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ABSTRACT

REPRESENTATIONS OF EARLY TWENTIETH-CENTURY PHILIPPINES IN
AMERICAN WOMEN’S TRAVEL NARRATIVES

By

Cecilia A. Samonte

In this dissertation, I argue that within colonial
settings in the Philippines, American women occupied
distinct positions from which to construct geographic,
ethnographic and political knowledge justifying colonial
rule during the years 1899-1913. The unigueness in their
positions was determined by several factors. First, as
agents of empire, they considered themselves racially
superior and yet subordinate to the prevailing patriarchal
order. Second, although in most instances they were
identified in terms of their domestic and private spheres,
they performed roles that allowed them to transgress into
public and political domains. Third, these women’s
positions were largely determined by roles they initially
assumed at the start of their journeys. These included
duties ascribed to wives of administrators, tourists, and
professional women.

Unfortunately, the traditional devaluation of women’s
writing has prevented these writings from being considered

important sources of knowledge and receiving the same



credit as narratives written by male travellers. But there
is no doubt that the women of this study make a very
significant contribution to contemporary accounts of the
colonial history of the Philippines. American women travel
writers embarked on Jjourneys that allowed them to negotiate
between traditional spheres and epistemological shifts and
assume specific positions within the American colonial
order 1n the Philippines. Finally, in making these
complicated Jjourneys, these women were able to provide
knowledge about gender, colonialism, and the representation

of empire in American history.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

It has been a great and rare privilege to meet
and get acquainted with these people who, though
often fierce and cruel, are helpless and weak
like little children, and when properly
understood, are courageous, kindly, hospitable,
artistic, and religious in their way - a people
in need of patient and tender guidance. . . . I
have learned to love this land for which America
has become the foster parent. May America be
faithful to her trust, and . . . watch over her
charge until it has grown to maturity, and is
ready to take its place in the world’s great
family of nations.’

When Maud Huntley Jenks wrote this entry in 1904, she
and husband Albert had just concluded two years of
travelling in the Philippine Islands. Albert Jenks, chief
of the Bureau of Ethnology in the Philippines, was part of
a team tasked to accumulate information on the various
Filipino groups inhabiting the Mountain Province in the
northern part of the islands. It was their findings (both

“native” artifacts and their “native” makers), in fact,

' Maud Huntley Jenks, Death Stalks the Philippine Wilds: Letters of Maud Huntley Jenks (Minneapolis,
Minnesota: The Lund Press, Inc., 1951) 204.




which were used for the Philippine display at the St. Louis
World’s Fair in 1904, dubbed as the “greatest and best
Exposition in the history of the world”.-

Before the Jenks’ narratives came out, there were
other sources of knowledge about the archipelago that
functioned in the same way. Various travel writings
published from 1898 onwards used various facts about the
Islands to support the American policy of annexation. One
of these was journalist Murat Halstead’s 1898 work entitled

The Story of the Philippines; Natural Riches, Industrial

Resources, Statistics of Productions, Commerce and

Population. In his book, Halstead shows the correlation
between the country’s natural resources, American
investment, and the welfare of 'the Filipino populace.
According to him, “There is a profusion of the riches that
await the freedom of labor and the security of capital, and
the happiness of the people. Under American government the
Philippines would prosper.”’ Essentially, Halstead used
empirical and scientific data in supporting the capitalist

motive for expansion. In Our New Possessions; A Graphic

Account, Descriptive and Historical of the Tropic Islands

of the Sea Which Have Fallen Under Our Sway, Trumbull White

? Benito M. Vergara, Jr., Displaying Filipinos (Quezon City: University of the Philippines Press, 1995) 111.
? David Spurr, The Rhetoric of Empire; Colonial Discourse in Journalism, Travel Writing, and Imperial
Administration (Durham & London: Duke University Press, 1993) 118,




also supports the economic agenda as he links commercial
development to the “uplifting of a swarming population of
alien races”.’ Like the Commission members’ reports, many
travel narratives such as these used information pertaining
to the Islands’ natural resources and peoples to Jjustify
American colonial rule in the archipelago.

Until the present time, there has been little, if any,
significant attention given to travel narratives on the
Philippines and their relation to “colonialist history”.”
Scholars in Philippine-American history continue to neglect
these materials in their studies. This is especially true
in the case of American women’s travel narratives. These
women were certainly asserting their presence as early as
1899, in both the Philippine Commissions and in the arena
of travel writing. There exists, in fact, a sizeable bulk
of published writings by American women who traveled to the
Philippine Islands from 1899 through 1946 as wives of
administrators, missionaries, nurses, teachers and
tourists, but these have rarely been made subjects of any
comprehensive study (Rafael, “Colonial Domesticity,” 640).
Because these materials have been largely neglected, the
history of early Philippine-American relations is still

fundamentally based on a traditional framework whose

4
Spurr 118.
5 Paul A. Rodell, “Image Versus Reality: A Colonialist History,” Philippine Studies 37 (1989): 511.



organization is based on the development of political and
economic institutions. The inclusion of women’s travel
writing in the present literature is integral in
broadening, reconfiguring, and even challenging the old
narrative to reveal incongruities and complicate generally
accepted truths and knowledge about the processes of
colonial administration, assimilation, and resistance.

The present study dedicates itself toward exploring
and analyzing a select group of materials that has been
marginalized from the “master narrative” of Philippine-
American history. Focusing on select texts written by
American women who traveled to the Philippines as wives,
tourists, and professionals at ‘the beginning of the
century, it analyzes how the various locations of white
women within the racial, gender, and class hierarchies in
the Philippines influenced the way they represented
imperialism. Specifically, it aims to address the following
set of interrelated questions: What is the significance of
this project to the scholarship on Philippine-American
history? How were the subject positions of American women
travel writers constructed in terms of racial, gender and
class difference? How did American women travelers
represent their private and public experiences within the

imperial context? How did these experiences produce



knowledge as
themes recur
these reveal

colonialism?

a form of colonial discourse? What narrative
in the writings of women travelers and what do
about their attitudes toward American

Did they function as ethnographers who

implicitly enabled colonialism? How do their writings

impact the scholarly literature of Philippine-American

relations during the early twentieth century (1900-1916)7

In approaching these questions, this introduction will

proceed to accomplish four things. It will provide:

1.

A historical survey of American rule in the
Philippines.

A survey of works discussing the correlation
of colonialism, postcolonial theory, and
travel writing.

An overview of texts that examine the
relationship between gender and imperialism
A discussion of accounts of women travelers
and the production of knowledge in their
travel writings

A brief overview of the organization of the

entire dissertation.

The Spanish-American War marks a significant watershed




in the history of Philippine-American relations. With the
victory of U.S. Commodore George Dewey over the Iberian
forces at the Battle of Manila Bay, three hundred years of
Spanish rule over the Southeast Asian archipelago had
finally come to an end. On June 12, 1898, General Emilio
Aguinaldo, a rebel leader from Cavite (a province south of
Manila) and elected President of the newly-established
republic, proclaimed Philippine independence “under the
protection of the mighty and humane” United States (Blitz
22). But Philippine sovereignty was short-lived. Before the
newly inaugurated republic could even begin to assert its
authority, U.S. President William McKinley issued his
policy of “benevolent assimilation,” which declared that
Americans were coming “not as invaders or conquerors, but
as friends, to protect the natives in their homes, in their
employments, and in their persénal and religious rights”
(McFerson 75). In addition to this, U.S. forces had also
begun to assert their presence near Manila, initiating half
a century of American conquest and colonialism which in
turn, provided the political context for the various travel
writings produced by American women.

In January 1899, American expansionists who advocated
the annexation of the Philippine Islands had become a

stronger force than the anti-imperialists in the U.S.



Congress. In the meantime, President William McKinley was
preparing to have the body ratify the Treaty of Paris that
provided for the cession of the archipelago to the United
States for twenty million dollars. Back in Manila, tensions
between Filipino and American forces were threatening to
come to a head. Though McKinléy had issued his “benevolent
assimilation” policy and had ordered troops to maintain the
peace, General Elwell Otis, head of U.S. operations,
proceeded to lead an army regiment into territory claimed
by Filipinos, as he authorized troops to use force if
necessary for self-defense (Blitz 32). On February 4, 1899,
a confrontation between American troops andvseveral
Filipino soldiers resulted in the death of the former and
the “official” commencement of the Philippine-American War
(also downplayed as the “Philippine Insurrection” in
American historical narratives).

American forces began to attack key strategic
locations in Luzon, killing about 3,000 Filipinos on the
first day of hostilities. With Otis and later, Brigadier
General Arthur MacArthur at the helm, operations were
extended to the Visayas region and eventually advanced
significantly to capture the Filipino seat of government.
Back in the United States, events in the archipelago were

becoming part of a serious debate. Despite their defeat at



blocking the passage of the Paris treaty, the Anti-
Imperialist League, led by stalwarts such as former
president Grover Cleveland, Senator George Hoar, Mark Twain
and Andrew Carnegie, launched a serious campaign that
denounced the administration for its brutal and
irresponsible handling of the war. As their membership
grew, opposition in the domestic front also grew larger.
Despite increasing protest, the foundations of the new
imperial power had already been lain. As early as January s
1899, McKinley appointed Jacob Gould Schurman, president of
Cornell University, to be head of a commission tasked
primarily to investigate conditions in the islands and to
recommend measures and policies necessary for the
establishment of peace, order and public welfare (Cortes,
242) .° Commissioners conducted daily meetings in Manila with
prominent Filipinos and foreigners as 1t attempted to
establish the grounds for an acceptable form of government
in the archipelago. After a month of research, the
commission came out with its findings which were used to
advocate for the end of military rule and the establishment
of civil government under U.S. supervision. They proposed

the organization of provincial governments headed by local

® The Report of the Philippine Commission, published on January 31, 1900, indicated that “there was no
Philippine nation but only a collection of different peoples, that there was no general public opinion in the
archipelago, and that the men of property and education who alone interest themselves in public affairs in
general recognize as indispensable American authority, guidance and protection” (Cortes 245).



officials, with American surveillance, and the formation of
a national legislature under an American governor who would
possess the right to veto.

As military rule slowly gave way to civil governance,
the U.S. Congress pressed McKinley to pave the way for a
system of governance in the Philippines that would
incorporate congressional authority. As McKinley attempted
to have a bill that would guarantee extensive executive
powers passed in Congress, he also assigned a second
Philippine Commission to assist in establishing the bases
for the new government. This commission, also known as the
Taft Commission, was presided over by Ohio federal judge
William Howard Taft and composed of various administrators,
scholars and their respective families. Three months after
their arrival, the commission used the information gathered
from various provincial visits to recommend the enactment
of laws in such areas as taxation, education, civil
service, local government and the legal system. From
September 1900 and August 1902, it passed a total of 449
laws (McFerson 247). As the Commission made full use of

their legislative powers, it also tried to enlist the

” The Commission was also composed of Dean Worcester, who was the only member of the Commission
with personal experience in the islands; Henry Ide, formerly a chief justice in American Samoa and who
was a jurist in Vermont; Luke Wright, veteran of the Confederate army and a lawyer in Tennessee; and
Bernard Moses, University of California professor of history. The group was accompanied by their
families and secretarial staff. Mrs. Moses would in fact, be one of the few who recorded the investigations
performed by the Commission.



support of the Filipino elite, which would organize the
Federalista Party in realizing its objectives.

By the last part of 1900, the Filipino resistance had
gotten considerably weaker, and McKinley’s coclonial policy
began to be fully enforced. Empowered by legislation to
exercise full authority over the islands, McKinley
appointed Taft on July 4, 1901 as governor of the
Philippines. McKinley’s executive rule was cut short when
he was shot in September by anarchist Leon F. Czolgosz.
Theodore Roosevelt, the man responsible for the annexation
of the islands, ascended to perr (Blitz 42). A “period of
suppressed nationalism” marked by guerilla repression,
censorship of the press, a ban on the establishment of
political parties, and “compadre colonialism” (referring to
the collaboration of members of the Filipino elite and
American officials) characterized this first stage of
American imperialism (Agoncillo and Guerrero 243-261).

With the enactment of the Cooper or Organic Act in
1902, U.S. rule was officially established on the islands.
From this time till about the twenties, policies and
legislation were geared towards “Westernization” which
included the organization of the executive, legislative,
and judicial branches of government, the establishment of

free trade and industrial development, and “social and

10



civic improvements as seen through the programs of free
public education and health improvement (Cortes 270-321).
Filipinization (“gradual substitution of American with
Filipino personnel in the in the government”) was also
implemented through the establishment of the Philippine
Assembly in 1907, which constituted the Lower House of the
legislature.

The issues of Filipinization, self-governance and
independence were probably the most crucial issues
underlying the American women’s construction of their
travel writings. Filipinization was thought to be part of
the Republican Party’s strategy to maintain the support of
the Filipino political elite and provide the “political
education” for future self-rule and independence, while
making no real assurances about the granting of complete
autonomy (Churchill 2). The strategy worked until 1907 when
the all-Filipino legislative body also called the
Philippine Assembly was formally inaugurated. With its
formation, Filipino political leaders were able to find a
space to “cultivate political sentiment for independence”
(Churchill 4). Prominent Filipino politicians began to make
increasing demands for less Américan tutelage and a bigger
role in government.

But it was not until 1913 when American administrators

11



seriously considered granting independence. Before this
year, American leaders did not believe Filipinos possessed
the political capability nor the economic independence
needed for self-governance. They also perceived the demands
to be a result of Filipino partisan interests (Churchill
5). Convinced of these reasons, Republican leaders
envisioned the maintenance of American rule alongside
partial Filipino representation, for a longer time.

With the Democratic victory in 1912, however, the
situation completely changed. The Democrats, after all,
had always been staunch supporters of absolute and complete
independence and it seemed it was the perfect time to
finally realize these goals. The appointment of Governor
General Francis Burton Harrison in 1913 initiated a process
whereby Filipino politicians became more empowered in the
island’s political and economic affairs. In 1916, more
advancement was made toward the goal of self-determination.
The Philippine Autonomy Act or Jones Law bill was signed
into law by the Democratic Congress. It became the “first
formal and official commitment” to grant political autonomy
to the Philippines, made by the United States (Cortes 326).
Through this legislation, Filipinos gained extensive
legislative powers and virtually complete control of all

branches of the government. Harrison had indeed propelled a

12



tremendous change in colonial policy which in turn sparked
a serious debate in all quarters. Several sectors
criticized Harrison for his extreme Filipinization policies
which according to them significantly weakened U.S.
governance and Filipino potential for “responsible conduct”
(Churchill 7). Before the whole process eventually
culminated in the enactment in 1934 of the Tydings-McDuffie
Act which was designed “to provide for the complete
independence of the Philippine Islands,” the implications
surrounding the issues of independence and self-
determination would significantly impact various kinds of
discourse, including those expfessed by American women in
their travel texts (Golay 326).
IT

No study on imperial representation would be

complete without recognizing the contribution made by

Edward Said’s influential Orientalism, which paved the way

for the reconceptualization of the relationship between
knowledge and power. According to Bart Moore-Gilbert, it is
Said “who so often sets up the terms of reference of
subsequent debate in the postcolonial field” (35). 1In
fact, even Said’s most ardent critics acknowledge the work
as a seminal text, “the influence of which must be undone

before what is considered to be more adequate modes of

13



analysis of the relation between culture and
(neo)colonialism can be elaborated” (Moore-Gilbert 35).

In his work, Said argues that Western rhetoric about
the East was basically used to reinforce colonial rule. He
shows the direct correlation between Western forms of
representation and knowledge on one hand, and Western
material and political power on the other. Consequently,
Said asserts that “ideas, cultures and histories cannot
seriously be studied without their force, or more precisely
their configurations of power, also being studied” (5).
Western systems of knowledge and representation have been
complicit in the West’s material and political
subordination of the non-Western world, positioned as the
West’s inferior “Other.” According to Said, the Orientalist
discourse grounded the Other’s identity on such features as
voicelessness, sensuality, femininity, despotism,
irrationality and backwardness and depicted these to be
absolute and unchanging (Moore-Gilbert 39).

Said grounds much of his work on ideas developed by
Michel Foucault and Antonio Gramsci. Foucault’s influence
is seen in two principal ways. He establishes, first of
all, the crucial relationship between knowledge and power.
Authors like Sara Mills have continued to pursue his line

of thinking. According to Mills, travel writing produces



knowledge that inevitably does two things. As it inscribes
the “otherness” of “alien” peoples and places, it also
essentializes them in a more “commonsensical” manner. Mills
also shows how travel writing functions as a form of
colonial discourse. In her article entitled “Knowledge,

r”

Gender and Empire,” she posits:
Travel texts also produce a great deal of other
“commonsense” knowledge, for example, knowledge
about the home country, and knowledge about the
relations between males and females both within
the imperial context and in the home country.
Much travel writing implicitly proposes a set of
commonsense assumptions to which the reader is
supposed to assent” (Blunt and Rose 34).
Here, she uses a Saidian formulation in explaining the
formation of colonial subjects. Foucault argues that
discourse “constructs” the objects of its knowledge. 1In
response to the contention that the study of colonial
discourse translates into an unquestionable “reality” or
given “truth,” he states:
We must not imagine that the world turns towards
us a legible face which we could only have to

decipher. The world is not the accomplice of our

knowledge; there is no pre-discursive providence

15



which disposes the world in our favor. (Mills 9)

By providing a sharp distinctién between the “world” and

the

how

way

The

and

process of acquiring knowledge about it, Foucault shows
the “world,” in fact, 1s fundamentally defined by the
society has constructed and represented it” (Mills 10).
“real” East is transformed into a “discursive Orient;”

travel writing becomes an important site of this

representation.

Despite his monumental contribution to the field,

Said has been criticized largely for falling short of

addressing crucial issues like gender. As Jane Miller

states:

Said [. . .] sets out with care and delicacy the
parallels and analogies developed in this field
between colonial relations and sexual relations,
and he shows how illuminating of the reality of
the imperial adventure whose parallels have been
for both West and East. What he does not
confront are the sexual meanings on which those
illuminations depend. It is possible to feel
that within his analysis it is with the
distortions of male sexuality [. . .] produced by
the language of Orientalism that he is chiefly

concerned. [. . .] The question remains: why does

16



such an analysis not entail a concern for women’s
loss of political and economic status, in itself?
[Women’s history] does not become part of the
history which is being rewritten.’
Although Said had dealt with the correlation between empire
and sexuality, like Miller argues above, the women in his
accounts occupy a secondary and subordinate position, and
hence, fail to be fully represented.
Despite this shortcoming, there i1s no doubt that

Orientalism has made an enormous contribution to the field

of colonial discourse and continues to provide the bases
for more and more studies on colonial discourse analysis
and travel writing. Indeed, the association between travel
texts and the “production of knowledge, power relations and
identity formations” reinforces the need to engage in this
kind of post-colonial inquiry and interrégation (Blunt and
Wills, 198).

One aspect of this colonial knowledge, was the
creation of “imaginative geographies,” defined as “the
complex production of images of lands and peoples beyond
Europe which were reproduced in accounts of the voyages of
discovery and journeys of exploration, and in travel

narratives” (McEwan 6). This concept shows the significant

¥ Reina Lewis, Gendering Orientalism: Race. Femininity and Representation (New York: Routledge, 1996)
20.

17



relationship between colonial power and geographical and
cultural knowledge. Outlying territories were “mapped” by
Westerners who then used the accumulated information,
usually said to be “scientific” and “objective,” to impose
dominion and control (Blunt and Wills 194-95). But
travelers went beyond describing and controlling the
natural landscape. The same system of classification and
categorization was applied to the imperial subjects and
used in asserting the same kind of hegemony (Blunt and
Wills 195). Thus, the constructions of imaginative
geographies was integral to the imperial discourse of
Orientalism, and travel writers played an important part in
the creation of these imaginative geographies. As Blunt
argues, “Travel writing was particularly important in
imperial literary traditions because individual Europeans
travelled between colonized and colonizing worlds,
perpetuating mythological otherness” (Blunt 30). The
recent wave of studies on travel writing reflect this
perspective which reaffirms the relationship between the
transient Western traveller, his/her text, and the
insinuation of imperial power.'

In The Rhetoric of Empire; Colonial Discourse in

Journalism, Travel Writing, and Imperial Administration,

David Spurr focuses on nonfiction writing, such as travel

18



writing and journalism, which he describes as a form that
“opens directly onto the fractures and contradictions of
colonialist epistemology” (2). He delves into twelve
rhetorical modes (including surveillance, appropriation,
aestheticization and eroticization) that have structured
colonial discourse, defined as a “space within language
that exists both as a series of historical instances and as
a series of rhetorical functions” (7). Spurr discusses the
multiple colonial discourses structured to meet different
goals. He points out that “colonial discourse [. . .] does
not simply reproduce an ideolo@y or a set of ideas that
must be constantly repeated. It is rather a way of creating
and responding to reality that is infinitely adaptable in
its function of preserving the basic structures of power”
(11) . According to Spurr, colonizers produced
“discontinuous segments” of knowledge under constant crisis
and anxiety within specific eras as they strove to maintain
dominance over the colonized. Travel writing thus emerges
as an important instrument used to reinforce colonial
power.

Steve Clark presents a siﬁilar perspective in Travel

Writing and Empire: Postcolonial Theory in Transit.

According to him, analyses of travel writing must resist

settling into the domination-subordination dichotomy. The

19



genre “overlaps with numerous other discourses of
colonialism [. . .] and the joﬁrney itself encodes
inevitable ideological aspects. [. . .] Interpretation of
any specific travelogue must acknowledge not only its
complicity, but also its power of refiguration and
aspiration towards a more benign ethics of alterity” (3-4).
As Clark infers, travel accounts are not neutral narratives
that simply divulge random information. Any serious
interpretation of these narratives has to recognize how
they reflect and impact dominant systems of power. They do
not speak with a single voice or agenda, but nonetheless
are implicated in the production of colonial knowledge.

Mary Louise Pratt’s seminal work Imperial Eyes, also

highlights the importance of studying travel discourse
alongside a “critique of ideology.” Focusing on how
“travel-writing has produced the rest of the world for
European readerships at particular points in Europe’s
expansionist trajectory” (in Latin America and Africa,
specifically), she shows how the imperial frontier was
encoded through the distinct imperatives of science (said
to embodied in such aspects as .Europeanness, maleness,
middle classness) and sentiment (reflected in “innocence
and passivity”). She also demonstrates that underlying the

seemingly benign process of observation is the subjectivity

20



of the travel writer who can express ambivalent attitudes
toward colonialism. Pratt also discusses the concept of
“contact zones,” defined as “social spaces where disparate
cultures meet, clash and grapple with each other, often in
highly asymmetrical relations of domination and
subordination” (4). She demonstrates how the imperial
encounter was far from one-directional, paving the way for
the retrieval of colonized voices and agencies.

In addition to these works, Ivo Kamp’s and Jyotsna G.

Singh’s Travel Knowledge: European “Discoveries” in the

Early Modern Period points to the impossibility of coming

out with a single generic description for the wide range of

travel literature that has been produced within various

historical and regional spaces. According to the authors:
Travel knowledge . . . is hardly unmediated
insofar as it 1is shaped by political factors,
subject to authorial intervention, and plagued by
general epistemological problems that attend the
movement of information from one culture to
another. This does not, in our view, mean that
there is no possibility of knowledge at all, but
it does mean that we have to understand
“knowledge” as a culturally specific and

ideologically charged category that relies

21






heavily on “translating” “otherness” in terms
that are accessible, in the case of travel
literature, to an audience back home. Or, to
adapt Hayden White’s analysis of the historian’s
practice, the travel writer makes sense of -
“encodes”—his experiences much as a “poet or
novelist” does. The travel writer endows “what
originally appears to be problematical and
mysterious with the aspect of a recognizable,
because it is a familiar, form. It does not
matter whether the world is conceived to be real
or only imagined; the manner of making sense of
it is the same. Knowledge, we might say, 1is what
they thought they knew (6-7).

Accordingly, through the “imaginative geographies”
they provided in their narratives, Western travel writers
constructed their perception of reality in a way that made
the text more relevant to its readers.

ITI

Women travellers’ writings are a significant part of
this “knowledge.” Within Western colonial discourse, they
fuelled the imaginations of people who did not have the
opportunity to witness empire first hand. Through their

travels and their production of texts, women transgressed
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societal conventions and consequently contributed
invaluably to the body of imperialist discourse. In her
work on English women travelers in colonial India, Indira
Ghose could not have articulated the value of this study
any more succinctly:
With historians like Elizabeth Fox-Genovese and
Joan Scott, I believe that it is necessary both
to reinstate women as agents of their own history
and simultaneously to challenge a reductionist
approach that privileges gender to the exclusion
of all other factors that construct identity.
(Ghose 14).
Besides exposing the constructedness of traditional
literature, the added scholarship magnifies the experiences
and crucial roles women assumed within the Western colonial
endeavor and thus, provides the opportunity for the
development of the field of women’s history.

Around the 1980s, there was a noticeable upsurge in
the number of works delving into the intersection of gender
and Western imperialism. As Claire Midgeley states,
“studies have sought to rectify the exclusion of women from
standard histories of imperialism and the exclusion of
imperialism from histories of women” (7). Recognizing how

imperialism had been seen as a masculine enterprise,
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scholars attempted to incorporate gender into their studies
of colonialism. Many works foéused on white Western women
in India and Africa between the late 1860s and 1940s, a
period bound by “high imperialism” and the commencement of
decolonisation.

Scholars tended to adopt similar approaches in their
studies of gender and imperialism. The first involved
locating exceptional, often neglected, women who influenced

the shaping of foreign policy. In Women and American

Foreign Policy, for instance, Edward Crapol shows how

abolitionists and pacifists played crucial roles in helping
shape historical movements in the United States. A second
approach involved focusing on “working” women such as
missionaries, nurses, advocates for peace, and wives of

colonial administrators. Jane Hunter’s Gospel of Gentility

analyzes the women who constituted 60 percent of the
American missionary movement in turn-of-the-century China.

In The World Their Household, Patricia Hill discusses the

pivotal role played by the women’s foreign mission
movement. Women also started emerging in many histories of
twentieth-century pacifism in such studies by Barbara J.

Steinson (American Women’s Activism in World War I) and

Harriet H. Alonso (Peace as a Woman’s Issue: A History of

the U.S. Movement for World Peace and Women’s Rights) which
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draw a clear connection between peace networks and women’s
history. Another approach involves studies which adopt a
“recuperative” mode (Midgeley 7). In these works, white
women were viewed either as “wvillains,” “wictims” or
“heroines” within the imperial drama.’ As “villains,” they
were blamed for disrupting and eventually causing the loss
of empire what with their sexual jealousy and racism which
forced male colonizers to distance themselves from the

17

colonized peoples.™" As “victims,” women were seen as a
group that succumbed to an oppressive male-dominated
imperial system, which allowed them to identify with the
plight of similarly-oppressed colonized peoples‘ . Finally,
as heroines, women were assigned benevolent roles as
philanthropists or reformers. All three stereotypes
supported the notion that women did not fulfill more than a

very indirect and mostly private role in empire-building.

As Billie Melman asserts in Women’s Orients, “I agree that

to de-politicise that experience and relegate it to the
private sphere, outside the coﬁtext of modern imperialism,

would be as myopic as the attempt to reduce Orientalism to

° Malia B. Formes, “Beyond Complicity Versus Resistance: Recent Work on Gender and European
Imperialism,” Journal of Social History 28 (March 1995): 629-41.

' Anne Stoler, “Making Empire Respectable: The Politics of Race and Sexual Morality in Twentieth-
Century Colonial Cultures,” American Ethnologist 16 (November 1989): 634-40.

n Mary Ann Lind, The Compassionate Memsahib (New York: Greenwood Press, 1988); Helen Callaway,
Gender, Culture and Empire: European Women in Colonial Nigeria (Basingstoke: The Macmillan Press in
association with St. Antony’s College, Oxford, 1987).
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a tool of power politics” (12). Women were assumed to be
located within specific spheres that automatically rendered
them incapable of exercising agency nor effecting any
significant transformation in the colonial process.

A number of recent works have attempted to address the
rigid and limiting nature of these frameworks by making
more critical and in-depth studies of the multifarious and
even conflicting roles women performed within the imperial

setting. Margaret Strobel’s European Women and the Second

British Empire examines women’s relationships with

imperial structures and colonized peoples, and attempts to
complicate oversimplified narratives that merely revolve
around patriarchal oppression. Pointing out “how little
understanding there was and is of gender and power in the
dynamics of colonialism,” she demonstrates how women
reinforced as well as resisted and challenged the imperial

establishment.” In a similar way, Melman’s Women’s Orients

breaks down the male-oriented view of “otherness” by
showing how women’s views were more diverse, non-coercive
and empathetic. She also states that “travel and the
encounter with systems of behavior, manners and morals,
most notably with the system of polygamy, concubinage and

the sequestration of females, resulted in analogy between

2 Margaret Strobel, European Women and the Second British Empire (Bloomington and Indianapolis:
Indiana University Press, 1991).
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the polygamous Orient and the travelling women’s own
monogamous society. And analogy in some cases, led to
self-criticism rather than cultural smugness and sometimes
resulted in an identification with the other that cut
across the barriers of religion, culture and ethnicity”
(Melman 7-8). Melman clearly establishes the relationship
between women’s travel writing and the redefinition of
gender and personal identity.

Another work deserving attention is Western Women and

Imperialism edited by Margaret Strobel and Nupur Chaudhuri.

The compiled essays in this volume study Western women’s
support and subversion of “dominant cultural values” during
the colonial era as it pushes readers to consider the
multiple viewpoints women took in advancing their own
agenda (6). Essays retrieve the history of how Western
women in such places as North Africa and Egypt insinuated
themselves into the power dynaﬁics of the imperial

establishment. In another work entitled Gender and

Imperialism, Midgeley interrogates the “productive

marriage” of gender history and imperial history, as she
brings together various articles focusing on both
colonizing and colonized men and women who were impacted by
imperialism (10). While it focuses on various colonial

contexts, it concentrates on how traditional imperial
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history is challenged by recent studies on postcolonialism.

Finally, in Beyond the Pale: White Women, Racism and

History (1992,) Vron Ware writes with the aim of
identifying the correlation between patriarchy and racism.
Juxtaposing contemporary culture with historical movements,
she examines the negotiation of feminist and antiracist
politics by different white British and American women. In
this work, she examines the soéial relations that existed
between white women and white men as well as those between
black women and black men in an effort to form conclusions
about “power and domination” within the colonial setting
(43). According to Ware, this process 1s predicated on the
reality about Western women’s positioning in colonial
society. In this setting, Western women occupied an
ambiguous position of dominance (over non-white people) and
subordination (to the white patriarchy) which enabled them
to both negotiate and resist racial and gender
discrimination, even though théir compliance was demanded
by colonial rule.

In addition to these works are a host of books coming
out with newer and more critical approaches, and a
deepening interest in various forms of women’s travel
writing such as anthologies, anecdotal accounts,

geographical and ethnological studies exploring gender,
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colonialism and representation.’'  Consequently,
considerable effort has also been made to provide more in-
depth studies of the relationship between these
informational discourses, gendered subjectivities, and
imperial control.
IV

Over the past fifteen years, a considerable number of
scholars have increasingly devoted their attention to the
study of travel narratives produced by both American and
European women beginning in the late nineteenth century.®*
Many of these authors show how such accounts revolve around
specific historical developments such as territorial
expansion, technological and industrial advancement, and
epistemological shifts. They also attribute the
proliferation of these narratives to factors such as the

desire to escape, pursue certain types of (national or

'3 Shirley Foster, Across New Worlds: Nineteenth Century Women Travelers and Their Writings (New
York: Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1990); Reina Lewis, Gendering Orientalism: Race. Femininity and
Representation (New York and London: Routledge. 1996); Anne McClintock, Imperial Leather: Race,
Gender, and Sexuality in the Colonial Contest (New York: Routledge, 1995); Sara Mills, Discourses of
Difference: An Analysis of Women’s Travel Writing and Colonialism (London and New York: Routledge,
1991); Trinh Min-ha, Women, Native. Other: Writing Postcoloniality and Feminism (Bloomington:
Indiana University Press, 1989); Chandra Mohanty, “Under Estern Eyes: Feminist Scholarship and
Colonial Discourses,” Feminist Review 30 (Autumn 1998); Aihwa Ong. “Colonialism and Modernity:
Feminist Re-Presentations of Women in Non-Western Societies,” Inscriptions 3 (1988).

14 Mary Suzanne Schriber’s Writing Home: American Women Abroad, 1830-1920 (Charlottesville:

University Press of Virginia, 1997) and Telling Travels; Selected Writings by Nineteenth-Century
American Women Abroad (DeKalb: Northern Illinois University Press, 1995); Foster, Across New Worlds;

Alison Blunt, Travel, Gender and Imperialism: Mary Kingsley and West Africa (New York, London: The
Guilford Press, 1994); Susan Morgan. Place Matters. Gendered Geography in Victorian Women’s Travel

Books About Southeast Asia (New Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 1996); Jane Robinson,
Unsuitable for Ladies: An Anthology of Women Travellers (Oxford and New York: Oxford University
Press, 1994).
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religious) missions, or rejuvenate physical and mental
states of being. Since the late eighties, many studies also
started theorizing about the nature and objectives of the
discourse, paving the way for a more incisive and critical
study of the texts.

Much of theoretical work on travel writing is grounded
on the assumption that men’s and women’s texts are
fundamentally different. In her work on Victorian women’s
travel literature on Africa, Catherine Stevenson states
that women travellers tended té adopt strategies of
“accommodation” as they provided “richly eclectic loosely
structured” accounts of the places and people they
encountered. (160). On the other hand, Mary Louise Pratt
advances the notion of an underlying dichotomy existing in
both men’s and women’s travel discourses. According to her,
female travel accounts are not as structured on the “goal-
directed, linear emplotment of conquest narrative,” and
that they are instead, “emplotted in a centripetal fashion
around places of residence from which the protagonist
sallies forth and to which she returns” (157-159). 1In
contrast to the pursuit for scientific knowledge and
adventure, women were more invested in presenting
narrati§es about their own identity and sense of personal

independence. As she states:
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They rejected sentimentality and romanticism
almost as vehemently as the capitalist vanguard
did. For them identity in the contact zone
resided in their sense of personal independence,
property, and social authority, rather than in
scientific erudition, survival or adventurism.
No less than the men, these women travelers
occupied a world of servants and servitude where
their class and race privilege 1is presupposed
(159). |

Using “novelistic practice” to express their discoveries,

the “social exploratresses” combined the political and the

personal as they pursued efforts at “self-realization and

fantasies of social harmony” (168).

Other writers have been more wary of such
essentializing “feminist epistemologies.” Sara Mills, in

Discourses of Difference: An Analysis of Women’s Travel

Writing and Colonialism, attempts to show the importance of

deconstructing the category “wqman travel writer” in terms
of classifications like race, class, sexual orientation,
and discrimination within a patriarchal order. According to
Mills, although it is possible to suggest that masculine
and feminine narratives were not always distinct, it is

important to bear in mind that knowledges did arise out of
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various and different kinds of.imperial contexts. As she

indicates:
It is necessary to recognise that women’s writing
practices can vary because of the differences in
discursive pressures, but that they will also
share many factors with men’s writing. The most
striking difference often lies not so much in the
writing itself (although differences may be found
there) but rather in the way that women’s writing
is judged and processed (30).

The above statement clearly adds another dimension to
the discussion at hand. Indeed, the publication of women’s
texts allowed these authors to reach a wider audience which
probably would never have had access to such knowledge. But
the publishing industry, governed by prevailing gender
stereotypes, also imposed restrictions which affected,
among others, the content and tone of these accounts, which
in turn, limited their capacity to subvert the highly
gendered master narrative (McEwan 46) and correspondingly,
to gain empowerment from their own texts. Consequently, any
effective reading and critique of such sources needs to
extend its criteria to include these considerations.

Alison Blunt, in Writing Women and Space (1994),

points out that previous studies questioned the seeming
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binary set for male and female writers, while others
examined the various conditions that shape production (39).
As Cheryl McEwan shows, even though men and women occupied
the same arena of literary production, they were positioned
in different ways, which accordingly produced a host of
variations in their texts (9). Hence, women’s connection
to knowledge production requires an awareness mostly of how
these women were able to negotiate their positioning within
the “discursive frameworks” established by the imperial
structure (Blunt 42). As McEwan argues, it is only when
one studies the relationships of power (within the colonial
spaces and the domestic sphere) that molded women’s
authorial identity, defined the relationship between their
experiences and narratives, and demonstrated how these
transformed both the colonial spaces and the home country,
that one can begin to undertake a more critical feminist
reading of white women’s travel texts (9-12).

Clearly, many of these women travel writers were
personally invested in the realization and redefinition of
colonial objectives. This study aims to examine if and how
this process prevailed in early twentieth century
Philippines. I will be basing the study on the published
accounts of eight women who resided in the Philippines

between 1899-1904, and whose works were published between
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1901-1950. These writings were the first comprehensive
works about the early stages of American rule in the
Philippines.

\

A preliminary survey of these works shows that women
tended to focus their accounts on their immediate
surroundings, the different “native” people they came into
contact with, and the various facets of the lifestyles
these people led. Despite these commonalities,
contradictions and even ironie; among the accounts were
quite marked. Clearly, significant differences in class,
regional, cultural, and political positionings cast these
women in a different light from their Western counterparts,
as well as from each other and influenced the ways they
affirmed, opposed and resisted the system. A major
objective of this work is to show the multiple realities or
as Alison Blunt would call them, “gendered subjectivities,”
reflected in these women’s accounts and study how women’s
travel writings reflect the complexities, disruptions, and
contradictions underlying the colonial process.

The work will be divided according identities women
claimed for themselves in the foreground of their work.
Readers should bear in mind that categories are not

definitive nor exclusive and may even at times overlap with
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one another. The mode of classification this work uses 1is
meant to be an organizing mechanism by which discussion on
positionings and subjectivities can commence.

Chapter one is devoted to the “incorporated wife,”!"
whose spouses were assigned official positions in the
Philippines. As women 1in supporting roles, these wives
strove to maintain the ideal of “home” wherever their
husband’s work tocok them, whether it was in the remotest
province or in the cosmopolitan urban setting. As a
result, they embodied ambivalent positions within the
private-public divide. Consequently, as their texts
revealed, while they were concerned with the management of
the household, they also devoted considerable attention to
issues associated with the local peoples, lifestyle,
Customs, and religion and the implications of all of these
to the imposition of the American political, economic and
social systems of domination.'®

The first work, is Helen Herron Taft’s Recollection of

Full Years. First published in 1914 by Dodd, Mead and

COmpeuny in New York, it was a work reviewers described as

15
Tam using the terminology coined in Hillary Callan and Shirley Ardener, The Incorporated Wife
T i ;ndon, Sydney, New Hampshire: Croom Helm, 1984).
93).0956mary M. George, “Homes in the Empire, Empire in the Home,” Cultural Critique 26 (Winter 1993-
): 95 7127; Vicente L. Rafael, “Colonial Domesticity: White Women and United States Rule in the
PPines,” American Literature 67 (December 1995): 639-66.
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“delightful in its subject-matter and its treatment.”’
According to the reviewer, “Her account of the Philippines,
as they were when Mr. Taft headed the second Philippine
Commission . . . 1s of much attraction for all who realize
the gravity of the problem that faces the country now.”'" It
is listed in 225 libraries throughout the world and went

through more editions in 1915 and 1917.

The second account, entitled Unofficial Letters of an

Official’s Wife, was written by Edith Moses. She was the

wife of University of California professor Bernard Moses, a
prominent American official assigned to assist in
establishing civil government, (from American military
rule) in the Philippines in the early part of the twentieth
Ccentury. Her book entitled provides a 355-page account of
her experiences in the Philippines between June 1900 and
December 1902. First published by D. Appleton and Company
in 1908, it is presently available in 75 libraries in the
United States. It became part of the History of Women
Series when it was reproduced onto microfilm by Research
Publications in New Haven, Connecticut in 1977. Currently,
there are 50 libraries worldwide that possess copies of

this microfilm. Moses’ book is one of the most widely cited

17 .
mTh'S Comment came out in the December 12, 1914 issue of Literary Digest . Other reviews also came out
I8 Zu‘:l} Periodicals as the ALA Booklist (January 1915) and Boston Transcript (November 7, 1914).

8aIn, this is from the same Literary Digest issue mentioned previously. -
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and often quoted work by well-written scholars of
Philippine-American history such as Owen Ng (1979), Warwick
Anderson (1995, 1996, 1997), J.A. Margold (1995), B. P.
Resurreccion (1999), and Vicente Rafael (1995, 2000).

Death Stalks the Philippine Wilds by Maud Huntley

Jenks (1874-1950) is the third text presented in this
chapter. The book was published in Minneapolis by the Lund
Press in 1951. It is presently available in 53 libraries
throughout the United States. Selected and edited by
Carmen Nelson Richards, who had indirectly encouraged Maud
Jenks to have letters from the Philippines published, the
206-page work is a compilation of letters and pictures the
author sent to her parents in Wisconsin, between the years
1902 to 1904.

Chapter two delves into accounts of seasoned women
travel lers who transgressed the limits of time, space and
Societal norms of the Western mode to explore not only
nNewly—colonized terrain and people, but also their own
renewed sense of freedom and independence. This particular
group of women deliberately pursued ambitions of going
beyond borders, acquiring first-hand information and
€XPeriences of non-Western manners of living, and
dissentinating the discourse through the publication

Machinery, which in itself highlights another aspect of
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their independence and empowerment. In contrast to the
other women, this group is probably the most apolitical
subjects of this study; the women in this chapter were
mostly tourists who were travelling for pleasure.

Two books are discussed in the chapter. The first of

these is Marian George’s Little Journeys to Hawaii and the

Philippine Islands which was first published in 1901 by the

A. Flanagan Company in Chicago and can be found in 11
libraries nationwide. George, a well-travelled and well-
published writer was one of the first women to come out
with an informed study of the Philippine Islands at the
turn of the century. Although Manila is a focal point,
George makes use of a framework that could have possibly
determined the geographic demarcation for future works.
Manila is presented as the cosmopolitan satellite that
shows the confluence of local and Spanish traditions; and
whereas Northern Philippines i; characterized as headhunter
territory, the South is shown to be dominated by Muslims
(or “Moros” as they are called in the local language).

The second traveller to be studied is Florence Kimball

Russel, who through her publication A Woman’s Journey

Through the Philippines, is said to give “an entertaining

description of the journey of the cable ship on which she

was one of the “2 ¥” women passengers, as it wound in and
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out among the islands, affording an ever beautiful panorama
of tropical seas and wooded or mountainous shores and
frequent opportunity to go ashore and observe the native
life. Many curious adventures befell her as she seems to
have enjoyed them all immensely, while she writes about
them with such vivacity that the reader enjoys them too.”"
The table of contents include chapters on "“Dumaguete,”
“Misamis,” “Iligan,” “Cagayan,” "“Cebu,” “Zamboanga,”
“Sulu,” “Bongao,” and “Tampakan and the Home Stretch.”

The 270-page work was published by the LC Page and
Company in 1907. It includes an index and segments partly
reprinted from various periodicals (The Criterion and

Everybody’s Magazine). This copy 1s now in 59 libraries

throughout the United States. It was reproduced onto
microfilm first in 1976, in New Haven, Connecticut, by
Research Publications, then in'l980 in Sanford, North
Carolina by the Microfilming Corporation of America,
followed by yet another reproduction in 1984 by the
University of Michigan University Library in Ann Arbor, and
finally by the Library of Congress Photoduplication Service
in 1985.

Chapter three interrogates the position occupied by

women writers/travellers whom Indira Ghose called the

1% Rev. of A Woman’s Journey through the Philippines on a Cable Ship that Linked Together the Strange
Lands en route, by Florence Kimball Russel, New York Times 2 November 1907: 702.
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“philanthropic” travellers. This chapter incorporates
accounts of women who were directly involved with the
program of social reform through teaching, medical, and
missionary work. Inextricably connected to the ideology of
domesticity, the philanthropic enterprise imbued the
middle-class professional with'a sense of personal
empowerment and mission, while enforcing, at the same time,
the ends of social surveillance (Ghose 12). Although
subjects of their study are still rendered voiceless, this
is most possibly the group that had the most contact with
the local people. Inevitably, it was also these women who
reinforced notions of difference, otherness and
assimilation.

The first work I will discuss is 0ld Glory and the

Gospel in the Philippines, by Alice Byram Condict, who in
1899, came to the Philippines to rest from her work among
those struck by famine in India. Soon after her arrival,
she was inspired to write what she witnessed in the
Islands. The table of contents include chapters on “The
First View of Manila,” “Nipa Shacks,” “0ld Manila,” “The
Rule of Rome,” “Religious Liberty,” “The Religious Movement
of the Federal Party of the Philippines Island,”

“Washington's Birthday - 1901 An Era in Filipino History,”
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“More Visits to the Provinces,” “Diversity of People,” and
“The First Fruit of American Sovereignty.”

Containing 124 pages and 16 leaves of plates, the work
received its copyright in 1901 and was published in 1901 by
Fleming H. Revell in Chicago. Currently, it is housed in
44 libraries worldwide. It was reproduced onto microfilm,
first by the American Theological Library Association’s
Monograph Preservation Program in 1985, and then by the New
York Public Library in 1986.

The second book I will examine is An Ohio Woman in the

Philippines by Emily Bronson Conger, a nurse who worked for

the American army in Iloilo, located in the central part of
the archipelago. In 1904, the 1l66-page work was put out by

two publishers: R.H. Leighton publishers located in Akron,

Ohio, and Arthur H. Clark in Cleveland. Presently, it can

be found at 68 libraries worlinde.

Finally, I will be analyzing A Woman’s Impression of

the Philippines by Mary Fee. Her book is undoubtedly one

of the most popular and widely cited works among published
accounts written by American women on the Philippines, and
was first published in 1910 by A.C. McClurg and Co. in
Chicago and 1is available in 73 libraries throughout the
United States. A second edition came out in 1912. 1In

1976, Research Publications in New Haven, Connecticut

41



reproduced the work onto microfilm (which is now available

in 49 U.S. libraries). It was then reprinted by GCF Books

in Quezon City, Philippines in 1988. Finally in 1984,

another reproduction was made by the University of Michigan
University Library Preservation Office Microfilming Unit.
No matter what “gendered subjectivities” they

occupied, it 1is clear that women’s travel writing

functioned as a form of colonial discourse, which among
other things, illuminated the way in which colonialism was

a gendered and multidimensional process. Women were

impacted by empire in different ways. Although often

adopting privileged positions as female colonizers, they

were still subservient to the patriarchal hierarchy that

governed the colony and thus, sometimes assumed a gaze that

enabled them to relate and identify with the colonized. At
the same time, as they set out to see the world through the
act of travelling, they embodied what Carroll Smith-
Rosenberg describes as the “New Woman” (between the 1850s
and 1890s) who challenged conventional roles ascribed to
women as they moved into wider national and international
boundaries.ﬂjRepresenting their experiences through both
formal and informal, as well as public and private modes,

these WOmen travel writers presented information and

20
A;\’Ialy Suzanne Schriber, Telling Travels; Selected Writings by Nineteenth-Century American Women
£22road (DeKalb: Northern I1linois University Press, 1995) xvi.
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adopted strategies that were significantly different from
those produced and used by most of their obvious male
counterparts. They were not offering their readers official
accounts of colonial administration. Their accounts were
largely based on personal and mainly self-indulgent
experiences, rather than on official figures and
statistics. Yet these narratives also provided ethnographic
and geographical knowledges that embodied a high degree of
credibility and authoritativenéss within both mainstream
and professional circles. And as I intend to argue, it was
this factor that enabled them to impact public opinion in
the United States about the enforcement, affirmation and
resistance to imperialism. More importantly, they
succeeded in integrating themselves within a discourse that
was disseminated to a wide readership that consequently,
developed more concrete notions about the multiple
dimensions of early twentieth century American imperial

hegemony .
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CHAPTER TWO

THE OCCUPATION OF MATRIMONY: WIVES OF THE EMPIRE

Undeniably, issues linked to the relationship between

women, colonialism, travel writing, and representation have

become the subject of numerous works that have come out
within the past two decades. Despite this surge in the

scholarship, there is still a noticeable lack of effort
taken in complicating the gender rubric and recognizing the
various subject positions that different women within empire
occupied. The present study aims to address this issue by
discussing the narratives produced by American women playing
Specific roles within the colonial society in the

The first of these focuses on the group that

Philippines.
was most accessible to the public - - the official
administrator’s wife.

Mediating the public and private realms of a colonial
society, the wives of empire played a crucial role in
reconstituting the home country on the imperial frontier.
Within the vast arena of scholarship devoted to Victorian
women'’s relationship to colonialism, one prevalent
Stereotype is that of the “pampered Hill Station denizen,”

Or the more popularly known memsahib (Buzzard 463). In
fact, British colonial officials’ wives were usually cast in

einfleer one of two roles in the colonialist drama. As

AN Y -
‘IJ-J»J-ains,” they were depicted as envious and racist
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subjects whose sexual jealousy, intolerance, and obsession
contributed to the downfall of empire; on the other hand, as
“victims,” women were “seen as trapped within and subjugated
by the hierarchy of imperial power”. According to some
critics, they were repressed by the two systems of
patriarchy and imperialism, causing them to eventually
develop empathy for the women of the “other” culture who
were subject to the same kind of control and domination, and
to thereby subvert the male-dominated structures of
imperialism (Procida 27). But whether it was as the
“villain” or the “victim,” authors inevitably made the
memsahib responsible for the destabilization and loss of
empire (Procida 29). In recent years, scholars have
attempted to move beyond and complicate this dichotomy that
has plagued the historiography of Western wives and
colonialism. But even as these try to use a feminist
approach, they have fallen prey to an essentializing
framework that ignores aspects such as locale, race, and
ethnicity.' In the following discussion on American wives
in colonial Philippines, the study tries to avoid similar
pitfalls.
As partners, wives usually offered support in the form

©f what Helen Callaway, in her work on European women in

1

¢ Iggandra Mohanty, “Under Western Eyes: Feminist Scholarship and Colonial Discourses,” Boundary 2
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Colonial Nigeria, called both “feminine graces” and “women’s
work” (Callaway 165). Correspondingly, whether they acted
as hostesses of official dinners or active observers in the
forging of crucial diplomatic negotiations between American
and Filipino political leaders, American wives in the
Philippines performed their own roles in stabilizing the
imperial establishment by making the public and private
spheres complement and reinforce one another. In an article
on the “colonial domesticity” of “white women” during the
early stages of American rule, Vicente Rafael articulates
this view pointedly:
Where the Philippines was concerned, Euro-American
women who celebrated rather than opposed
colonization did so as a logical extension of
their support for domestic reform. The language
of benevolent assimilation integrated many of them
into the public sphere of empire as patriotic
participants in a civilizing mission. Charged
with the task of manﬁfacturing a sense of the
everyday amid the eruptive contingencies of
colonial expansion, they sought to establish a
domestic realm from which social relations would
be cleansed, as it were, of political
entanglements. (643)

Essentially, it was in the private and domestic sphere that
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the Western female subject aimed to exercise significant
change and transformation. From this point on, this chapter
will discuss how this process worked in the accounts of
three wives, starting with that written by Helen Herron
Taft, wife of the head of the second Philippine commission
appointed by William McKinley to implement civil
administration and establish the foundations of the American
colonial infrastructure.

RECOLLECTIONS OF FULL YEARS

I should 1like to say here, by way of explanation,
which may or may not be necessary, that I am not
trying in this narrative to pose as a woman
endowed with an especial comprehension of such
problems of state as men alone have been trained
to deal with. I confess only to a lively interest
in my husband’s work which I experienced from the
beginning of our association. (182)

I began to love the tropical nights and to feel
that I never before had known what nights can be
like. The stars were so large and hung so low
that they looked almost like raised silver figures
on a dark blue field. And when the moon shone - -
but why try to write about the tropical moonlight?
The wonderful sunsets and the moonlit nights have

tied more American hearts to Manila and the
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Philippines than all the country’s other charms

combined. And they are both indescribable. (214)

American Mission

From
delegated
Helen Herr

readiness

the time her husband William Howard Taft was
to establish civil government in the Philippines,
on Taft expressed an immediate willingness and

to embark on what she perceived was going to be a

“big and novel experience.” As she states: “I have never

shrunk before any obstacles, when I had the opportunity to

see a new
adventure”
goes about

a new sphe

country and I must say I have never regretted any
(33). As seen in the following quote, she then
making “happy preparations for my adventure into
re”:
I had no premonition as to what it would lead to;
I did not see beyond the present attraction of a
new and wholly unexplored field of work which
would involve travel in far away and very
interesting countries. I read with engrossing
interest everything I could find on the subject of
the Philippines, but a delightful vagueness with
regard to them, a vagueness which was general in
the United States at that time, and has not, even
vet, been entirely dispelled, continued in my
mind. There were few books to be found, and those

I did find were not specially illuminating. (35)
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The prospect of engaging in “new and unexplored” work is an
important aspect that motivated Taft to undertake this
journey, and it is also this factor which may account for
the nature of her preparation. Taft undertakes “research”
that will provide more information and truths about the
archipelago they are headed for. But previous studies have
shown that such an activity was mostly associated with the
male traveler whose “travel was seen to offer particular
advantages for scientific observation to ‘a man prepared to
profit by them.’”- Women travellers, in fact were said to
consult conduct books which served as guides for appropriate
behavior.® Taft’s case presents an exception to this norm
and shows how her efforts to acquire knowledge were related
to a desire of fulfilling imperial duty.

In the course of her stay in the Islands, Taft evolved
from being the curious traveler to the crusader who strived
to help American efforts of esﬁablishing peace and
prosperity in the archipelago. This is clearly articulated
in the following:

Our life, on the whole, was intensely interesting
in its unusual atmosphere and curious
complications, but throughout everything we were
made to feel the deep significance of our presence

in the Islands. [. . .] Even in our daily round of

2 .
See Alison Blunt, Travel. Gender and Imperialism; Marv Kingsley and West Africa (New York,
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social affairs we dealt with tremendous problemns
whose correct solution meant the restoration of
peace and prosperity to what then should have
been, and what we knew could be made, a great
country. That for which the American flag had
always stood began tq assume [. . .] a broader and
a finer meaning; and being so much a part of our
flag’s mission in a strange field a certain zest
was added to our patriotism which we had never
felt before. I believe, and I think all those who
know the truth believe, that Americanism, 1in its
highest conception, has never been more finely
demonstrated than in the work done by the United
States in the Philippine Islands. (129)

Even the mundane was invested with political implications.

Taft infused everyday activities specifically with an

idealism about America’s rule.

Several factors became crucial in the fulfillment of
this agenda. Education became one of the foremost priorities
in the colonial agenda, and in her text, Taft celebrates the
way efforts toward this objective were positively received:

That they were tremendously alive to the value of
the educational privileges offered to them is

proved by the phenomenal success attained by the

London: The Guilford Press, 1994) 65.
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public school system which was introduced. [. . .]
Whatever may be said about the American
Constitution there can be no dispute about the
fact that education follows the flag. (159)
Taft also articulates the significance she attached to the
overall presence of American women in the establishment of
civil government. During a particular visit to the Southern
Philippines, she expressed how instrumental their presence
was to the success of the Commission:
It was decided in the beginning that the ladies
should accompany the Commissioners on their long
organising (sic) trip through the southern islands
and the success of our visit to Bataan proved to
us that as members of the governmental party we
could make ourselves distinctly useful. (156)

Holidays and Entertainment

One of the more important results of the institution of
civil governance was 1increased engagement and interaction
with Filipinos. Early on, Taft makes up her mind on how to
approach such occasions: “We made it a rule from the
beginning that neither politics nor race should influence
our hospitality in any way, and we came thus to have a very
wide and diverse acquaintance” (114). She hosted parties and

dinners at least once a week and made it a point to have a

3 See Blunt, Travel, Gender and Imperialism 65-67.
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diverse and “interestingly cosmopolitan” gathering of
people. As far as decorum and protocol went, she was quick
to acquiesce to local customs and manners: “And we did not
fail to observe all the desirable forms. Both Filipinos and
Europeans expect a certain amount of ceremony from the
representatives of government and are not at all impressed
by ‘democratic simplicity’; so believing in the adage about
Rome and the Romans, we did what we could” (125).

The “diversity” which Taft sought to achieve within
such social functions was really limited to the upper crust
of the social and political order. And within the
succeeding months, parties, dances (bailes) and other social
gatherings became more crucial in reinforcing relations
between these members of the Filipino elite and the American
administrators, as well as in affirming the colonial
process: |

They seemed greatly pleased with the spirit of the
occasion which served to demonstrate in a
particular manner the fact that America was in the
Philippines as a friend rather than as an
arbitrary ruler; that there was to be none of the
familiar colour or race prejudice, so far as we
were concerned, in the association of the two
peoples; that the best thing to do was to

acknowledge a mutual aspiration and strive for its
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fulfillment in friendly co-operation, and there
was a heart-1ift for us all [. . .]. (148)
As far as Taft was concerned, social functions then, become
sites where Americans become color-blind and where Filipino
participants are enjoined into.identifying with imperial
aims and methods.

Civil Over Military Government

Throughout her work, Taft attempts to make a strong
case for the enforcement of civil government over military
rule. As she relates, it was not an easy takeover as both
civil and military administrators possessed staunch and
rigid views about how to best govern the Philippine Islands.
As she states, the Commission was “pledged to the rapid
adjustment of affairs on a civil and generally
representative basis,” which met with strong opposition from
the military:

My husband is supposed to be the author of the
phrase: “our little brown brothers” - - and
perhaps he is. It did not meet the approval of
the army, and the soldiers used to have a song
which they sang with great gusto and frequency and
which ended with the conciliating sentiment: “He
may be a brother of William H. Taft, but he ain’t
no friend of mine!” (125)

Civil government, as she saw it, was clearly related to the
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betterment of relations between Americans and Filipinos.
According to Mrs. Taft, Mr. Taft, through his rhetoric,
accorded Filipinos with equal status and thus, a certain
degree of empowerment.

Taft empathizes with the plight of the military, but
eventually posits that in the long run, civil governance
would have a more significant impact the administration of
the Islands. This is reflected in the following:

That the Army officers did not approve of our
cordiality toward the Filipinos can hardly be
wondered at. They had been subjected to the risks
of a campaign of ambﬁsh and assassination for many
months, [. . .] so it was natural for them to
think that a policy of disdain and severity was
the only one suited to the apparent unreliability
and deceitfulness of the native. However, these
same officers very shortly admitted to us, though
rather unwillingly, that our mode of dealing with
the people had had an extraordinary effect on the
general tone in Bataan. (154)
Despite the contentious relationship, both camps do express
a mutual understanding of the views of the opposing side,
and rationalize these within the evolving rubric of American
colonial rule in the Philippines. As they push on with

establishing civil government in the various regions, she



arrives at this conclusion:
Personally to superintend the establishment of
civil government throughout the Islands at a time
when many of the people were still in sympathy
with armed resistance to our authority was a
tremendous task for the Commission to undertake,
but it was thought that only through direct
contact could anything like sympathetic
understanding be obtained. Tranquility had, as
speedily as possible, to be restored, and while
the ungentle persuasion of armed force continued
for some time to be a necessity, the methods
adopted by the civil.officials never failed to
make a visible and lasting impression. (156)

Taft clearly indicates the change in the way imperialism was

to be enforced. Echoing McKinley’s policy of “benevolent

assimilation,” she recognizes that only through “sympathetic

understanding” can the groundwork for long-term rule be

instantiated.

Depicting the Filipino Character

Within many of the households of American officials in
Manila, the Filipino domestic help were, in fact, the first
and last members of the Filipino community whom officials’
wives probably had the closest dealings with. Rosemary

George argues that the home in the Islands, after all,



functioned as a locus of both private and public activity
within the imperial setting, with housekeeping being the
primary means whereby organization and order were instilled.
In her article “Homes in the Empire, Empires in the Home,”
Rosemary George posits that “it 1s the daily construction of
the home country as the location of the colonizer’s racial
and moral identity and as the legitimization of the
colonizer’s national subjecthood that made possible the
carrying out of the work of Empire” (George 107). For
George, it was clear that mundane matters of domesticity and
the ensuing relationship between wives and their servants
was in itself, an important determinant of imperial success.
Vicente Rafael expresses a similar viewpoint in his study of
“colonial domesticity” and the female colonizers in the
Philippines. He states: “By making a home away from home,
they assumed the role of active agents in the politics of
nationalist reproduction, erecting the domestic outposts of
‘beneficial republicanism,’ on the imperial frontier”
(Rafael, “Colonial Domesticity,” 643). The colonial home
thus stood as a representation of the republican ideology
and American women were consequently its gatekeepers.

During the earlier part of their stay in the Islands, Taft'’s
gaze of the “other” reflected fhe actualization of this
process:

I went immediately to work to order my household



as I always had been'used to doing, and that’s
where I began to get my experience of the Oriental
character. My cook was a wrinkled old Chinaman
who looked as if he had concealed behind his beady
little eyes a full knowledge of all the mysteries
of the East, to say nothing of its vague
philosophies and opium visions. He called me
“Missy” and was most polite, but in all the
essentials he was a graven image. He was an
unusually good cook, though he did exactly as he
pleased, and seemed to look upon my feeble efforts
at the direction of affairs with a tolerant sort
of indifference. (104)
Taft readily invests this particular helper with
preconceived notions she has learned about “the East;” and
although she recognizes such aspects as his respect and his
ability to work effectively, these notions pervade her gaze.
Over the course of their stay, her preconceived notions
about Filipinos are challenged by what she actually
witnesses first-hand in the archipelago. Taft was pleasantly
surprised, for example, when she visited parks and gardens.
Firstly, this seemed to go aga;nst the belief that Filipinos
have no concept of time. Secondly, although it did not
quite fit her idea of what a “tropical garden” should look

like, she takes note of the amount of work it must have



taken to get this done: “The Filipino has learned, or is
learning how to work. He always was willing to work, a
certain amount, but he didn’t know how” (99).

The chapter “Days of Empire” is replete with
characterizations of Filipino society and “el costumbre del
pais” or literally, the customs of the Islands. Some of the
characteristics Taft describes include the “most annoying”
habit of “putting everything off until tomorrow” - - manana
habit - - and the habit of taking care of or “giving
shelter” to relatives, even under the roof of an employer.
Coined as “accumulating parientes,” she surmises that this
was probably a remnant of an old patriarchal arrangement
“where everybody with the remotest or vaguest claim upon the
master’s household gathered upon that master’s doorstep, so
to speak, and camped there for life” (118). American
employers eventually preempted this by providing just the
right space for the people they needed in the household.
Taft also mentions that, except for drivers of public
vehicles, Filipinos are “a most temperate people; there is
no such thing as drunkenness among them” (121). Another
“costumbre” she mentions is that relating to a system of
reciprocity “which decreed tha£ some return be made by a
Filipino for any and all favours bestowed upon him” which in
fact, the Taft family grew accustomed to and came to expect,

although it had been embarrassing at the start.
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She does recognize differences within society emanating
from class distinctions and at one point devotes special
attention to the privileged mestizo class:

I am afraid it is going to be very difficult to
convey adequate picture of Manila society during
the first years of American occupation. There had
been, in the old days, a really fine Spanish and
rich mestizo society, but all, or nearly all, of
the Spaniards had left the Islands, and the
mestizos had not yet ‘decided just which way to

”

“lean, or just how to meet the American control
of the situation. I must say here that most of
the educated, high-class Filipinos are mestizo;
that is, of mixed blood. [. . .] The mestizos
control practically all the wealth of the
Philippines, and their education, intelligence and
social standing are unquestioned. It 1is the only
country in the world that I know about - -
certainly the only country in the Orient - - where
the man or woman of mixed blood seems to be
regarded as superior to the pure blooded native.
(123-24)

Taft shows how she constructs difference along class lines,

as she recognizes the political and social leverage

possessed by this elite class and the importance of



channeling their support for the American administration.
Up to this point, Taft bases her characterizations and
impressions about Filipinos through observation, without
establishing any real contact with the people, nor engaging
in any significant interaction. But as she indicates below,
considerations about political ideology initiate more
encounters with Filipinos through informal meetings and
social occasions:
We insisted upon complete racial equality for the
Filipinos, and from the beginning there were a
great many of them among our callers and guests.
Their manners are models of real courtesy, and,
while their customs are not always like ours,

wherever they are able they manifest a great

willingness to be conforme, --to adapt
themselves, -—- and their hospitality is unbounded.
(125-26)
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