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I N T R O D U C T I O N .

T hose whose names are attached to the following pages 
consider themselves to have been wrongfully treated, and irregu
larly and inconsistently disowned from membership with the 
Society of Friends, in a manner unwarranted by its discipline.

For the purpose of giving to their many personal acquain
tances, and, as far as may be, to the members of the Society in 
general, an idea of their true position in relation to the charges 
preferred against them, as well as to expose error and absurdity, 
even though it be found amongst those making high profession, 
they thus consent to come out in a public statement, and re
luctantly relate facts and circumstances, some of which may 
seem to be of a private character.

I t  is natural for them to feel much delicacy in entering into 
minute detail; but having nought of which to feel ashamed, 
other than the common weakness of humanity, and conscious 
that the truth cannot appear to their disadvantage, as much as 
the errors already circulated, they solicit the indulgence of their 
readers in what may appear an excess of minutia.

The course they propose to pursue in this Exposition is,
First, to exhibit the charges made against them, and endeavor 

to ascertain their true meaning;
Second, to state the facts and circumstances upon which those 

charges were founded; •
Third, to give an account of the disciplinary proceedings under 

them ; and, finally, to conclude with a discussion of the propriety 
of those proceedings.
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EXPOSITION,

T he following is a correct copy, verbatim et literatim, of the 
charges (that of the males and females being separate as usual) 
preferred in Hockessin Preparative Meeting, held Sixth month 
3 d, 1852. -

They are ungrammatical in their language, irregular and 
obscure in their construction, and may foreshow, to the intelli
gent reader, a good picture of the ignorance manifested in the 
whole of the procedures.

They read th u s : “ Hockessin Preparative Meeting informs 
that J .  C. J .  and J . G. J . ,  E. J . ,  and J . J .  G., attend an asso
ciation called Spiritual Knockers. They admit of music at 
their assemblies, and profess to hold communion with departed 
spirits, and has, for a long time, almost neglected the attendance 
of. our meetings.”

This charge, although ambiguous in its language, and ren
dered more so by the explanations of those undertaking to treat 
with us upon it, means, we may safely presume,

First, to accuse us with attending the meetings, and identi
fying ourselves with an association o f persons termed, in ridicule, 
Spiritual Knockers;

Second, that we, in conjunction with said association, admit of 
music at our assemblies, and profess to hold communion with 
departed spirits;

And third, that we have for a long time been neglectful in the 
attendance of meetings.

In regard to the second division of the charge, it may here be 
remarked, that when we denied having advanced in our investi
gations so far as to be willing to make the profession of commu
ning with departed spirits, we were told by the committee that 
the charge did not mean us, but that the association made this 
profession. Still it must be evident, we think, to the critical 
reader, that the real inference is as above stated.

Having thus arrived at the true meaning of the several accu
sations, we proceed to state the facts upon which they were 
founded.

Early in the autumn of the year 1851, a small portion of the 
inhabitants of Hockessin and adjacent parts of Newcastle County, 
Del., through personal observation, the reading of published
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accounts, and various other causes, became interested in deter
mining the truth or falsity of alleged spiritual manifestations.

In a social consultation, at the house of one of their number, 
it was agreed that they should meet together alternately at each 

.other’s residences, form what is termed a “ Circle,” and endeavor 
to give the subject a fair examination, by fulfilling, as far as 
they were able, the conditions said to be necessary for the 
purpose by those who had pursued the path before them. I t  
may here be proper to explain, briefly, that such a “  circle” is 
formed merely by a number of persons seating themselves 
around a table, sometimes joining their hands to allow of the 
passage of the “ vital-electric current,” so called, and entertaining 
themselves by reading, conversation, appropriate vocal or instru
mental music, or by silent reflection, as seemed for the time 
most pleasant, the professed object being to cultivate a contented, 
tranquil, harmonious uniting of the minds present in one chan
nel of thought, such being the conditions considered the most 
favorable for promoting the success of the experiment.

But here let it be distinctly understood, that the persons thus 
associating did not look upon their meetings as being held for 
religious worship, or in any especial religious oapacity, but 
simply for the investigation of natural truths from obvious facts 
and phenomena which they might witness. In obedience to the 
injunction, “ try all things, hold fast to that which is good,”  
they joined in the examination with singleness of purpose, having 
no desire to deceive either themselves or others.

I t  is true that all natural science may be deemed to have, 
in one light, a religious bearing, as revealing to us the laws of 
that great universe “ whose body nature is, and God the soul;” 
but other than in this light, we repeat, the association was not 
a religious one. I t  is true, also, that the persons associated 
were not of those who fear to examine nature, lest they meet 
with something that will overthrow long-cherished opinions, or 
controvert established tru th ; neither were they of those who 
think mankind have attained to that perfection of knowledge, or 
that fruition of happiness, which precludes the acquirement of 
further knowledge, upon which to build hopes of yet greater 
perfection both in wisdom and happiness; but rather were they 
of those who, having full faith in the wisdom and goodness of 
the all-controlling Power, and in the unity and oneness of his 
great creation, have a freedom to investigate, as far as their 
slender powers might suffice, the laws of that creation in which 
the visible and outward appear ever subject to the invisible and 
inward, whether those laws be the laws of matter or the laws of 
mind.
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A t the primary consultation above-mentioned, every individual 
included in the charge, agreed to try attending the Association, 
excepting two persons, E. J .  and J . J .  Gr. The latter of whom 
was absent from home, and did not return for some months after
wards, and never has been other than a casual attender of the 
“ Circle.” E. J .  openly declined giving her attendance, express
ing  “  that she was not yet prepared to join with them.” J . Or. J . 
after attending a few times, found it more of a tax upon his time, 
and more inconvenient in other respects than was anticipated, 
and a t a meeting of the “ Circle,”  to which his wife, E. J . ,  accom
panied him, publicly declined continuing a member of the Asso
ciation.

In  the course of a few months, what were considered by some 
as spiritual influences, began to be manifested at the meetings, 
and curiosity, to a considerable extent, became awakened. About 
the second month, 1852, owing to circumstances, not needful 
here to relate, E. J .  was accidentally present with the members 
of the Association, and sat down with them. I t  was after having 
been, for a few minutes, seated in this “ Circle,” into the com
pany of which she- was thus unexpectedly thrown, contrary to her 
expressed intentions at the time, that she became influenced by 
tha t very invisible power, which formed the subject of examina
tion. What that power was it is not our object now to discuss; 
suffice it, that the influence, being once attained, continued its 
operation, and seemed mostly present with her, both when alone 
in the attendance upon household duties, or in our quiet family 
circle. I t  was accompanied by much peace and satisfaction of 
mind, and a frequent expression of a full assurance that all would 
be right in the end. Notwithstanding a being thus under pre
paration for what is termed a “ Medium,” she still declined the 
attendance of the “ Circle,” and when induced by the solicitation 
of friends, to attend for a few times, was always confirmed in the 
impression, frequently expressed, that it was her place to remain 
quiet at home.

This quiet course has accordingly"been continued in, with very 
few exceptions, to the present time. In  the face of these facts, 
which have been duly and frequently represented, it is marvellous 
to us, how those who profess “ to place judgment in the autho
rity of truth," can persevere, especially in the case of E. J ., to 
maintain a charge against her of identifying herself with the 
offensive Association, or for uniting with that, with which her 
own mind was not free to unite, but which she openly and pub
licly declined.

To continue : after being subject for a few weeks to the prepa
ring influence above spoken of, while one day seated entirely
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alone, her hand assumed a peculiar motion, and was made to spell 
out on a card containing the alphabet, “ Have fa ith  in  God, m y  
child," which short sentence was subscribed in the same manner, 
“ Thy mother.” On the evening of the same day, in presence of 
other members of the family, the same influence was manifest, 
the same peculiar motion of the hand appeared; and communica
tions of a most striking character seemed forced from the medium, 
in a manner, and accompanied by a holy solemnity which pro
duced temporary conviction, at least, in the mind of every person 
present, that the impressions were from an unseen intelligence. 
The influence then changed its character to that of one stronger 
and more decided, gave some short sentences, and concluded with, 
“ My dear grandchild, love the truth, so as to live in glory here 
with us,” subscribing the name of “ Thy grandfather P arker” 
meaning John Parker, formerly of Parkersville, Chester County, 
Pa., a noted minister of the Society of Friends. From that time 
until the present, we have had, through the mediumship of E. J . ,  
in our own family, many communications or impressions from 
influences purporting to be that of different deceased persons, 
many of which are of a beautiful character, advising, amongst 
other matter, a faithful yielding to the exercise of her gift and a 
perseverance in her course.

Notwithstanding having been thus favored, as we incline to 
esteem it, yet, such has been our caution in the investigation of 
these things, that, although, at times, conviction seemed irre
sistible, yet at other times contradictions and inconsistencies 
became apparent, and, as in all earthly things, the good and true 
seems so mixed with the false and unreal, that we still occupy 
the ground of inquirers, unwilling as yet to declare to the world 
that we are fully satisfied as to the nature of what we expe
rience.

Such then is our position in regard to the subject, the position 
of investigators, and such it was distinctly defined to be to the 
overseers who visited us, preparatory to the charge being carried 
to the Preparative Meeting. They were told that we had the 
subject under examination; that our minds were not made up; 
that as far as we had gone we were satisfied with our course, and 
believed it right to pursue it until we discovered its fallacy, or 
proved its truth.

I f  then our interest in the subject of spiritual communion with 
the departed be the main point of the charge, which it is acknow
ledged to be, is it not, ironically speaking, a beautiful position for 
the Society of Friends, or any other society, to occupy in the nine
teenth century, to persecute its members for the investigation of the 
truth or falsehood of any subject in which they claim an interest!
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Such a course was enough for the age of Popish darkness and 
priestly bigotry, in which the aged philosopher Galileo, for his 
discoveries in astronomical science, was made, under terror of 
bodily inquisitorial torture, to kneel in the presence of his blind 
persecutors, who considered his discoveries contrary to Scripture 
relation, and disavowed the truth of what he had demonstrated, and 
which modern science has established upon a basis firm and incon
trovertible. We use the term persecuted, because the present pro
ceedings were prompted by the same spirit of unenlightened intole
rance as appeared in cases like the above; restrained and moderated 
by the better tone of the present age, for we anticipate being able 
to show, in the course of this exposition, that we were not treated 
as discipline requires, with justice, forbearance and impartiality, 
accompanied by a laboring to convince our minds of error, but with 
a hasty preformed judgment, stubbornly and blindly determined 
to carry through and maintain formal charges without regard to 
truth or consistency, merely because the subject of examination 
was deemed by the actors contrary to their notions of what 
should be true.

As touching the last or third count of the indictment, we 
plead guilty of having been slack for a considerable time in the 
attendance of meetings; but did not entirely neglect them until 
we were improperly attacked for our interest in the subject of 
Spiritual Manifestations. Towards our slackness we might rea
sonably have asked much forbearance; our meetings were small 
and weak, and somewhat disunited : some there were with whom 
we did not feel sufficient unity to be drawn to hold religious 
communion with them, and when opposition to our rights com
menced, it would hardly be expected that Vre should seek the 
company of those by whom we were misunderstood, and who 
manifested towards us no proper spirit. But let these excuses 
pass, while we relate what has been the practice of the meeting 
heretofore. In the Hockessin branch, one of its members, con
venient and able to attend, had altogether neglected the meet
ing for perhaps twenty years. His case, probably for appearance 
sake, which only made the partiality more conspicuous, was taken 
up at the same meeting with our own. Others, again, who 
had been present at fewer meetings than ourselves, for the six 
months previous to our charge, have not yet been brought under 
disciplinary censure. In the Kennet branch, we may in parti
cular note two members, in the prime of life, who very seldom 
attend meetings and yet remain as members.

Our discipline requires that offenders be dealt with “ without 
partiality or unnecessary delay,”  and therefore it appears, as 
touching the only portion of the charge to which three of our
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number plead partially guilty, the meetings have exhibited the 
grossest inconsistency; and have transgressed, to a greater de
gree the letter and spirit of the discipline in prosecuting us to 
disownment, under the circumstances, than we transgressed it 
in our neglect of meetings.

Having now exhibited the charges and also the circumstances 
upon which they were founded, we proceed to state the disci
plinary proceedings connected with them.

Shortly after the fifth-month monthly meeting, 1852, we 
had a preliminary visit from four overseers, only one of whom 
was a member of our own preparatory meeting. The conversa
tions that were had are not sufficiently well remembered to give 
a regular statement of them. Thus much may be said of the 
one with J . Q-. J .  and E. J ., that, upon inquiry, they were 
told, as above related, that we were examining the subject of 
“ Spiritual Manifestations ;” —that we had gone so far as to be
lieve it right for us to persevere until our minds were satisfied. 
They, on their part, expressed opinions that it was a dangerous 
subject and advised us against i t ;  which opinions, as being 
formed without sufficient knowledge, we did not feel bound to 
respect. A remark being made that their object was informa
tion (a very laudable one), we offered to read them some of the 
professed communications, to throw light upon the subject and 
enable them to judge of its nature. Three of their number ex
pressed a willingness to hear them, but were overruled by the 
fourth, who did not want to know anything about them, having 
“ a testimony to bear against them whether he understood them 
or not.”

We further distinctly explained, in this preliminary conversa
tion, that we were not members of the Association or Cirole.

The conversation with J . J .  G-., when called upon, amounted 
to the expression of this question : “ Well J ., is thee going with 
J .  and A. 7” And this is all the labor that was ever bestowed 
upon her previous to taking her case to the meeting. In like 
manner, this one visit included all the efforts made to convince 
us of error, unless a very casual conversation on the subject with 
one of the overseers be entitled to consideration. Now, besides 
objecting to the want of those patient and intelligent efforts to 
convince our judgments which the discipline of the Society re
quires, we take especial exception to thus being judged without 
a knowledge of the nature of our faults—this “ bearing of a 
testimony without understanding.” I t  is an error often made 
by ignorant and weak-minded professors of spiritual discern
ment, and in opposition, not only to common sense but to the 
spirit of our discipline, inasmuch as tha t discipline expressly
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requires offenders to be dealt with “ in order to the convince- 
ment of his or her understanding,” and it being manifestly im
possible, for any one, to labor effectively in such a case, unless 
their own minds have a clear conception of the nature of the 
alleged transgression. We are not amongst those who would 
over-estimate the value of mere literary acquirements, but we do 
contend that it becomes a point of duty first to use our natural 
powers in obtaining all the knowledge possible to be acquired 
upon any matter to be judged, whereby the reasoning faculties 
(divinely illumined i f  so be the inquirer is thus favored) may be 
the better able to arrive at a correct judgment. Human know
ledge, divinely sanctified, is ever preferable to sanctified human 
ignorance. The ancient fable of first putting our own shoulder 
to the wheel and then calling upon Jupiter to assist us, may 
further illustrate our meaning. I t  seems little short of an under
valuing of gifts already conferred;—a tempting of the Holy 
Spirit, thus blindly to expect the revealing of that judgment for 
which we should first diligently labor as far as in us lies ; a pre
sumption which is often suffered to be punished, as in the present 
instance, by a mistaken conclusion, drawn from erroneous im
pressions and prejudices existing in the mind. These views, we 
repeat, appear consistent with common sense and every-day 
practice, with Quakerism and with Christianity; and if more 
frequently reflected upon would prevent many an unwarranted 
assumption of spiritual discernment, which existed only in a per
verted self-love or a disordered imagination.

Another absurd position taken by at least one of the accusers 
m ight be pointed out in this connexion. In defence of their 
zealous haste in the matter, it was said that “ the very news
papers cried out against it.” This kind of evidence seems new 
to be adduced as ground of action in the Society of Friends, and 
is, withal, the weakest of the weak. May we not suppose—nay, 
is it  not certain that, in the origin of our Society, had such 
journals been numerous as in this day, they would have teemed 
with the ridicule and denunciations of the interested opposers of 
Quakerism. Would not Christianity itself! and, indeed, has not 
every step in human progress since the world began, been taken 
in despite of bitter opposition ? so much so, that the very oppo
sition to  a cause is not only strong presumptive evidence in favor 
of its goodness, but, in the degree of bitterness displayed, may be 
found a measure of the final utility of that cause.

A  few weeks subsequent to the above described preliminary 
proceeding, we were informed by the overseers that our cases 
would be taken to the next preparative meeting. Upon inquiry 
by J .  G. J  of one of the informers, what they were going to
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charge us with, he seemed doubtful, but believed it was “ for at
tending the meetings of this Circle.”  J .  G. J .  replied that him- ■ 
self and wife did not attend them. “ But,” said he, “  you are 
in unity with them.”  “ Yes,” was the answer, “ we are in unity 
with them when they do what we think is right, and in disunity 
when, acccording to our notions, they are wrong;” the meaning 
conveyed being that there was no especial unity or disunity in 
the case, other than under conditions creating unity, to a limited 
extent, with any portion of mankind. -

The accused attended the preparative meeting, at which the 
charges were produced, and explained what parts of them were in
correct in fact, and why the remainder were partial and contrary 
to the usual practice of the meeting. The preparative meeting 
presented very singular features; the male department consisting 
only of the two overseers or “ accusers,” J .  C. J .  and J . G. J ., 
the two accused, and two other members to judge the case. Of 
the only two members who were neither accusers nor accused, one 
expressed decided opposition to the proceeding as hasty a,nd 
irregular, and the other, though more neutral, showed by his 
language that he also did not approve of the course; notwith
standing which one of the accusers carried it through, saying that 
nine overseers had decided the case should go on to the monthly 
meeting, and it would have to go; by which it appeared that the 
preparative meeting was to be controlled in its action by a self
constituted caucus of overseers. The women’s meeting consisted 
of but two members besides the accused parties, who both signi
fied in the meeting they had nothing to do with the matter, yet 
the charge passed irregularly through in a somewhat similar 
manner. In the meeting, J . G. J . requested an official copy of 
the charge, the. right to which was there expressly acceded, and 
yet no steps were taken either by the preparative or monthly 
meeting to furnish the copy, and he was never able to obtain one 
except indirectly through another person.

We ask particular attention to these proceedings. According 
to the discipline of the Society, the power of forwarding charges 
against members to the monthly meetings for trial, lies only in j 
the preparative meetings, and not in any number of overseers; 
and it is manifestly proper it should be so. The accused, who 
are to be duly notified, have the right of attending those primary 
meetings and advocating their own cause, being present to cor
rect any false accusations that may appear against them. The 
founders of Friends’ discipline considered it no light matter 
to implicate members, and wisely arranged that they should be 
heard in their own defence before being formally arraigned. In  
this instance, however, nine overseers had decided the matter from
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rumor and hearsay evidence, without the presenoe of the accused 
parties and a knowledge of the real facts of the case; and their 
decision was to be as the “ laws of the Medes and Persians — 
the charges must go on, whether true or false, or whether the 
proper body approved of them or not; because, forsooth, they had 
so decided it. Geology, and its kindred sciences, prove that our 
earth was once inhabited by monsters which have long since 
ceased to exist, and are represented but by faint types in the 
animals of the present day. So it is in the moral world; the 
fearful power that was formerly exercised by Popes, Cardinals, 
Bishops, and Inquisitors, in their secret conclaves, has in a degree 
passed away, yet we have, in this private judging caucus a faint 
remaining type, comparatively powerless for evil, it is true, but 
the same in principle and the same in justice. We contend, 
therefore, that if the discipline of the Society is to be our guide, 
the whole of the proceedings are built upon a rotten foundation, 
and even if correct in every othor respect, they cannot be sus
tained on that account alone. I t  may be pleaded in excuse for 
such irregularities that the preparative meeting was weak and 
unable to act in the premises, but this does not mend the matter. 
In  such case it should have been strengthened by a committee 
from the monthly meeting, sitting with it in. a regular capacity, 
before whom the accused could appear and be heard upon the 
charges.
- To continue : the charges passed up to the monthly meeting, 
where the proceedings again met with opposition from a member, 
whose age, and interest in the matter, should have entitled him 
to respect in the expression of his views: that the proceedings 
were hasty; that the subject was not understood; neither had 
time been given for it to mature its fruits, whereby it might be 
judged. Such, however, was the want of that “ decency, forbear
ance, and love for one another,”  in which Friends’ discipline ad
vises their meetings to be conducted, that one of the active and 
zealous ones interrupted his remarks, inviting him to sit down 
and not take up the time of the meeting.

The monthly meeting, as usual, appointed a committee to 
treat with the offenders, unto whom the same explanations were 
made as before stated. J .  C. J .  desires particularly to relate that 
in conversation with him, the committee were informed of the 
irregular proceedings of the preparative meeting, and that the 
charge of “ professing to hold communion with departed spirits” 
was untrue in his case also. They appeared to think that such an 
expression was not contained in the charge, and one of their 
number asserted rather positively that he was mistaken. The 
document was then called for and a copy requested, which after
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some hesitation and evident reluctance was produced, and the re
quest complied with. Finding themselves in error in relation to 
the charge, the attempt was made to justify it, as it stood, but 
not succeeding in that, the plea was raised that the Circle made 
such profession, and as a member of it he would have to plead 
guilty of holding a similar faith. The reply was, that such an 
assertion was just as untrue in reference to the “ Circle” as it 
was in relation to himself; they being likewise investigators only 
of the same class of phenomena. After repeated attempts to 
extort something which could be construed into an acknowledg
ment of the charge, one of the committee remarked that there ap
peared to be a misunderstanding of his true position; showing 
conclusively that the whole proceeding was based on common re
port, without any definite knowledge of the facts of the case. 
They also declined specifying upon what clause of the discipline 
that part of the charge relating to spiritual manifestations was 
founded, professing not to be sufficiently fam iliar with it to deter
mine; and when pressed for their authority in censuring members 
for investigating the subject, the reply was, that Friends were 
everywhere opposed to it. One of the women’s committee re
marked on another occasion, by way of apology, that “ if they 
did not take notice of the matter the- yearly meeting would be 
down upon them.” I t  would thus appear that public prejudice, 
backed by imprudent members of the yearly meeting, had forced 
the monthly meeting, and its committee, into a position which 
could not be justified by discipline, and' was derogatory to the 
rights and rational liberty of members.

The various explanations made to the monthly meeting’s com
mittee appear to have been to little effect, since the charges were 
for the most part maintained, and upon their report, testimonies 
of disownment were issued in form, a sample whereof we here 
copy verbatim: •

“  J .  Gk J . ,  who has had arigh t of membership in the religious 
Society of Friends, has attended meetings of an association which 
is termed ‘Spiritual Knockers,’ who admit of music at their 
assemblies, and advocate the doctrine of holding communion with 
departed spirits:—and has almost entirely neglected the attend-, 
ance of the meetings of Friends. On which accounts he has been 
treated with a committee of this meeting, who endeavored to 
convince him of the impropriety of his course; but he did not 
manifest any disposition to discontinue the practice or condemn 
his deviation, but justifies it. We therefore testify that he no 
longer retains a right of membership in our religious Society, yet 
it is our desire that he may be favored to see his error and oon-
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demn his deviations to the satisfaction of Friends, and be restored 
again into membership with us.

“ Signed in and by direction of Kennet Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, held the 2d day of 11th mo., 1852.

“ J ohn P arker ,
“ Clerk.”

. The testimonies are all similar in substance, excepting that in 
the case of J . G. J .  and E. J . the past tense “ has attended” is 
used, instead of the present “ attends,” which was the language 
of the charge, and is retained in all the others. _ I t  may be also 
observed that the term “ advocate the doctrine” is used instead 
of “ profess to hold communion.” Those in the case of J . Q. J . 
and E. J . will not bear the test of strict analysis, but contain a 
falsehood on their very face. They charge that J .  G. J .  and E. 
J .  “ have attended,” &c., and then go on to say they “ did not 
manifest any disposition to discontinue the practice;”  whereas 
the truth is, it can scarce be said they were ever in the practice, 
and it can be made to appear they have not been at a single 
meeting of the Association since the charge was made, nor for 
some time previous.

The discussion of the propriety of the disciplinary proceedings 
appropriately resolves itself under two heads : errors in form, and 
errors in principle. Most of the formal errors have been touched 
upon in course of the preceding statements, but we will here 
briefly re-refer to, and classify them :

F irs t: we were not fully informed of the nature of the charges 
before they were taken to the preparative meeting, neither were 
patient endeavors first made to convince us of error.

Second : neither the preparative nor monthly meeting fur
nished a copy of the charge minute, when requested, which was 
at least a failure in due courtesy. •

Third : the charges were not sent to the monthly meeting by 
the authority of the preparative meeting, but by the authority 
and prejudgment of a number of overseers, before whom the ac
cused could not appear.

Fourth : two of the testimonies contain a false statement, and 
all of them vary from the original charge; “ has attended” at 
some indefinite past time being, by no means, the same as the 
present and active, “ attends;” and “ advocating the doctrine of 
spiritual communion,” is very different from professing the prac
tice. Although there is a clause in the discipline allowing addi
tional offences discovered in the course of dealing with offenders, 
to be incorporated into the minutes and testimony, yet that 
clause, like all other illiberal acts, should be construed closely,

2
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and will not imply that when any part of a charge is found to be 
untrue, it may be replaced by another, and the original stand an 
uncorrected falsehood on the minutes of the meeting. Our im 
pression is, that if any portion of the accusation is proved erro
neous, the whole must fall and the proceedings commence anew. .

The errors in principle of the disciplinary proceedings next 
come under review, to a more full discussion of which, qs being 
the most important and interesting, we solicit the reader’s patient' 
attention.

First, we will premise, that when any number of persons form 
either a social or religious compact, they do so under certain regu
lated or constitutional conditions, the fulfilment of which secures 
unto them the enjoyment of their rights as members of the asso
ciation.

Societyship does not necessarily imply a similarity of views 
or opinions on all subjects to which, in obedience to a variety of 
tastes and circumstances, wd may give a share of our attention,

. but simply to a unity of practice and sentiment upon those 
points that are thus made constitutionally necessary and essen
tial by the nature of the compact. For instance, persons may 
hold different political views, and be attached to either of the 
opposite parties which divide our common country, and yet all 
be consistent members of the one religious association; or one 
may be a man of science, fond of the investigation of natural 
phenomena, while his fellow-members remain in ignorance of such 
subjects, or may even incline to censure their brother (as is, 
ofttimes human nature like) for his interest in what they under
stand not; yet, while that brother neither infringes upon the 
rights of his fellows, nor transgresses any part of the existing 
compact, his rights of membership, in justice, are secure, not
withstanding all differences of opinion on unessential points, or 
disparity in amount of acquired knowledge. We hold, accord
ingly, that, even in obedience to a majority, no portion of the 
Society of Friends has k right to say, as one poor overseer said,
“ it ought to he got out of the meeting whether there is discipline 
for it or not,” but that before attempting to deprive any of its 
members of their rights, plain transgressions of society regula
tions must be shown, or otherwise unmistakably criminal or 
immoral acts proven. Of aught criminal or immoral we were 
not accused, but while speaking thus we might, as a further 
exhibition of inconsistency, point to a member of the same 
meeting who, for many years, was in the habit of drunkenness 
and immorality, and yet, from tenderness or regard to parental 
feelings, he was not testified against. Were there no parents in 
this case towards whom the sanje consideration should have been
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shown ?—parents who, having grown aged in the belief that the 
enjoyment of membership was an inestimable privilege, conld 
not but deeply lament the hasty and partial course.

We go on to say, then, touching the first count of the indict
ment,—the attending the meetings of a certain association, that 
it  is untrue in fact as relates to that part of our number hereto
fore specified; and that, not being for a religious purpose, it was 
no more a transgression of discipline in the remainder, than the 
attendance of a lecture, a lyceum, a political meeting, or any 
other collection of persons for an object disconnected from the 
Society capacity, unless it appeared that while attending said 
meetings they transgressed disciplinary regulations. Accordingly, 
passing to the second division of the charge, the association, 
those attending included, are accused of having “ music at their 
assemblies,”  and of “ professing to hold communion with de
parted spirits.”  In the Book of Discipline may be found the 
following clause:

“ As our time passeth swiftly away, and our delight ought to 
be in the law o f the Lord, it is advised that a watchful care be 
exercised over our youth and others, to prevent their going to 
stage plays, horse races, music, dancing, or any such vain 
sports and pastimes ; and being concerned in lotteries, wagering, 
or other species of gaming.”

The spirit of this extract is sufficiently plain as against music 
employed for “ vain sport or pastime,” which was far from the 
object to be attained by it in the present instance: its use, if 
aught of use there was in it, being rather as an assistant in the 
study of some of the natural “ laws of the Lord” above men
tioned. “ I  will sing with the spirit, and I  will sing with the 
understanding also,” saith the apostle; and we will dare to 
affirm that it must have been either with the “ spirit” or “ under
standing” that the singers at the circle were enabled to perform. 
Again, we have in Scripture, “ Is any one merry, let him sing 
psalms,” by which it appears that occasional merriment is not 
always reprehensible.

While speaking of music, we cannot refrain from expressing 
regret that Friends do not more explicitly define their testimony 
in regard to it. There is naught lawful and right, but what 
may become criminal by excess. To object to music in the 
abstract, savors of Puritanism, and seems quite too rigid, since 
it will apply not only to its abuse as a promoter of dissipation, 
but alike to the song of the happy-hearted youth giving expres
sion to an exuberance of life, to the mother soothing the slumbers 
of her infant, or to the preacher in the gallery who has acquired 
the habit of sermonizing in a sing-song tone.
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Harmony seems greatly predominant in creation,—harmony 
of sound, harmony of motion, of form, of number, and, more 
than all, spiritual harmony are discoverable therein. We have 
faculties given unto us whereby to enjoy all these harmonies,—  
“ there is a time for all things under the sun,” and hard is it  
for us to perceive that the due and appropriate gratification of 
the faculty that loves harmonious sound can be criminal in the 
sight of Him who made the birds to pour forth the fulness of 
their joy in warbling melody, and who, if accounts be true, has 
ordained the singing of praise as a source of enjoyment to the 
saints in heaven.

We doubt whether many members of the Society could now 
boast their rights had they been, in their younger and more 
sprightly days, as sharply dealt with as some of the present day. 
Here again we may point to partiality and inconsistency, it being 
a well-known fact, that many of the younger members of Friends 
indulge at times in vocal music, and tha^not a few, some of 
whom are connected with those taking part against us, might, 
upon good grounds, be accused of attending real “ places of 
diversion,”  and engaging in music and dancing. I f  we are 
correctly informed, some, holding official station in the meeting 
which disowned us, have not long since been interested attenders 
of political meetings,' at which bands of music were used as 
enliveners of the scene, and to promote partisan ends.

Thus much for “ the music at their assemblies.” We come 
now to the next item,—“ they profess to hold communion with 
departed spirits,”  concerning which there is no doubt, as before 
mentioned, that it is considered the great offence for which the 
proceedings were commenced in hot haste, and carried through, 
as has been shown, at the sacrifice of the common practices of 
the Society. I t  would seem, that, fearing they could not find 
discipline to make good their point, the other items were attached 
as strengtheners of their cause, but only served more plainly to 
Bhow its weakness.

Although we fully believe it not inconsistent with man’s spiritual 
nature, under certain conditions, to hold intercourse with spirits 
in another life, and that many circumstances in the world’s his
tory prove its reality; yet, as before stated, our faith in regard 
to what we have personally experienced, was, and is not yet suf
ficiently established to amount to a profession, and that, there
fore, this item of charge is false in fact. One of the monthly 
meeting committee, in his anxiety to maintain the charge, un
handsomely stated that our denial of this point was a mere quib
ble j falsely, however, as can be proven by the general tone of 
our conversation and written remarks upon the subject. We

Digitized by Google



17

therefore again protest against their efforts to foroe us into a 
position upop the question which we are unwilling to occupy, and 
against aught being recorded and descending to posterity in which 
we are falsely implicated. When our views concerning these 
things are fully formed the world shall know them, and we will 
shrink from no responsibility. Had the Society of Friends have 
waited until we made this open profession, and then have shown, 
if  possible, its inconsistency with their discipline; or until we 
had built upon it doctrines and practices contrary to their own, 
how upright and frank would have been their course compared 
with the present one, of allowing their prejudices to become 
excited against they knew not what, and blindly persevering in a 
course they themselves must have felt, at heart, ashamed of.

Having written thus, an additional denial of the charge of 
“ professing to hold communion with departed spirits,” we now 
take this position : admitting that we do so profess, or that we 
do “ advocate the doctrine,” it is no transgression of the discipline 
of Friends; it is not inconsistent with their faith; has been 
believed in and performed by members of the highest standing, 
and may moreover be considered as adopted by the Society.

We say it is not contrary to their discipline, simply because 
there is no clause thereof alluding to the subject. We say it is 
not inconsistent with their faith for the following reasons : it has 
been held by Friends, and we believe is sanctioned by Scripture, 
and by the experience of the early Christians, that in their silent 
meetings “ in the stillness of all flesh,” there is and may be a 
communing of spirits, a commingling, as it were, and a oneness 
of feeling, a “ flowing from vessel to vessel,”  between those thus 
assembled, even where there is no outward expression of words. 
This condition of the minds present is attained, as we conceive, not 
by a miraculous interposition of Providence, in setting aside esta
blished laws, but by shutting out worldly things and unitedly 
cultivating the interior powers of the soul; whereby its intrinsic 
spiritual nature is partially developed, and its faculties in a mea
sure unfolded and enjoyed as a faint foreshadowing of that more 
perfect life which awaits us hereafter. This enjoyment of true 
unity of feeling, between spirits inhabiting an earthly frame, this 
“ flowing from vessel to vessel” is not the result of the material 
nature, so called, but of the spiritual, and belongs exclusively to 
the spirit. If, then, spirit can thus commune with spirit in the 
limited exercise of its undeveloped faculties, when both are fet
tered with mortality, how much more might it be expected, that 
those from whom the shackles of mortality have fallen, and who 
have been born into immortality, with the full exercise of their 
spiritual attributes—how much more, we say, is it possible for
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such, when permitted, to impress properly prepared minds s till 
living on earth, and instil into them a measure of their own spiri
tual life and knowledge. We contend, therefore, that the idea of 
such impressions is not inconsistent with the belief and profession 
of Quakerism, but is rather an extension—a perfecting of views 
already formed, resulting in an age having the advantage of a ll 
past experience and all present knowledge; and is no more dero
gatory to the doctrine of impressions from the Holy Spirit, than 
is the reception of counsel from properly prepared ministers 
living in the body.

In  proof that conspicuous members of the Society have held 
communion with departed spirits, or believed in spiritual mani
festations, we proceed to cite the following relations.

First, an extract from the testimony of Mary Pennington, con
cerning her deceased husband, Isaac Pennington ("one of the 
greatest writers which the Society has ever produced), dated the 
27th of 2d month, 1680, and prefixed to a volume of his writings 
published the same year:

“  Ah me, he is gone ! he that none exceeded in kindness, in 
tenderness, in love inexpressible to the relation as a wife. Next 
to the love of God in Christ Jesus to my soul, was his love pre
cious and delightful to me. My bosom, one that was as my 
guide and counsellor, my pleasant companion, my tender sympa
thizing friend, as near to the sense of my pain, sorrow, grief and 
trouble as it was possible. Yet this great help and benefit is 
gone, and I, a poor worm, a very little one to him, compassed 
about with many infirmitys through mercy, let him go without an 
unadvised word of discontent, or inordinate grief: Nay, further, 
such was the kindness the Lord showed to me in that hour, that 
my spirit ascended with him in that very moment that his spirit 
left his body, and I  saw him safe in his own mansion, and re
joiced with him, and was at that instant gladder o f it, than ever 
1 was o f enjoying him in the body. A nd  from  this sight my 
spirit returned again to perform my duty to his outward taber
nacle, to the answer of a good conscience.

“ This testimony to dear J .  P. is from the greatest loser of all 
who had a share in his life.

“  Ma r t  P ennington .”
This quaint but interesting relation is given, it will be perceived, 

by a cotemporary of Fox, and Penn, and others of the founders of 
the Society, and is valuable as showing that it was not at least 
inconsistent with early Quakerism, to profess the possibility of a 
spirit’s being enabled, temporarily, to depart from the earthly 
frame, and enter for a time into the spirit world. I t  is an excel
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len t illustration of one mode of the modern manifestations, and 
th e  facts of the relation must either be denied or admitted as evi
dence of the spirit of a living person oommuning with one that 
had finally departed, and entered his prepared mansion.

“ The kindness which the Lord showed unto her in that hour,” 
was the kindness which he has showed unto all in endowing us 
w ith a spiritual nature, “ after his own image,” and capable of 
exercising, under proper conditions, even while on earth, a portion 
o f  its peculiar powers, or of being drawn by strong affinity to 
accompany for a time a loved departing spirit.

To show that it is not altogether “ unquakerish,” to believe in 
th e  outward manifestation of spiritual power and presence, which 
is  another mode of the “ modern mysteries,” we quote briefly 
from an account published by Wm. Howitt, of a haunted house, 
a t  Willington, near New Castle, England, belongingto one Joseph 
Proctor, who is spoken of as a substantial member of the Society 
o f Friends.

The hauntings are represented to consist, at times, of loud 
noises, or heavy blows, as of a pavior’s hammer, on other occa
sions, of persons walking overthe house, sometimes with a plainly 
to  be perceived bodily form, coming out of a solid wall, and again 
•re-entering. The disturbances mostly occur at night, but occa
sionally in open day.

Thus speaks Joseph Proctor, in correspondence with a certain 
Dr. Drury, who had visited the place, for the vain purpose of 
being enabled to explain away all the mysteries. I t  is well for 
some of the moderns who make the same fruitless efforts, that 
they do not, like Dr. Drury, have to be carried from the spot, “ in 
an agony of fear and terror.”

“ W illington, 7 mo. 9,1840.

“ R espected F r ien d , E. Drury : Having been at Sunder
land, I  did not receive thine of the 6th, till yesterday morning. 
I  am glad thou art getting well over the effects of thy unlooked- 
for visitation. I  hold in respect thy bold and manly assertion of 
the truth, in the face of that ridicule and ignorant conceit with 
which that which is called the supernatural, in the present day, 
is usually assailed.

“ I  shall be glad to receive thy detail, in which it will be need
ful to be very particular in showing that thou couldst not be 
asleep, or attacked by nightmare, or mistake a reflection of the 
candle, as some sagaciously suppose.

“ I  remain, respectfully, thy friend,
“ J osh . P roctor.

“ P. S.—I  have about thirty witnesses to various things which
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cannot be satisfactorily accounted for, on any other principle than 
that of spiritual agency."

We think the rebuke contained in this letter will apply to the 
conceited ignorant and conceited wise of the present year, as 
well as to those of the year, 1840; and will only'add, that as 
far as we have been able to learn, Joseph. Proctor was not per
secuted by his fellow-members of the Quakers for endeavoring to 
ascertain some natural explanation of the perplexing circum
stances, or for avowing “ his entire conviction after an experi
ence of fifteen years that no such elucidation was possible.”

As a third illustration, and one especially applicable to the 
present discussion, since it is an example of spiritual impression 
made upon the mind, and that being more particularly the mode 
of manifestation to which our attention was directed, we extract 
the following relation from “ The Friend,” published in Phila
delphia in 1848, as contained in a compilation by a conspicuous 
member of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, of various interesting 
historical sketches, headed “ Thomas Scattergood and his Times.”

“ On the afternoon of the 12th day of the sixth month, 1814, 
whilst at home at Burlington, Sarah Dillwyn observed her hus
band sitting with such a peculiar and awful expression of coun
tenance, as to create an alarm in her affectionate heart. She 
immediately approached him, and in the kind carefulness of love 
inquired what was the matter. In answering her question, he 
said, he was very sorry she had disturbed him, fo r  he had at 
that time been visited by Jacob Lmdley’s spirit! That day 
Jacob Lindley, in usual health, had attended his own meeting at 
Now-Garden, in Chester County—more than fifty miles from Bur
lington. In the meeting he was engaged in a living, powerful 
testimony, wherein he intimated his conviction that there were 
those present, who w§uld not see the light of another day; and 
added, ‘Perhaps it may be myself!’ As he returned to his 
home from a visit that afternoon, by a sudden jolt he was thrown 
out of his chair into the road, and fell upon his head. Being a 
heavy man his neck was dislocated, and his spirit was thereby 
suddenly released from the shackles of mortality. This anec
dote, which seems to demonstrate the reality o f spiritual inter
course, is somewhat akin to those related in our last number.”

Now we could scarce ask better ground upon which to build 
our proof that spiritual communion has not been deemed incon
sistent even with modern Quakerism, than is here presented, or 
a better fact to prove the reality and illustrate the nature of the 
subject. I t  is one of those facts which, when well established, 
is worth a thousand failures. “ I  am sorry thou hast disturbed 
me, for I  have just been visited by Jacob Lindley’s spirit,” is
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the  expression rendered in the first person. George Dillwyn’s 
meaning is plain: he does not say, and he did not mean, that he 
had a sense miraculously given him that Jacob Lindley was dead, 
as some endeavor to explain it, but, simply, according to the 
words, “ I  have just been visited." There are no alternatives, 
hut either to admit that the disembodied spirit of Jacob Lindley 
impressed the mind of George Dillwyn, or to deny the fact 
altogether, and to say it was a mere accidental coincidence, and 
assert that G. D. was deceived, was crazy, was hysterical, mono
maniac, or one of the hundred epithets that are now used upon 
similar occasions.

There being many circumstances of like character upon record, 
we have no reason to doubt its authenticity, and consider it as 
above implied an instance of the strongest character. J .  L. was 
in usual health, and G. D., it is presumable, had not the remo
test outward cause for expecting his death; the probability, 
therefore, mathematically considered, is more than ten thousand 
to one that the matter was not the result of a mere coincidence 
in time between the accidental death of J .  L. and a peculiar 
conceit on the part of G. D.

I t  is also worthy of remark, that the spiritual visitation was 
accompanied by the same abnormal condition and semi-trance 
like state,—the same peculiar expression of countenance that 
are observed at the present day, liable also to outward interrup
tion as is now well understood. The expression, “ I  am sorry 
thou hast disturbed me,” is full of meaning. To the discerning 
mind, it shows that this impression upon the mind of G. D. was 
not miraculously produced by an Almighty Power, in the contra
vention of established law, but resulted from finite agency, opera
ting under favorable conditions, and susceptible of being disturbed 
by finite causes. Here is a simple re-statement of the circum
stance in another form : Jacob Lindley’s spirit suddenly freed 
from its mortal clogs, suddenly born into more perfect life, 
turned to the friends it had left, and finding one of them in a 
proper inward condition pf mind, he formed a union with his 
spirit, “ entered into rapport with him,”  and had it not been for 
the too early interruption, we know not how lengthy might have 
been the communion. Little, we judge, did G. D. think he 
was transgressing the discipline of the Society in which he held 
such a conspicuous place, in thus submitting his mind to the 
influence of his departed friend, or that honest-intentioned 
persons would at a future day be disowned by the Society for 
advocating the truth of what he experienced.

Now, mark the expression of the compiler of the above rela
tion : “ This anecdote, which seems to demonstrate the reality o f  
spiritual intercourse." Here is as much as we have ever said;
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we also have seen what “ seems to demonstrate” its reality. 
Consider that this remark is contained in The Friend, the organ 
of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting, subjected to the strictest super
vision and most watchful care that all it contains shall be 
consistent with the doctrines of Friends. This relation and 
these remarks are not known to have been criticised or censured, 
and may therefore be considered as adopted by the Society. 
Where, then, stand we now ? I f  the Society of Friends now 
disown its members for “ professing to hold communion with 
departed spirits,” or for “ advocating the doctrine” of so doing, 
let it show its consistency, by first censuring the memory of 
G-eorge Dillwyn, and avowing its disunity with his statements and 
practice ; and second, by requiring of the compiler, now a mem
ber, a “ Galilean” recantation of the above expression, or other
wise disowning him also.

I t  will be observed in the extract last considered, that allusion 
is made to relations in a previous number of “ The Friend” of a 
somewhat similar character, a brief reference to a portion of which 
may not conflict with our present purpose. One is concerning 
the Same George Dillwyn having stated in a public meeting his 
interior perception that a certain woman friend, by name, Susanna 
Horn, had arrived safely in England, her native land, which 
circumstance may be safely set down as an example of the 
exercise of the “ clairvoyant faculty,” or, in other words, a seeing 
by that spiritual sense, through its appropriate medium of sight, 
which we will all fully exercise and understand when our spirits 
burst their “ cerements,” and need no longer to use the bodily 
organs of perception.

Another relates how a certain minister, by name Martha 
Routh, was enabled to perceive, when absent from home, of the 
death by drowning of a near member of her family, and unto 
whom the voice was, “ Be not over much troubled; he is taken 
from the evil to come, and is entered into rest and peace.” We 
agree with the compiler in this instance also, which is evidently 
“ somewhat akin to Jacob Lindley’s visit,”  and further demon
strative of “ the reality of spiritual intercourse;”  the comforting 
assurance alluded to being no doubt a genuine impression from 
an exalted spiritual intelligence.

We are aware of the cry that is raised, that these were holy 
men and holy women, unto whom such things were miraculously 
revealed by the Omnipotent M ind; that it is not for the common 
herd to be thus favored. We are aware, also, of the use that, 
through ignorance, is made of suoh occurrences by leading 
members of Friends’ Society, first to enslave their own minds, 
and then the minds of their younger members, by an undefined 
and superstitious dread, that tends to stifle free thought and free
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investigation. Would that.our weak voice might incite them to 
study more closely the constitution of their external and internal 
natures, as revealed in the records of the past and in the unfold
ings of the present; soon would they find confirmed the truth 
that “ God is no respecter of persons,” and that he does not 
lightly, for personal favor to frail beings like us, interfere with 
his established laws. Whoever duly examines with a calm and 
unbiased mind, the many accounts of occurrences similar to those 
herein related, found amongst all societies and in every age of the 
world, will discover that these faculties of “  interior sight” and 
susceptibility to spiritual impression, are not confined, alone, to 
those considered as the extra-righteous of the earth, and entitled 
to especial favor; but are developed more in accordance with 
certain peculiarities of bodily and mental constitution.

Much would we delight to go on and endeavor to explain more 
fully the nature of this highly interesting subject, the develop
ment of which is hailed with joy by many a benighted mind ; but 
we are constantly reminded that the present object is not so much 
to prove its accordance with everlasting truth as manifested in 
God’s holy temple— the universe—in its oneness of material and 
spiritual union ; but to show merely that a belief in spiritual im
pression from human beings in another life is not inconsistent 
with Quakerism.

This, we think, has been sufficiently accomplished, and our 
persecutors have left them scarce a plank to stand upon. Much 
of the erroneous position taken by them may, perhaps, be owing 
to the fact that they and their prompters have heard strange 
stories, perhaps seen strange doctrines promulgated as belonging 
to this subject, and have unwisely attributed them unto us as a 
matter of course. This gives a good opportunity to say that we 
stand accountable for what we ourselves alone build upon this 
matter, and not for what every enthusiast may say concerning it. 
I f  some should suffer themselves to become excited, even to in
sanity, as is not improbable, they will not be the first who have 
become monomaniacs in a good cause, and we can but lament 
their misfortune. I f  any should prostitute the subject to the 
“  lucre of gain,” it is but a “ preaching for hire and a divining 
for money,” against which we bear a testimony.

In  further explanation of our position, it may be said that the 
most intelligent portion of those interested in these investigations 
do not expect to discover a new and especial dispensation of 
Providence in permitting the spiritual to commune with what is 
termed the material world. I t  has been said “ There is nothing 
new under the sun," and such manifestations have, probably, 
taken place, more or less, in all ages and amongst all nations; 
but mankind were in most instances unprepared for them, and
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either ran wild in the excess of ignorant and superstitious cre
dulity, or discarded them altogether, and sunk into the opposite 
extreme of cold and hopeless materialism. We trust now, how
ever, that the time is fast approaching when, in the words of a 
modern writer, “  The contemptuous scepticism of the last age is 
yielding to a more humble spirit of inquiry,” and as Beattie 
beautifully expresses—

“ Reason now through Nature, Time, and Space,
Barts the keen lustre of her serious eye;

And learns from facts compared the laws to trace,
Whose long progression leads to Deity.”

Regarding the subject, then, as the result of laws inherent in 
the constitution of the world, discovered and developed as the 
minds of men are prepared to be benefitted by them, we think 
there may be perceived in their unfoldings, when fully realized, 
the banishing from earth of many dark and gloomy superstitions; 
the reconciling of many “ truths hard to be understood;” the 
confirming of the sceptical in a rational faith in the soul’s im
mortality ; the uniting of mankind in more perfect harmony, and 
the hastening of the day when “ the sword shall be beaten into 
the ploughshare, and the spear into the pruning hook,” and man 
knowing more perfectly his own nature and his own destiny, will 
be enabled the better to fulfil it in accordance with the laws of 
his being, to his own great gain, and to the glorifying of his 
Maker. . .

We stand accountable, therefore, in our original position of 
free, scientific investigators of natural tru ths; accountable unto 
God and ourselves for the just use of the faculties which he has 
given; accountable unto our fellow-men so far that we are bound 
to share with them whatever of truth we may glean from the 
great harvest-field. And here allow us to add, in conclusion, to 
all who may chance to read these pages, especially to the younger 
members of our Society : pursue, we entreat you, the same free 
course ; look not, alone, to the withered stubble-field of ages past, 
whose fruit, mete for the day of its growth, hath long since been 
garnered; but cultivate assiduously, also, the green corn of the 
present, neglecting not the ears that are ripe and ready for the 
gathering.

Truth’s unbroken field is also before you; put your hands to 
the plough; look not back, but, with a steady eye to the un
turned furrow, press forward with faith and hope, and ye will in 
due time reap an abundant harvest.

J .  C. J ackson,
J .  G. J ackson,
E. J ackson,
J .  J .  GRIFFITH.
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