, and found most of her neighbors
lready there. When no information about the troops could be ascertained from this
POsition, Harrie and a male neighbor started towards town fo get more information.

Thevy +,,. . -
Y walked for a while, but soon a shot from a Confederate cannon made them aware

wtures account, 177.

Jonial roles of women in Gettysburg during
~en | lic:
Univeisity Press,

the ‘1 *II' Oreonthes, Holic and ceren i
r ''see Gallman and Baker, 20-1. See also Mary P. Ryan, ¥ ‘
" 1825-17"" (Baltimore: Johns HopKuns

7y, 13840-1

117
K £ account, 3.
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Were €re . .
Cled to the women who had faced two armies, in many cases alone. Their
pO[en[i, . . . . . . .
ally cmpowering roles as providers of essential material aid to the armies was

ultim; . . o .
ately couched In terms of “natural” female proclivities toward nurturing. In this
Wa % . . ~
Ys the townswomen of Gettysburg becan  symbols of domestic service and self-

Sacrifice : :
ICC in much the same fashion as Jennie Wade.

F : . -
oM e | spective of over a hundred and thirty years, it 1s easy ¢ ecome

P .
tustrated ang demand to know why this was allowed to happen. Why di

01‘ w ~ - . - ”" .y -
Geuty sburg f 1o seize the opportunity to enlarge their “sphere,” to .0 d rights,

an ; : :
dto wield the influence that their service to man and state had earned them?

Sentially, why were these women blind to the “big picture™ that their success in

AU ied rojes during the battle might off  the opportunity of increased participation
 public, possibly even political, arenas?

Before we indict these women for their failure to pursue an activist career in
Women’s right, however. one should remember the constraints of place and time upon
these women, Simply because the Seneca Falls Convention of 1848 raised a certain

degree of awarcness of women’s ri ghts, it is unlikely that the women of Gettysburg
Shared any type of feminist consciousness in 1863. On the contrary, these women were
DI’()hub]y

wary of the women's rights movement, considering it sitly and/or dangerous.

TheSC Women did not share the language that would enable them to concerve of their

S as olitically charged.
, ; ampaign,
A final thought on the subject hearkens back to the Gettysburg Campatg
C(’”"“ﬂnded by General Geo  : Gordon Mcade. 133 Following victory at
- maca vshort s

(6] 10]

bef '33Meade had been given command of the Army O[r[:?n?o ation on |

MMander of the Army of the Potomac, sce Gabor S. : Od ,Gab("' S. Boritt (New York:
«)‘ng‘oln. Mecade, and Gettysburg.” in Lincs \'s Generals. ed. '

Xtorq University Press, 1994). 79-120.
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Gettysburg, Lincoln was furious that Meade had not pursued Lee’s Army of Northern

Virginia as they retrcated. Lincoln simply could not compr: end how Meade could

have failed to take advantage of such an opportunity. By le ng Lee “escape™ across the

Potomac River, Lincoln reasoned that Meade had sentenced the nation to two more

years of bloody war. What Lincoln failed to recognize, however, was the e on

Meade’s troops. Perhaps the lesson we should take away from this1t  tsomy 1 5§

the “big pictu " does not take into account the limits of hum  endurance.

Meade’s troops, the women of Gettysburg were physically. emotionally.
psychologically exhausted after the battle. They did not “follow-up” on their tactical
advantage and launch a frontal assault on male social and political dominance, but

perhaps the war will yet be won.
























