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Part 1: Chapter 9

ARMY WOMEN AND FEMALE SOLDIERS, HISTORY, PERCEPTION, AND
MEMORY IN TRANSATLANTIC COMPARISON, 1770-1900

Thomas Cardoza (Arizona State University)

The subject of female military participation in the Age of Revolution continues to be a subject of
fascination and disagreement, yet hard evidence remains in short supply, even if it is clear that many
thousands of women participated in the wars of the era. This paper deals with the reality of
women’s military experience, focusing on female soldiers, official auxiliaries, and unofficial camp
followers in the Transatlantic world from the closing years of the 18th century until the turn of the
20th, with emphasis on the Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars and the revolutions and national
wars of the mid-century, but also looking at the United States and Latin America. It argues that a
thousand or more female soldiers fought in the various wars of the Transatlantic world, and that
these met with various reactions from dismissal and hostility to respect and financial rewards, the
latter being most common in national emergencies and when the women in question either died on
the battlefield as “heroic virgins” or immediately resumed traditional roles as wives and mothers
after the emergency had passed; official camp followers participated in the tens of thousands, yet
they received little in the way of recognition, reward, or pay, with government and military
institutions viewing them as extensions of their husbands at best, while unofficial camp followers
rarely received any kind of official recognition, and indeed collective memory often tended to lump
them and their more legitimate sisters all together as “whores,” though they covered a broad
spectrum of motives, class backgrounds, and activities.1 There are many nuances and variations that
are beyond the scope of this paper to explore, but on the whole, the above pattern held true until the
late 20th century, when a surge of interest in a more careful scholarly exploration of women’s
military roles began that continues today.

Female soldiers were more common than the official record exists, based on numerous hints in
primary sources.2 Nonetheless, these women were a tiny number compared to the other two
categories. Female soldiers’ importance at the time depended on the public knowledge of their
service. For those women who successfully hid their sex and remained undiscovered, there was little
larger impact. They filled a slot in the ranks, fought, and often died without making a mark on the
larger society, apart from persistent rumors about these “amazons.” Those who served openly as
women occupied a contested political and social ground: while often objects of curiosity and even
entertainment, they provided a powerful symbol in the age of revolution. Depending on
circumstances, the press and government officials portrayed them as extraordinary heroines or as
unnatural menaces to the social and political order, sometimes both. In many cases, they had to die
in order to become acceptable public symbols, though in the United States this was not the case.
There were exceptions depending on the military context, national culture, and time period, with
civil, revolutionary, and other “emergency” wars being the most open and forgiving toward female
participation.3 Paradoxically, autocracies were sometimes more accepting of female soldiers, within
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certain limits, than were representative governments on the whole. Women who demanded the right
to serve as part of an explicit agenda for women’s political rights almost universally suffered
calumny and abuse. They were threats to the social, political, economic, and military status quo,
and male-authored texts and images tended to conflate women’s rights with female militarism and
sexual deviancy and promiscuity in a circular argument that linked and condemned both women’s
rights and women’s military service.4 Official camp followers were far less controversial. The law
enshrined their positions, the high command grudgingly accepted their necessity, and the soldiers
appreciated their support. Unofficial camp followers, on the other hand, faced a range of military
responses from willing complicity to arrest and corporal punishment, but in general, they faced a
hostile legislative environment that sought to blame them for disorder and military failure as well as
social dissolution. By 1900, the masculinization of war had almost completely swept aside all three
categories of women, and male military historians largely ignored women’s military participation
for most of the 20th century.

Historical memory from 1815-1900 represents a complex picture. The European female soldiers
fell quickly into obscurity, yet some of their memoirs appeared within a few years, and by the
middle of the 19th century, researchers rediscovered these women.5 Their public image was generally
positive as emerging bourgeois nationalisms appropriated them as symbols, even while real women
fought in national wars across the continent and in America. Yet the female soldiers’ public
portrayal was essentially one dimensional: they were “maidens” who rose above the limitations of
their sex to defend the nation, and their historical image was often sanitized and dramatically
different from reality.6 Public taste demanded that female soldiers be chaste, and if they died on the
battlefield resumed appropriate female behaviors after the war, they did not challenge contemporary
gender roles too much.7 Rather, they served as extraordinary examples of patriotism so strong that it
could motivate even a girl to take up arms. In this context, the female soldier shamed the male
citizen into doing his duty, since she had gone well above hers.8 While public remembrance went
beyond the concept of the male gaze, the female soldier existed primarily as an object for young
men to behold. The official camp follower received less attention in historical memory, in part
because in many countries she was still in service. However, many armies had already eliminated
them. Even in France, which held on to its cantinières longer than any other European nation, public
attention to the history of the cantinières came precisely at the moment that the French army moved
to eliminate them from service: the cantinières of the First Republic and Empire received praise for
patriotism and devotion while at the same time, reformist forces in the press and the army slandered
contemporary cantinières as dangers to the moral and physical strength of the nation, and to French
manhood.9 Technological innovations such as steam laundries, railroads, and canned rations
allowed military organizations to replace the functions these women provided at the same time that
growing civilian feminist and women’s suffrage movements threatened men’s sense of control and
superiority: there was both a supply and demand issue that drove the suppression of military women
in the mid-late 19th century. The unofficial camp followers remained largely forgotten, except as
generic prostitutes, and by 1900 it was easy for many men to conflate other military women into
that degrading category as well. 10 By the eve of World War One, European men achieved complete
masculinization of military service, consigning women to a world outside the military sphere, or on
its very periphery. Ironically, the immediately ensuing world wars highlighted the military’s intense
need for women’s labor, leading to a host of female auxiliary organizations in many combatant
nations.11 A military world without women was apparently only practical in exceptional peacetime
circumstances…or in memory.

The history of female soldiers in Europe is fraught with disagreement and doubt, yet it is clear
that at the very least, hundreds of women served in the ranks on both sides of the Atlantic in the 18th

and 19th centuries.12 Moreover, these are only the women we know about through official records:
they are by definition those who either served openly during the relatively short time that this was
possible, or those whose disguise as men failed, and who therefore found their way into the official
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records as being “discovered to be a girl.” Based on a number of compelling pieces of evidence, we
have to assume that many more women served in disguise who never made it into the official
record, and even more moved about the theaters of war dressed as men but not actively serving as
soldiers. Thus, while still small compared to the men, the number of women operating in and
around the armies of the era was quite large.

A common thread ran through most of these women’s stories: an unstable home that caused
them to want to escape. Whether they were orphans, victims of a cruel stepparent, or simply subject
to abuse and parental control, many of these women left home to escape a bad situation. Others fell
into a military life while living far from home, family, and support networks, while still others were
children of retired soldiers, and were in fact returning to a life they had formerly known and been
born into. Poverty was often a factor in all the prior broad categories. Some women went with a
husband or lover, but even in these cases there were usually other pre-existing conditions driving
them away. They shared these characteristics with many women who served as official or unofficial
camp followers as well.13

Female soldiers’ experience in the military varied a great deal. Some faced early exposure and
expulsion, while others served for years, some enlisting multiple times. For example, Francina
Gunningh Sloet managed to serve as a man in three different armies in the Napoleonic era. She
deserted the French army without ever being discovered, signed on with the army of one of the
German states, was discovered only after being wounded in battle (a typical moment of discovery),
then enlisted in the Dutch army in 1813 and fought until the peace. She successfully evaded
discovery until her discharge at the peace, only being unmasked after the war in December of 1814
when she tried to marry a young woman.14 Nor was she alone. Надежда Дурова served from 1806 to
1816, and top Russian officials only learned of her masquerade from her father, whom Дурова told
of her subterfuge. Surprisingly, the Tsar himself supported and covered for her, and none of her
fellow soldiers ever discovered her secret, though some suspected it. Yet, the Tsar’s initial impulse
was to send her home, and only her patriotic protests, as well as a thorough investigation into her
chastity, convinced him to allow her to stay. To effectively hide her from rumors about her sex, he
gave her his own name, Alexsandrov, admonishing her that “this name must always be above
reproach, and I will never forgive you for even the shadow of a spot on it.”15 This was a common
theme for women soldiers: military authorities and public opinion demanded that they be chaste
and virtuous. Their later treatment depended more on that than on anything. For a female soldier
not to challenge gender norms, she had to be a “maiden,” whether she was truly one or not. Дурова,
for example, abandoned her husband and child in order to join the army, yet in her memoirs she
excised six years from her life to hide that fact, and blatantly lied about the circumstances leading up
to her enlistment, claiming she ran away from her father’s house as a girl. Even the title, The Cavalry
Maiden, was a lie to conceal aspects of her life that would outrage the reading public: she was a
heroic virgin, not a runaway wife and mother. Moreover, Durova claimed to save soldiers on two
occasions, but claims never to have shed any blood except that of a goose, and she regretted even
that. Though a soldier, she saved lives but could not take them. In her memoirs, she cried bitter tears
over the death of her horse and her dog, again bringing feminine compassion to the forefront.16 Even
in her leaving the army, Durova stuck to a conventional narrative of female submission to paternal
will: she was ending a home leave and returning to the army when her father asked her to return to
the household: in only a few lines, Durova said farewell to “past happiness, glory, danger, uproar,
glitter, and a life of ebullient activity, since “my father wants it that way.”17 The narrative of her
military life came to a close with suspicious abruptness, and there was no further mention of her
later life. It is hard to know the entire truth, but clearly in her memoirs she stuck to a narrative of
feminine virtues, even while in real life she insisted on wearing cropped hair, male attire, and her
cross of Saint George. There were thus two Надежда Дуроваs: a literary girl who was a maiden, a
patriot, and a dutiful daughter, and a real life woman who had left her family for a life of adventure
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and then retired to live the life of a man in a remote provincial town. The former appealed to public
tastes; the latter did not.

Eleanore Prochaska offers a more typical story: she was a daughter of a non-commissioned
offiver, an orphan, and later a poor domestic servant, fitting the typical profile of a military woman
of her era. Enrolled as a man in the Lützow Freikorps, she fought in the War of Liberation and
received a mortal wound, crying out, according to legend, “Lieutenant, Sir! I am a girl!” Prochaska
died two weeks later, and became a national hero: a virgin warrior and “The Joan of Arc of
Potsdam.” Her death fit a larger narrative of chaste German womanhood fighting to the death
against the rapacious French.18 After seven years of French men aggressively pushing their
masculinity on German women, a virgin who chose death rather than dishonor was what the
German people needed. Far from fading into obscurity, Prochaska received an extravagant military
funeral and monuments at her place of death and birth. She continues as a cultural icon today, her
face adorning a stamp and t-shirts. Her death on the battlefield combined with fierce patriotism,
bravery on the battlefield, and chastity, made her not just an acceptable national symbol but a
superlative one.

Friederike Krüger also came from poor stock. The daughter of peasants, she worked as a
seamstress until she disguised herself as a man and enlisted. Her unit discovered she was a woman,
yet allowed her to remain, and she eventually won the Iron Cross and a promotion to corporal,
again based on extraordinary bravery and chastity. She retired with a royal pension, married a
corporal, and settled down to be a wife and mother. She did not die on the battlefield, but she took
up traditional female roles after Prussia’s salvation, so she remained a safe example, though her
public commemoration was significantly less than Prochaska’s: when it came to symbols of national
pride, a dead maiden beat a loyal housewife. Interestingly, no one seems to have commented on the
equality of Krüger’s marriage: both husband and wife were military veterans who had risen to the
rank of unferoffizier in combat—a potentially radical pairing. But after the war, it was the husband
who earned the bread, and Friederike’s grave in Templin does not mention her military service
except obliquely. It lists her as the wife of the Chief Tax Collector, Knight of the above order (the
Iron Cross is at the top of the marker, but even her grave marker does not explicitly state that this
woman won the masculine military medal), and states that the grave was “dedicated by her children
through the grace of Kings,” suggesting royal financial patronage.19

Several historians have argued that the era of the cross-dressed female soldier ended after the
Napoleonic Wars, and there is some truth to this, but it is only a partial truth.20 Certainly, the
massive drawdown of armies across Europe greatly limited the opportunities for women to join, yet
a number of insurrections, civil wars, and wars of national liberation afforded women with new
chances, and across the Atlantic, various national wars of liberation and the American Civil War
provided enough demand for soldiers and auxiliaries that women continued to find a place.

Moreover, women were involved as combatants in various uprisings, revolutions, and national
wars across Europe throughout the 19th century, though these get considerably less attention than
the wars of the Napoleonic era. For example, Agustina of Saragossa was a well-known heroine of
the Penninsular War, yet Spanish women also fought in the Carlist Wars throughout the 19th

century, some in Agustina-like defense of their towns, but others as uniformed vivanderas on the
French model.21 Likewise in France, the epicenter of female revolutionary military participation in
the 1790s, some women took part in street fighting in 1830 and again in 1848 and in 1871. In the
first two instances, they were very few in number, and the masculine state appropriated them as
fictionalized patriotic symbols, denying the real identities of the women fighters, while in 1871,
when many women fought for the Commune, the government tarred them all with the inaccurate
label of arsonists (pétroleuses), denying them any constructive or heroic role, and making their acts
destructive and criminal.22 In Central Europe, the many uprisings and their repression in 1848-1851
also saw women on the barricades in Vienna, Budapest, and around the German states.23
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Women who served as official auxiliaries had a much more regular and less imperiled existence.
While female soldiers faced the constant need to hide their sex, they also faced the very real threat of
death and wounding in battle. Auxiliaries such as the French cantinières or the British “wives on the
strength” also ran risks on the battlefield, but on the whole their role was noncombatant, and their
legal presence meant they did not have to hide their presence or fear exposure. Yet they often still
faced the same issues of morality and virtue: French law required that women attached to the
regiment be those “whose conduct and morals are the most regular,” while the British army
expected an officer to refuse permission to marry “until he had first had a strict inquiry made into
the morals of the woman,” and in the case of an unauthorized marriage, to so severely treat that
wife as to “expel her from the Regiment.”24

The purpose of official camp followers was to supplement the armies’ deplorable logistics system
by acting as alternative sources of food and drink in continental armies and as cooks and laundresses
in the British Army. In reality, this meant that many women, whether French cantinières,
Marketenderinnen from the German states, or Russian markitantki either pillaged themselves or
accepted pillaged goods which they then resold at a profit, a method that often shocked the same
commanders who failed to provide adequately for their soldiers. As one general wrote, “nothing is
more ugly than seeing, when a German army is on the march, the large troops of stinking Amazons,
proceeding on foot or on horseback, who seem to do service as scouts and skirmishers…They do not
pass a village or hamlet without searching them, and visiting the cellars, rooms, and most hidden
corners, without forgetting the chests, where they take whatever suits them.”25 Not all camp women
were looters: many sewed and washed clothes and provided a social center for their units.26 Most
armies also picked up considerable numbers of foreign women while on campaign as well, often
over and above any allotted compliment of women. This was an undeniable feature of the reality as
opposed to the theory of women on campaign: there were always far more women travelling with
armies than the official regulations allowed, including foreign women who joined the armies on
campaign.27

Across the Atlantic, similar patterns prevailed, modified by different military conditions and
cultural norms. The Continental Army had many female camp followers, who, like their
counterparts in Europe, were crucial to the Continental Army’s efficiency.28 There were also a
number of female soldiers, and while Deborah Sampson eventually earned a pension for her service,
the American public was more likely to remember the composite heroine Molly Pitcher. Unlike
Sampson, who deliberately enlisted disguised as a man, the Molly Pitcher figure was a wife who
stepped in replace a wounded or slain husband at his cannon, as did Agustina of Saragossa; thus,
her military service was brief, contingent, and spontaneous, not planned and lengthy. She was
brave, but her bravery consisted of replacing her husband in a crisis: a role that western cultures
generally accepted in a broad sense. Perhaps more importantly, “she” was not a woman, but a
composite of several women, and it is significant that the public memory used the generic “Molly
Pitcher” nickname and not any one woman’s real name. This is broadly equivalent to calling all
soldiers “GI Joe,” or “Tommy Atkins”; it at once calls to mind a stereotype and denies an
individual identity. As Holly Mayer wrote, “Ultimately Americans preferred to create a romantic
icon rather than celebrate such cross-dressing women as Deborah Sampson.”29

Thus, the female military experience in the American Revolution was similar to that in 18th

century European wars, precisely because the military system, form of warfare, and social and
cultural background were similar. However, a key difference is that while Europe experienced the
peak of female military participation as soldiers during the years 1792-1815, the US experienced its
largest number of female combatants later, in the years 1861-1865. Thus, while the American War
of Independence qualifies as a revolutionary war, for women in the military, it was not nearly as
revolutionary as the European wars of 1792-1815, and, one suspects, not as revolutionary as the
American Civil War. Decades of women’s political activism, especially in the North, resulted in a
much more active and radicalized female population, used to intruding on public issues, and, in
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some cases, prepared to do so gun in hand by 1861, and the same technological and organizational
factors that we cite as ending the female soldier tradition in Europe had no apparent effect on it in
the US.30

By the time the Union and Confederate forces faced off against each other, massive changes in
technology had changed the face of warfare, and most historians have agreed that by this time, it
was difficult or impossible for women to hide their sex and enlist in Europe due to more extensive
physical examinations, and while this was true in theory in the US, a desperate need for soldiers
meant that physicals were usually cursory, with no undressing.31 However, hundreds of women
enlisted during the Civil War, with estimates ranging from 400 to 750, and recent scholarship
confirming 250 cases. Since most of these women served until discharge without discovery, it is
likely there were more, but again, as with European armies, it is impossible to say exactly how
many. In the case of Private Albert Cashier (Jennie Hodgers), discovery did not come until 1915.32

Large numbers of American women also served as vivandieres in both armies: uniformed sutlers on
the French pattern. However, almost no scholarly work exists on them, and for the moment,
amateur works and re-enactors have this field to themselves.33 Nonetheless, abundant evidence
suggests that at least hundreds of women served as vivandières in the Civil War. This number is
smaller than in Europe, but the number of confirmed female soldiers in the Civil War exceeds the
number in the European wars of revolution, suggesting that American women by the 1860s were
more highly motivated to fight in uniform than their earlier European sisters. A great deal of
research remains to be done on this topic before a clearer picture emerges.

In contrast to the US, in Mexico, the tradition of soldaderas covered female camp followers,
servants, and women warriors, though most women with the armies appear as in Europe to have fit
into the first two categories. They foraged for food for themselves and the men, cooked, did laundry,
and cared for the wounded, often committing extraordinary acts of heroism, and often suffering
cruelly. From 1810-1821, they fought against the Spanish royalist forces, leading one judge to
pronounce that women “were one of the greatest evils we have had from the beginning of this war.”
Women followed the Mexican armies into Texas in 1836, and supported them during the American
invasion of 1846-48 and the French occupation of 1862-1866, but also often worked for the
invaders, driven by poverty to seek a living wherever they could.34 The tradition of female fighters
and camp followers continued into the 20th century, and there is scattered pictorial evidence that
vivanderas existed in various South American militaries as well: this requires further research as we
create a fuller picture of women’s military participation.

Despite the somewhat spotty nature of existing research, it is undeniable that women played a
significant and vital role in warfare throughout the Transatlantic World, and that in some cases they
did so much later in the 19th (and even 20th) century than historians have generally recognized.
There has been a strange reluctance in the profession to examine this issue closely and in depth, and
while works in the last three decades have begun to explore European women’s military
participation in detail, work on military women in the New World has lagged somewhat, despite a
few excellent monographs. We need a concerted effort at both broad, transnational comparative
histories and detailed national and even regional and local studies. A combination of these will
finally provide us with as good a picture of women’s military participation as we are likely to get,
provided that we remove our blinders about what we think we already know, and keep open both
our eyes and our minds.

1 For example, many women disguised themselves as men and travelled with the armies to be near
husbands or lovers, yet did not fight, enlist, or otherwise engage in official military activities. The
Dutch woman Ida Saint Elme (Maria Versfelt) provides a fascinating glimpse into this little-
explored world in Mémoires d’une contemporaine, (Paris: L’Advocat, 1827-1828).
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2 For example, see Nadezhda Durova, The Cavalry Maiden, (Bloomington: Indiana University press,
1988), 208; Ida Saint-Elme, Mémoires d’une contemporaine, passim., as well as Sylvie Steinberg’s
review of a new edition at http://ahrf.revues.org/6673; Baron de Dedem de Gelder, Un general
hollandais sous le premier empire, (Paris: Plon, 1900), 280-281; Edward Cotton, A Voice from Waterloo,
(London: Green, 1854), 56; for the American War of Independence, see Holly Mayer, “Bearing
Arms, Bearing Burdens: Women Wariors, Camp Followers, and Home-Front Heroines of the
American Revolution,” in Karen hagemann, Gisela Mettele, and Jane Rendall, Gender, War, and
politics: Translatlantic Perspectives, 1775-1830, (London: Palgrave, 2010), 174-176.
3 Dominique Godineau, ‘De la guerrière à la citoyenne. Porter les armes pendant la Révolution
française et la Révolution française,’ Clio (20) 2004, 3-4.

4 Gretchen van Slyke, ‘Women at War: Skirting the Issue in the French revolution,’ L’Esprit
Créateaur, 37(1), Spring 1997, 38-40. Karen Hagemann, “A Valorous Volk Family: The Nation, the
Military, and the Gender Order in Prussia in the Time of the Anti-Napoleonic Wars, 1806-1815,” in
Gendered Nations: Nationalisms and Gender Order in the Long Nineteenth Century, (Oxford: Berg, 2000),
193; Gabriella Hauch, Frau Biedermeier auf den Barrikaden: Frauenleben in der Wiener Revolution 1848,
(Wien: Verlag für Gesellschaftskritik, 1990), 160-164.
5 Regula Engel’s Lebensbeschreibung der Wittwe des Obrist Florian Engel von Langwies came out in 1827,
Ida Saint Elme’s Mémoires d'une Contemporaine appeared the same year, and Nadezdha Durova’s
The Cavalry Maiden appeared in 1836.
6 Dominique Godineau has argued that mainstream European society accepted the occasional
armed woman fighting as long as she did so in defense of her home: “defending the walls.” In that
sense, Godineau argued that early modern society saw the appropriate area for women as being the
interior, and for men, the exterior. When the man was killed or absent, however, the armed woman
might have to defend the interior space at its very limits: the walls. Godineau, 3. I argue that we can
take the idea of the “defender of the walls” of the home or castle metaphorically several steps
farther: defending the town often literally requires the defense of the walls, as was the case with
Mme. Jarrethout, the lone French cantinière to officially receive the Légion d’Honneur (in 1881) for
actions during the Franco-Prussian War (Cardoza, 175). Moreover, in the case of foreign invasion
and national emergency, it was fairly easy to rationalize the actions of Prussian maidens like
Eleonore Prochaska as “defending the walls” or “defending the home,” with all the connotations of
protecting their own virtue from violation by foreigners that these terms imply.
7 Karen Hagemann, ‘”Heroic Virgins” and “Bellicose Amazons”: Armed Women, the Gender
Order and the German Public during and after the Anti-Napoleonic Wars,’ European History
Quarterly, 37 (4), 517.
8 Karen Hagemann, ‘”Heroic Virgins”, 515.
9 Thomas Cardoza, Intrepid Women, (‘Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2010), 207-214.
10 For a discussion of the flaws of this view, see Holly Mayer, Belonging to the Army: Camp Followers
and Community During the American Revolution, (Columbia: University of South Carolina Press,
1996), 270.
11 For France, see Margaret Darrow, French Women and the First World War (Oxford: Berg, 2000),
esp. 137-142, and Raymond Caire, La femme militaire des origines à nos jours, (Paris: Lavauzelle,
1981). For Germany, see Hagemann, Karen, "Mobilizing Women for War: The History,
Historiography, and Memory of German Women’s War Service in the Two World Wars," Journal of
Military History 75:3 (2011): 1055-1093. For the USSR, see Anna Krylova, Soviet Women in Combat:
A History of Violence on the Eastern Front, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010).
12 Dekker and van der Pol found 119 cross-dressing Dutch women, of whom 83 served in the
military, 22 as soldiers in the land army. The authors noted that “this probably is an
underestimation because it was easier to hide one’s real identity in the army than at sea, as is
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indicated by the fact that two thirds of our known land soldiers had been in service for an extended
period of time,” 10.
13 Dekker and van der Pol, 10-11; Cardoza, Intrepid Women, 16-17, 36, 62; Durova, 2-3, 14-15;
Regula Engel, Frau Oberst Engel: Memoiren einer Amazone aus Napoleonischer Zeit, (Zürich: Limmat,
2009), 21; Catherine Exley, unpublished manuscript biography, 2 [This is forthcoming as: Rebecca
Probert, Rebecca Earle and Kirsty Hooper, eds., The Life and Times of Catherine Exley (Kenilworth:
Takeaway Publishing, 2014) ; Steinberg, 59, 256-257.
14 Rudolf Dekker and Lotte van de Pol, Tradition, 62.
15 Durova, 63.
16 Durova, 38-39, 48-49, 57, 141, 224
17 Durova, 224-225.
18 French soldiers’ memoirs are full of bragging about their conquests of German women, and at
least to hear the Frenchmen tell it, the German women were usually willing, married or not.
German men could see the years 1807-1812 as one long period of impotence and cuckoldry, yet
Prochaska shone has a symbol of national virtue and pride. Karen Hagemann agrees that Prochaska
equated national honor with her own personal honor: ‘”Heroic Virgins”,’ 507.
19 Friederike Krüger grave site, St.-Georgen-Friedhof, Templin.
20 Cardoza, “Habits,” Hopkins, Dekker.
21 Donald Walker, Spanish Women and the Colonial Wars of the 1890s, (Baton Rouge: LSU Press,
2008), 15; “The Civil War in Spain—Alphonsist Vivandieres on Mount Esquinza,” The Graphic
(London) 17 July, 1875.
22 For 1830, see the discussion of Marie Deschamps, Julie Fanfernot, and Delacroix’s Libery Leading
the People in Janis Bergman-Carton’s The Woman of Ideas in French Art, 1830-1848 (New Haven: Yale
University Press, 1995), 19-21; For the fictitious heroine of 1848, Victorine Charlemagne, see
Cardoza, Intrepid Women, 155-156; for the treatment of female fighters in 1871, see Edith Thomas,
Les Pétroleuses, (Paris: Gallimard, 1963); on female fighters in the 1848 and 1871 uprisings, see
Charles Tilly and Lynn Lees, ‘Le people de juin 1848,’ Annales, Économies, Sociétés, Civilisations, 29(5)
1974, 1061-1091, and Roger Gould, Insurgent Identities: Class, Community and Protest from 1848 to
1871, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995). Tilly and Lees found 277 women arrested for
actually fighting during the June Days; they were not “soldiers,” but they fought against soldiers.
23 I intend to explore this further in future drafts. For Vienna, see Hauch, 171-177 and R. John Rath,
The Viennese Revolution of 1848, (Austin: University of Texas press, 1957), 292-293.
24 "Arrêté relatif aux enfans de troupe, et aux femmes à la suite de l'armée," Journal Militaire, 2ème
Semestre, An 8, 751; Bennet Cuthbertson, Cuthbertson’s System for the Complete Interior Management
and Œconomy of a Battalion of Infantry: A new Edition with Corrections, (Bristol: Rouths and Nelson,
1786), 157-158.
25 Warnery, Charles-Emmanuelle de, Commentaires sur les Commentaires du Compte de Turpin sur
Montecuculi, avec des anecdotes relataives a l’histoire militaire du siècle present, (St. Marino: Roturier,
1777) 19. German speakers can find a very rough translation in Des Herrn Generalmajor von Warnery
sämtliche Schriften, aus dem Französischen übersetzt, und mit Planen une Erläuterungen vermerht, vol. 2,
(Hannover, 1785), 26-27. An accurate English translation of the German text appears in
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