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On 16 October 1846, Morton’s great opportunity
came. He arrived fifteen minutes late, and Warren almost
began the surgery without him. Through a glass inhaler,
Morton administered what he called letheon to Gilbert
Abbott for the removal of a jaw tumor. The patient was
quiet during the operation, and upon awakening could
not remember the procedure. Warren, the surgeon, ex-
claimed, “Gentlemen, this is no humbug.”

Remarkably, the news of this event spread around the
world in a matter of weeks. In late December 1846 an-
esthetics were being given in London, and by January
1847 in Paris and other European capitals. By June the
news had reached Australia. Yet since Morton was seeking
a patent for letheon, weeks would pass before it could be
used routinely. While trying to hide the chemical nature
of letheon, Morton was persuaded by early November to
allow the Massachusetts General free and unrestricted use
of the agent.

Morton, Wells, and Jackson fought over who should
receive the credit for inventing ether. Several applications
were made for compensation from the government,
mostly as recompense for lost revenue as a result of patent
infringement. The Academie des Sciences in Paris in 1848
awarded Wells the credit, much to the disgust of Jackson
and Morton. During the long political battle, Jackson
used Crawford Long’s work to discredit Morton’s claim.
Eventually, the U.S. House of Representatives passed a
bill granting Morton credit and money for the invention
of anesthesia, but the Senate did not adopt it. Wells com-
mitted suicide in 1848, Morton died of a cerebral hem-
orrhage in 1868, and Jackson died in an insane asylum in
1880. Crawford Long died of a massive stroke in 1878
after delivering a baby, the only person linked to the ether
controversy not to be beset by personal ruin.
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ANGLO-AMERICAN RELATIONS. See Great
Britain, Relations with.

ANIMAL PROTECTIVE SOCIETIES. Animal
protective societies date from the late 1860s, when the
first three were formed in New York City, Philadelphia,
and Massachusetts. Most were organized by special char-
ter at the state level and strengthened by contempora-
neous legislation granting enforcement powers. These so-
cieties for the prevention of cruelty to animals (SPCAs)
sought to prevent abuse in public conveyances, their
transportation and slaughter for food, municipal animal
control, military service, entertainment, hunting, shoot-
ing, trapping, and research and education. Animal pro-
tection groups enjoyed close ties with temperance and
child rescue, as those working in all of these areas were
concerned about the consequences of violence. The hu-
mane society, a variant on the SPCA model, incorporated
children and senior citizens within the scope of its work
in communities where government services were limited
and philanthropy could not support separate organizations.

Eventually, animal rescue groups, workhorse associ-
ations, antivivisection and vivisection reform societies,
sanctuaries and rest havens, and single-issue organizations
augmented the field. By the early twentieth century, there
were several hundred animal protection entities operating
throughout North America. Despite the incorporation of
a national umbrella organization, the American Humane
Association, animal protection remained largely decen-
tralized, with most societies operating independently of
one another until the 1950s. The Twenty-Eight Hour
Law (1873) regulating cattle transportation was the move-
ment’s single federal legislative success until the passage
of the Humane Slaughter Act (1958).

The humane movement lost ground after World
War I. Its decline in influence coincided with a broad-
scale “industrialization” of animals in such contexts as
food production and research, testing, and education.
Animal protectionists won widespread support for ele-
ments of their program that targeted private, individual
acts of cruelty, and kindness to animals became a cher-
ished attribute of the modern personality. However,
pressing humane standards forward against the influence
of powerful interests in meatpacking, agriculture, trans-
portation, and industrial and medical research proved
more difficult. In many cases, whole categories of animal
use were accorded explicit exemptions from statutes de-
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signed to prevent cruelty. Also, the assumption of munic-
ipal animal control duties by humane societies throughout
the country—a serious practical and financial burden—
made it difficult to sustain broader programs addressing
mistreatment of animals in other contexts. The far-
reaching agenda of the early animal protection societies
atrophied.

After World War II, a convergence of trends in dem-
ographics, animal utilization, science, technology, moral
philosophy, and popular culture brought certain forms of
animal use under greater scrutiny, and several rounds of
new group formation revitalized the movement. The first,
between 1950 and 1975, saw the emergence of national
organizations that avoided direct management of shelters
or municipal animal control. These groups resurrected
campaigns for humane slaughter, regulation of laboratory
animal use, and abolition of the steel leghold trap. Be-
tween 1975 and 1990, grassroots organizations driven by
the ideologies of animal rights and animal liberation re-
cast concern for animals as a justice-based movement, and
appropriated strategic thinking and mobilization methods
characteristic of civil rights era causes. Dynamic compe-
tition spurred innovation on the part of older anti-cruelty
societies, which began to develop greater consistency and
progressive positions. Animal protection has gained cred-
ibility through professionalization, increased political so-
phistication, and the emergence of a science of animal wel-
fare that now underpins most campaigns against cruelty.
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ANIMAL RIGHTS MOVEMENT aims to increase
the quality of life of animals by preventing cruelty to ani-
mals or the killing of animals except to prevent their own
suffering. The movement in America traces its roots to
the first settlers. Massachusetts Bay Colony Puritans en-
acted the first animal protection laws in the Western
world when they included two provisions prohibiting cru-
elty to animals in the colony’s 1641 Body of Liberties.

New York State passed a law protecting animals in 1829,
with Massachusetts passing a similar law seven years later.

Despite these measures, it was not until after the
Civil War that animal rights became a major public issue.
Henry Bergh organized the American Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals in 1866. Heir to a
shipbuilding fortune, Bergh became a defender of abused
carriage horses in New York City. He also prosecuted
butchers, carters, carriage drivers, and organizers of dog-
fights and cockfights. Bergh’s efforts gained support from
influential business and government leaders and inspired
George Angell to form the Massachusetts Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals and Caroline Earle
White to start the American Anti-Vivisection Society.
The early animal rights movement encountered strong
resistance to its opposition to the use of dogs, cats, and
other animals for medical experiments, but on other is-
sues, animal rights advocates found themselves in suc-
cessful alliance with conservationists, who saw animals as
a resource that must be managed so that they remained
in abundant supply.

By 1907, every state had an anticruelty statute in place,
and over the course of the twentieth century, state govern-
ments enacted further laws prohibiting specific practices.
Congress passed the Animal Welfare Act in 1966. Nev-
ertheless, the use of animals in medical laboratories, on
factory farms, and for other business purposes increased,
because judges saw in the prohibition of “unjustified” in-
fliction of pain an effort to protect human morals, not
animals, and generally did not find violations of the law
where the purpose of the activity was to benefit human
beings.

Support for the animal rights movement mushroomed
over the last quarter of the twentieth century. In the
1970s, civil rights, feminist, environmental, and antiwar
activists turned their attention to animal rights. Three
highly publicized incidents changed animal rights into a
national grassroots movement: (1) protests organized by
Henry Spira against the American Museum of Natural
History in New York City for its experiments on cats; (2)
the arrest and conviction of Dr. Edward Taub in 1981 for
abusive practices on monkeys at the federally funded In-
stitute for Behavioral Research; and (3) the 1984 release
of the Animal Liberation Front’s documentary Unneces-
sary Fuss, which showed baboons at the University of
Pennsylvania being bashed in the head for experiments
on trauma. In 1990 an estimated 30,000 to 40,000 people
took part in the March for the Animals in Washington,
D.C. By the mid-1990s there were hundreds of local, re-
gional, and national animal rights organizations—such as
the People for Ethical Treatment of Animals and the Na-
tional Anti-Vivisection Society—that devoted themselves
to a variety of animal rights issues, including the ethical
treatment of animals in laboratories, protection of endan-
gered species, the humane treatment of farm animals,
campaigns against killing animals for their furs, prevent-
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ing the overpopulation of pets, and securing the rights of
legal “personhood” for selected animal species.
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ANIMATION. See Cartoons.

ANNAPOLIS CONVENTION. In January 1786,
the Virginia legislature invited other states to send com-
missioners to a meeting where proposals granting the
Continental Congress authority to regulate commerce
would be discussed. Congress had previously sought simi-
lar authority, but its proposed amendment to the Articles
of Confederation had failed to secure the required rati-
fication by all thirteen states. The Virginia commissioners
eventually fixed a mid-September meeting date at Annap-
olis, Maryland. Although eight states appointed commis-
sioners, only a dozen delegates from five states appeared
at Mann’s Tavern in Annapolis by September 11. Those
present included James Madison and Edmund Randolph
from Virginia; John Dickinson, the principal author of the
Articles of Confederation, from Delaware; and Alexander
Hamilton from New York. With so few commissioners
present, the convention could hardly act with any au-
thority. Yet neither did its members want to disband
empty handed, for doing so would concede another set-
back in their efforts to strengthen the Confederation.
Seizing on a clause in the credentials of the New Jersey
delegates, the commissioners endorsed a report, drafted
primarily by Hamilton, calling for a general convention
to assemble in Philadelphia the following May, for the
purpose of considering the condition of the federal Union.
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ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY. The United
States originally comprised thirteen states hugging the
Atlantic seacoast of North America. The Treaty of Paris
(1783), ending the war of independence, provided the new
nation with more land for continued westward settlement.
The accord with Britain gave the republic all lands west-
ward to the Mississippi River and north to the Great
Lakes. Americans wanted the Floridas too, but Spain re-
claimed that area, and the southern boundary was set at
the thirty-first parallel.

Although American leaders had misgivings about the
expansion of the union to the uncharted territory beyond
the Mississippi, within half a century the nation’s land
holdings stretched across North America to the Pacific
Coast. The question of whether slavery should be ex-
tended to the West was one of the central causes of the
Civil War. During the three decades following the end of
the war, the United States expanded no further. But by
the turn of the twentieth century, America had joined the
ranks of an imperial power with offshore territorial pos-
sessions as well.

Annexation of territory was accomplished by pur-
chase, conquests from Native Americans, treaties with
European powers, joint resolutions of annexation, and
presidential proclamation.

Louisiana Purchase
The United States had gained trading rights along the
Mississippi River and free access to the port of New Or-
leans when it signed Pinckney’s Treaty with Spain in
1795. The administration of President Thomas Jefferson
believed the United States might lose these vital interests
when Spain handed over its Louisiana territory to France
in 1800. When France cut off river trade, Jefferson sent
envoys to Europe who were instructed to offer to buy
New Orleans and the Floridas for as much as $10 million.
Meanwhile, the president built up army posts along the
Mississippi in case war broke out against French forces.

Such a crisis was averted when Napoleon turned his
imperial ambitions from the New World back to the Old
World, for war against England. In 1803, Napoleon de-
cided to sell the 828,000 acres comprising the Louisiana
territory to the United States for $15 million. The re-
sulting treaty (1803) guaranteed U.S. trade on the Mis-
sissippi and seemingly limitless space for future settle-
ment and commerce. The annexation doubled the size of
the country so that it now extended west to the Rocky
Mountains, north to Canada, and south to the Gulf of
Mexico.

Natural Dominion
President James Monroe’s selection of John Quincy
Adams to be his secretary of state made it possible for the
United States to extend what Adams called America’s
“natural dominion” farther west and south. A brilliant
diplomat, Adams was also an imperialist who believed that
eventually all of North America would fall into American
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hands. In 1818, Adams succeeded in wrangling from En-
gland a joint occupation agreement for Oregon, opening
the way for settlement in the Pacific Northwest. The
forty-ninth parallel to the Rocky Mountains became the
border between the U.S. and Canada.

A year later, Adams was able to gain diplomatic ad-
vantage over Spain, which was focused on repressing rev-
olutionary struggles in South America. The secretary of
state successfully negotiated the Transcontinental or
Adams-Onı́s Treaty. In the deal, Spain agreed to cede
the Floridas to the United States and give up its claims
to Oregon north of the line of forty-two degrees latitude.
In return, the United States relinquished any claims to
Texas and agreed to pay Spain $5 million. Despite the
favorable nature of the treaty, some segments of the
American public were distressed by the “loss” of Texas.
The persistent migration of Americans to Texas over the
next two decades gave rise to expectations that Texas
would one day be added to the union.

Tribal Lands
For over two centuries, white pioneers and Native Amer-
icans had been at war with one another for possession of
North American land. In the late 1820s, under President
Andrew Jackson, the U.S. government sought to force
Indian tribes to surrender their tribal lands and move west
beyond the Mississippi River to isolated western territory.
Some tribes regretfully migrated but others resisted these
efforts and ended up being killed in conflicts with U.S.
militiamen. According to the historian Frederick Merk,
in one five-year period, between 1832 and 1837, 2 million
acres of land in the northern plains of the Great Lakes
were ceded to the U.S. government by Native American
tribes.

Texas and Manifest Destiny
In the mid-1840s, many Americans became convinced
that it was America’s “manifest destiny” to expand
across the continent and provide a haven to peoples will-
ing to practice self-government and live in freedom.
Thousands of U.S. settlers sought to fulfill the notion of
manifest destiny by settling in Texas. Mexico initially en-
couraged the migration with offers of free land. After win-
ning independence from Mexico under the leadership of
General Sam Houston (1836), residents of the self-
proclaimed Republic of Texas decided to request annex-
ation by the United States. Their repeated requests to join
the union were rejected until President John Tyler brought
a formal annexation resolution before Congress in 1843.
However, concerns about the spread of slavery to Texas
and the risk of war with Mexico doomed the effort. The
Senate rejected the original Texas annexation treaty.

The Texas issue was quickly revived. The presidential
election of 1844 turned out to be a mandate on the issue
of annexation. Because pro-Texas annexation candidate
James K. Polk was victorious, lame-duck President Tyler
felt justified in bringing the question of annexation back
to Congress. On this occasion, Tyler asked the represen-

tatives to approve a joint resolution to annex Texas. After
incoming president Polk allayed Congress’s fears about
the impact of the annexation on relations with Mexico,
both houses approved the annexation resolution.

Congress’s concerns about Mexico’s negative reac-
tion to annexation were confirmed. Mexico failed to ac-
cept the loss of Texas. Relations between the two coun-
tries deteriorated in light of Polk’s efforts to purchase
additional land from Mexico west of Texas as well as Cali-
fornia. War erupted in 1846 when Polk sent General Za-
chary Taylor to occupy disputed territory between the
Nueces and the Rio Grande. The Americans won the war
with Mexico, and in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo
(February 1848) Mexico surrendered not only California
but also New Mexico and what is now Arizona, as well as
parts of Colorado, Utah, and Nevada. Mexico was also
forced to accept the Rio Grande as the border between
the United States and Mexico. The United States paid
Mexico $15 million for the land and assumed unpaid
damage claims by American citizens against Mexico for
up to $3.25 million.

Oregon
Since the Adams-Onı́s agreement, the British and the
Americans had jointly occupied the Oregon territory.
During the Polk administration, expansionists took up the
battle cry “Fifty-four forty or fight.” They wanted the
United States to seek possession of the entire Oregon ter-
ritory up to latitude 54� 40�, which would include what is
now Washington State as well as present-day Idaho,
Oregon, and British Columbia. Although Polk attempted
to satisfy these expansionist aims, eventually he decided
not to provoke war with England over Oregon. In 1846,
the United States and Great Britain signed the Oregon
Treaty that set the border between America and Canada
at the current forty-ninth parallel. The Senate ratified the
treaty.

Land for Transcontinental Railroad
In 1853, President Franklin Pierce gave authority to
James Gadsden, a railroad developer, to purchase a
30,000-square-foot strip of Californian land south of the
Gila River, today’s southern New Mexico and the south-
ern quarter of Arizona. The area was considered ideal as
a gateway for a transcontinental railroad to the Pacific
Coast. For $10 million, the United States also gained the
right to pass across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec. In ad-
dition, the remaining border disputes were settled with
Mexico.

Cuba Considered
In the 1850s, American expansionists looked south of
America’s borders for new territory to acquire. Mostly
Southerners, they targeted Cuba, a slave-holding Carib-
bean island held by Spain located ninety miles from the
Florida coast. In 1854, President Franklin Pierce in-
structed his minister to Spain, Pierre Soule, to try to buy
Cuba from Spain. But Soule was a poor diplomat and
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outraged Spain by issuing threats. Afterwards, Pierce or-
ganized a conference in Ostend, Belgium, led by future
president James Buchanan. Buchanan and pro-slavery
diplomats produced the Ostend Manifesto, which sug-
gested the United States seize Cuba by force if Spain re-
fused to sell it. When the manifesto became public, a na-
tional debate began over the South’s efforts to extend
slavery. The controversy led one of the manifesto’s au-
thors to repudiate it, and the U.S. government formally
ended its pursuit of Cuba. Too many voices were raised
over the wisdom of annexing a territory with so many
inhabitants who were neither white nor Protestant.

While the United States failed to take Cuba, it did
acquire a series of sparsely populated or uninhabited is-
lands in the Caribbean and North Pacific in the 1850s.
These possessions included Navassa Island, a tiny Carib-
bean island used for guano mining, and Baker Island, and
the Johnston Atoll in Oceania. They were annexed
through presidential proclamation.

Seward’s Folly
After the Civil War, one of the few U.S. leaders who re-
tained enthusiasm for continental expansion was Secre-
tary of State William H. Seward. In 1867, the Russian
tsar offered to sell Alaska to the United States. Russia had
profited little from the 586,412 square miles of territory
and preferred that Americans, rather than the British
Navy, take possession of it. Few in the United States could
see the wisdom of buying what appeared to be a barren
chunk of ice, even if it was going cheap at the price of
$7.2 million. After all, this was the era of Reconstruction.
But Seward, a diehard believer in “manifest destiny,” rec-
ognized that Alaska could be a useful outpost for the
growing trade with the Far East as well as a wellspring of
natural resources. The statesman hoped that the United
States would subsequently seek territorial possessions in
the Caribbean, such as Cuba and Puerto Rico. He found
few supporters for these acquisitions. Yet Seward did suc-
ceed in obtaining what he believed were strategic posts in
the Pacific: the tiny Midway Islands north of Hawaii. He
predicted that the United States would someday be called
on to aggressively defend its interests in Asia.

New Imperialism
In the 1890s, the United States began actively pursuing
overseas expansion and risking conflict with European
powers. A variety of factors drove the United States to
become more assertive abroad. Advances in transporta-
tion and communication had shrunk the world, giving
foreign events a heightened importance. More impor-
tantly, the growth in industrial production led to an in-
creased demand for overseas markets. To protect its in-
terests, the United States built up the nation’s naval
forces. According to historian Julius Pratt, officials came
to think of the United States as a great power entitled to
compete evenly with the other powers of the world for
“naval and commercial supremacy of the Pacific Ocean
and the Far East.”

This new imperialism was plainly evident in Amer-
ica’s war against Spain in 1898, the nation’s first foreign
conflict in over half a century. Although the 17,000 Amer-
ican troops were not well equipped, they easily defeated
the Spanish in what diplomat John Hay called a “splendid
little war.” U.S. troops seized Cuba and Puerto Rico and
Commodore George Dewey dramatically defeated the
Spanish fleet at Manila in the Philippines. After the
United States pretended to attack Spain itself, the Spanish
agreed to an armistice. Under the terms of the peace
treaty settling the war, the U.S. annexed Puerto Rico and
Guam and purchased the Philippines for $25 million.
Cuba became an American protectorate.

Also in 1898, the United States sought to finalize the
annexation of Hawaii, a move that had been twice rejected
by the Senate during the previous five years. Out of con-
cern that the annexation treaty would once again be
turned down, President William McKinley sought an-
nexation through a joint resolution requiring only a ma-
jority vote by the Congress. McKinley’s supporters ar-
gued that possession of Hawaii would help secure the
West Coast and prevent foreign incursions in America’s
sphere of influence in the Pacific. Congress approved the
annexation on a vote of 209 to 91.

Virgin Islands
The United States’ last major land purchase was the 352
square miles comprising the Danish West Indies. On 27
March 1917, America acquired the “Virgin Islands” of St.
Thomas, St. John, and St. Croix from Denmark.
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ANSWERING MACHINES. The idea of devices to
record telephone calls occurred simultaneously to several
inventors, among them Thomas Edison, in the late nine-
teenth century. Edison’s unsuccessful attempts to record
a telephone call mechanically led to the invention of the
phonograph, which achieved commercial success for en-
tertainment purposes. In 1890, Valdemar Poulsen invented
a telegraphone, the first magnetic recorder. Operating
much like a modern tape recorder, the telegraphone was
an automatic telephone answering machine, but it had no
outgoing message. Following the advent of electronic tubes


