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68 euaxen H¡srony
slowly accepted by the.yearþ Meeting as a whole.2¡ His descrip-tion suggests the question why did thil meeting trr", pu.ti"rrìurrvpioneer. I do not think its rocation was responsible. It was notanother case of the riberalism of the .'west.,, some of irtre aitri¡-
utes to the greater influence of Joseph John Gurney h; iru" àr*"-
where in the Philadelphia atea. Ii certainly is true that at thetime of his visit he was warmly welcomed rt"l", ¡rlã""ã 

"pp*i-tion at Orange Street, at the yearly Meeting, u"¿ i" Cãñun_
toyn.,,n -But that eannot have been an endulne ,uu*o' iå; t}rurelative liberalism here in rater years. other feaiures ãi rri, inn"_
ence elsewhere in America were not to be found ut t*.uth Áiruut.u:rdoubtedty, individuar Friends fostered t ere ttrroujtr ineÇn..u_
tions a contagious wid_er ouilook or deeper sociar conscience. Thisheritage is one not to be forgotten but io be freery,t"rã¿.-' 

^

- " "F lands for Sevenpnn!9{byfrienas cenerlT-gåtirH:ä. 
B'F'H'A" XLIX (1e60), 3-20. Also re-

*+,*,3g;¡ffig*iË*ng;gå**t5+-
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ROGER WILLIAMS VS. '.TI-IE UPSTARTS:"
TIIE RHODE ISLAND DEBÄTES OF 1672

Bg LroN R. C¡n¡P*

.WhenLydiaWardellwalkedstarknakedintothechurchat

Newbury during Sunday morning t"ryi99, the prudent Puritans

;r*i.d irer out õf to*tt. When Deborah Wilson,a "young Woman

;l;;ty "todest 
and retired Life, and of a sober Conversation"'l

;il i;il ¿iøn" inspiration to parade through Salem in a similar

ri"t" of undress, the town elders took her to Court'
"-Err.ninL6T2,sixyearsaftertheseeventsoccurred'thepublic

¡"U*iãr of peopíe i" íft ""* faith called "Quakers'' still disturbed

;;ry ñ.* Errgtanders. The ineidents mentioned above were so

*åï L"o*" thãt thet ieeame a major point of dispute in one of

iir. "*ri..t 
of New Éngtand religious debates.2 In these debates,

iliJi; Ñewport anù äovidutt"ð, nno¿e Island, on August 9'. 10'

iã,äã12, ¡ãhn stubbs, John Burnveat, and William Edmondson

io, 
-e¿."í¿son) 

of tt 
"'e"uke. 

faitir were challenged by the stal-

wa¡t self-proclaimed "seeker," Roger Williams'

Williams's tourteen poi,,i., o' ;positions," served as the basis

of dispute. etgo*."i åver túe firsi point, "' ' '- tlt qeoplg called

Quakers are not true ôuaker* u..o'dittg to the holy Scriptures"'3

-- -f"* n Camp is a member of the Department of Speech at Pennsylvania

state 
Jurriversity- se, collectíon ol the suîerings oJ the peoþIe cølled euakers (!,o¡-

iî;iÍïin*"#$ffi ."¿x?l,iî:,9iå::'bï,i::î,'#:î"i'Ë":11'-ïÍfi'trô
äüd;¡"iri"-pïdêh..'.õiä';,;üälõí.--¡¡Lä'g"ålm*:l¡nffifl -f, "ê¿ät
i;iîtiõsdti. fãim' ltre debates referred to in this.

nçrailirtrs¿ffi:iiiliq'Ë#ffi ii;ä. ìÏát'lli¿ dèbates referred to in this a¡ticle t

***åîå*äffiçäåägul**
"*'3'á¿tîfu(F;:lli'å,!ft!^ì;it¡-i44d o.1tt o! His Burrows¡ 

'-d, 
I'Lewis Diman

tprovidõñõã:ñ-,ug-,ãii"bi;t"PüäñÊti.;;í,.iòl{"yli13it.il'*ttnttlåfi
èitôã,i täiñis woit aie cited in the text. It is this.
ãläiri"îriiä,uöñeä bv-\4'ìääñili¿JÏz' 

". 
r"v lèèts atter tt'e 

å?flåititi3 i"t$Îå
õ*täîi:' 

-Ãõcôlaing io prefatory material, !he. vo.l

;i#ö'i;dã'rî.iñ ;t'Jiñåîä'iaiäîiäö'g' "ð 
äEiil,ll-'li -ilru:nf 

f"ÎSrñãdiihõ ¿ditorship of Mr' Dman. The glyle' ¡

fr 'ftffifu *lii:iw*,r,:.ttlg,*"U'*ïn-a"w!;;t;;h¡,î"Ê,,i.iiä;
69



70 eumen HrsoRy
consumed the first day from nine in the morning until dusk. Wil-liams's first contention in the debate .on.urn"ã the origin of thename "Quaker."
. Although he conceded that the term had been appried in deri-

sion, he stated:
. . . r had cause to judge that the name was given . . . to them from that
strange and uncouth possessing of their tooyes, with quaking and shak-ing. .' even in publick assemblves & congrãgation. . . whicË 

"*ti"oiäi-nary motions I judged to come upon them not from the holy $i;iãPower of God, but from the spiriland power of Satan (p. 4L;, 
--"-- -

williams then launched into a review of the rise of the ,,new up-start party," slanting his exposition with numerous general refer-
ences to the Quakers' "shakings, Motions, & ExtasieJ.,' wiriiu.s
agreed that other "hory men," such as bavid ,nl wro..r,'rru¿
trembled out of a "hory Awe and Dread of the Maje.ty of-H."í"n,',
but he insisted that the motions of the euakers úctä¿ troe ct.i*-
bian impulse. He concruded by comparing the "shakings; oi ilr.
Quakers to those of the neighboring indians.

Roger's- brother, Robert Tfilliams, then asked to speak, but
was-denied the privilege until he produced a paper u.r.inË trru
puale-r snelþrs specific questions ãbout the "maieriurity àl trt.Lord Jesus Christ,, $. Tj. After hearing the paper read aloud,the Quakers refused to discuss it. Although 

"ånÄtuntiv 
rr.ãLr.¿

by members of the audience who derisively shouted ,ötd 
-un,old man,' Roger remained undisturbed. The presenc" of ñi.t àr*Easton, Governor oi 

-the colony, and Captai, ¡otr-òrun.ìon,
o.o.urt- Governor, did not have'a moderáting influence on ttupredominantly Quaker audience. The separätist anã nrpti*tminority did_not speak because of their position and the unøüirrg-
191s of the Quakers to rrearuny oppo.i-ng view exeept wäl'i*r,*.
Ph.n Williams charged_the erât e" eroui with partialiW inh;ar-
i1s sneakers, a general discussion beian ii ttre audience about the"lib,erty of Speeeh,, (p. 4g).

williams resumed.the debate by reprying to a minor theologicalquestion raised by his antagonists. wäru tt 
" 

scriptures t rä.athe "word of God" in the ni¡ret wilriams cited H;br;; i, Ã.t,XlX,.Deutergnomy VIII, and Second Thessalonian, to prårrå iùuv
were "implicitly" termed the "word of God.,, ñotiãill rri* äp-

ffitffiiåf$#ffi l-yJil,:i'fs,å",Hf 
'tË'iå*.Ës,{yJlfffi 

.'g.ruf"m
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l1onents conferring with one another, 'williams asked why such

fii" ..""rL"ts neeáed to confer while listening to him. William

ä:ñããÃ;; replied, "Your letter exprest an offer to make good

ífrTÞ".ili"rs against all comers. . . ." Williams, opgnl¡ disturbed

ä¡ãut tft. -atl'er, reprimanded--t!9n-r: "God is a God of Order'

äãäi"ffr all things in Number, Weight and Measure, in most ad-

ilirable Order & Method, so I had thought ' ' ' not I nor any was

rî ritnpf. as to ofier to Dispute . . . oppose and answer twenfy or

lnirty or one hundred at once . . . (p' 56)'--- 
ddmondson, a noisy spokesman for the Quakers, then inter-

rupled'Williams with a charge of blasphemy' Deputy Governor

öu^to" quickly reproved Èdmondson, urged him to be quiet'

à'nlu.U.¿ Wittiu-r tì continue (p. 58). Witliams contended that

ifr" e"rL.t* were falsely interpreting the doctrine of "Figures and

S'i*Ë'; ¡" allowing their youth to appear naked in public exhibit-

ing "shaking motions."{
" 

Edmondson appeared to be confused by williams's charges.

Witliams continuãã to press his point by referring to George

Bishop's New Englnnd, Jurl,ge¿|, which supposedly contained an ac-

count of two women who were whipped for public nakedness in

ñew Bnelan¿.u Burnyeat replied that Quakers abhorred all im-

Ñtty añd uncleanness, and ãven its appearance; yet if it should
i;- . .-pleu*e the Lord God to stir up any of his Daughters so to

upp*'asaSignandTestimonyagainsttheNakednessofothers,
ifråy ¿*.t noã condemn it" (p. 60). Stubbs then took the floor

to reiterate Burnyeat's statements by quoting Isaiah, Chapter XX'
and by recalling ittut l*iuh was commanded to go naked as a sign

to the Ethioplans and Egyptians, to prophesy and denounce

to' 
$üìì,"-, never denied the truth of Scriptures as quoted bv the

Quakers. His reply to Burnyeat centered on the practicality of

p-"fti" nakedness] The Calvinist contended that even in Biblicat

iimes all except the cannibals covered their "secret partsr" and

that present-day society demanded that women should be "re-

. Thr O".kers cited Philippians, Chapter II, verse l2b, a¡,lcriqfur¡li11inca-
tionro?'äe]iãõG:-;ulo?Ë,ft'Säìatiõ-.;iihlurrarn¿t'em}::;*;*ot;f::;IZå
ãri¿ Jitrn Surnyeat, in their reply- to -Williams'

'ff ::ïs;:::Ifu *;nilrufe:i:*:'t*+:i'*.å*"1!1íffå:''lå:iå'å"Hlå::ïîtËË k;rliïñËî,ffi;öËä ö*;ä-irrii árnlåno oaugtriers to go naked"

fnn'rzft'2tfu. 
failed to cite page references to prove his point. Bishop was a

Quaker historian.

\

(.

(



72 Quarnn HrsroRy

tired" in nature. women shourd find their prace in the home, |¡sconcluded. civil and sober peopre did not piactice prbri"iuuuo-
ness (p. 62).

His opponents replied they did not accept the practice of public
nakedness untess rhey were commandeJ bt b;ìJd" .ä. 

" 
#iiriu*.then rose and asked how it courd be t trorlwhether.u.h'u .o.n-mand was divinery genuine or pure fantasy. uu r**tu"-q,i*üoned,"' ' ' under cover that ont 

^ight 
be so commanded ana .unt otiod in such a posture ... . *ñrong me_n, ryfrr might rotãn ortwenty or atl the wom-el in [the] aJsembþ ú;ñir;jio l. .r,,(p. 62). The Quaker debateis did not ansrryer these statements.

The first dav's 
{eb1te, dominated by namecalling and slander,stopped at dusk. Both sides craimed victory, bullï.ùä tr,.discussion or "Figures & signs," which may have proved beneficialto the theologians present-the most signifi*nt åv.niãiüã ouywas an eclipse of the sun.

The second dav oj the contes! Williams was hoarse. More-over, he had a heartache and felt ..inclined" 
to stay iil;d. Wtunhe arrived at the euaker.meeti"gh";;;, ne rounä rri. oppon.nt.ready.and waiting. This time he t--ook a seat croser to the audiencein order to be heard. His audience i*t,r¿"¿ ,t. gã"ãr*î 

"n¿deputy governor of.the corony ptur u 
"u,,,¡u, orlo*n*påoplu.

Members of the audienee roonlot d his sreepiness and circurateda rumor that he was drunk. Although wiùia;s ãå.puir.a 
"rbeing itt, records do not indicate that ie had i;bibJ];. 6õ.

The debate started again on a minor theological point, ¡utbecame fiery when wiiliams.rrutgu¿ ilrãi ¡,ox ha¿ been unethicarin the use of quotationsrrhen wriiing r,ìr ¡oor., riicrïrîäîrrrraof the Great whore ttnford,ect. wiliaÀs's technique of serectingpassages in Fox's book, reading them aroucl, and t=hen 
"tträïii"sto disprove_ them particularly-angere¿ fri.'oppãnen;;;il';"

aJways ready to defend their lead"er. euaker d.n,rn.iution ärru,this point became so furious ttrat wiuiààs resigned himserf to along battle, determined to make his besil,of a bäã winã;-àn tr,.issue (p. ?5). Williams,s technique oi 
".u¿ing 

purrrg". fro*îo*,*book for refutation aroused .u.h ir. trrui gu"nveat foìrowed thequotations in his own text as wilriams read them. Hi, ãà-i* øprove wilüams eithe¡ wrong or unethicar command.J rri*-ti*"until the end of the day tp.iZl.
still determined and unflinching in the face of attack, wiliams
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^r^ in his account: ... . . I knew what forward ehildr'en and

fff.i;S;i;its I dealt with, and resolved to go softlv and to *pg?k
þti'ï"ï;i i could gain ground bv inches at least' ' ;' (p'77)'

#tdT:,'*,î;äî:"'",*"'îï'îäiltr"öï:'lå"1l,:iîä;J;'"ii
Iti'-i:"" n*rmination of them which they endured not ' ' ' I made

1ïå.ällr.- ãut upon them and had some Skirmishings and some-

iä"rä,;ñ tirprrtu* before I would retreat from the Quotation"

rr' 80) 'to iion" point in the debate, Williams told his listeners he "was

n"t'ä*itdti' of troubling them with more quotations' 
-bu-t 

thev

*n ¿ fti* to go on with cries of "more, more'" He obediently

äil;rd theirlnshuctions. He wrote in his journal, "I eu_oted

'#;;";; examples to make up an overwhelming cloud of \Mit'

n *té. against [them]" (P' 80)'
"*îloít rroorr, trdrnonãson'interrupted to tell 'Williams that the

""di;;-h"d 
been kept too long_and that williams had proved

ilhiü. Immediately after this,-Edmondson began a long sermon.

üiilfiu-r rose to *p.uú after Stubbs finished, but Edmondson inter-

öifit,', from'his chair. After hearing two sermons silentlv,

Wíiñ insisted that reason and civility demanded he should

be heard."- wt." members of the audience asked him how he could reply

to two sermons at once, Williams answered that God was rational

ärã r,á¿ ãr¿er and "did not prompt men to break hedges and leap

;;;; Ordinance into another" (p' L00)' He then asked:

We were engaged in mutual fünference and Disputation ' ' ' how come

wothen to fátlnto Popular Orations & Sermons? Is it comely when per-

sons are Disputing to iall upon our knees and answer an Argument with

a Prayer (a frequent pru"ii." with the Quakers)? Furthermore' is it
p-p.i to ùreak off Präyer and fall to disputing' or out of Disputation

into Preaching? (P. 100)'

Afterhearing.Williams'squestions,Edmondsonroseandre-
torted, ,,. . . wñy should *u ,it here and suffer him to vent his

glutpú"*i.s and Lies? He hath kept us here two days' and has

p'ou.anothing!,,(p.100).Quitedisturbedbythisoutbu¡st,
Wiffi*rr* repüä tnåt f C'hrist were present, the Quakers would

contend thai he hadn't proved anything either! (p' 100)'

Debateoverminortheologicalissuesconsumedtimeuntil
Stubbs asked Williams why he was not in chureh Sunday' Was

he forge*ing the Lord's õrdinances? 
'Wilìiams replied that he
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had not attended because his "Soul,, could not find ,,rest', i¡ an'
of the churches. "rn the earlier churches," said 'williams, ,'iliere
w-as a Time of Purity and Primitive sincerity-now there is a tirne
9f T.unV Flocks pretending to be Christs and saying, Loe, þs¡s
he is" (p. 102).

-. Tlt. verbosity of the speakers restricted advancement upon the
list of points to be debated. After two days of debating tróm nine
in the morning until dusk, it was evident that time iestrictions
were necessary¡ williams publicly asked his opponents what thej
wished to do about the situation. Edmondson brustered that he
had other important business to attend to rather than williams,s
"false charges" (p. 104).

Williams decided he had other important business also, and
c¿lled Edmondson's bluff by leaving the hall. Fifteen minutes
later, one of the Quakers sent from the meetinghouse pleaded with
him to come back and resume the debate. Ãfter réturning, the
tiresome Edmondson took the floor, pretended serf-righteouãness,
and told Williams they were "willing to hea¡ the utmost,, in an-
other meeting the next day at nine. lv'illiams, this time the com-
promiser, requested that on the following dar each debater be
allowed fifteen minutes per point. This the euakers readily
agreed to, and the meeting closed (p. 106).

'williams 
was very selective in his use of evidenee on the third

day. The time limit of fifteen minutes per point restricted all of
the participants and especially limited wiliams. It is reasonable
to assume that the time limit forced williams to use scriptwe to
prove his points, instead of continuing with Fox's book a* so*.e
material for refutation.

In contrast to the two previous days, proceedings, things were
calm until Edmondson disagreed with wilriams's interprãt"tion
of Genesis VI. Interrupting the debate, he cried out, .,Blãsphemy!
He speaks Blasphemy!" Deputy Governor cranston reprimanded
him for his "misunderstandings', and told him to sit däwn. Ed-
mondson then called for a reading of williams's previous state-
ments from the shorthand reporter.

The debate over this minor point was dropped when the pre-
scribed time ran out, and discussion moved on to the fowth änd
fifth points. williams's record fails to revear the clash over the
content of these two contentions. Both sides frequently quoted
passages of scripture as proof. once when williams ãstõ¿ tris

Tsn Ruoop Islaxo DnsA'tPs or'16?2 75

silent audience to regard his argumen!. Tth charity, his opponents

if *:*yrutm**iîl?'Jff ï"lgli"':iü3*ðilîlìi;;;åi;
ätJ;ù;ã;¡ät ¡.gå"o'';i'" sixth pôint' Burnveat delivered a

haH-hour serrnon *'ifãp."t n"". tnT the debaters discussed

i't" U.t point briefly and retired for the day'

On the last day, ltt. ¿t¡'t" was held at Providence' but no

on. bothur.d to record the site. Perhaps it was held in the open

air. Williams ¡ugun tt'ã debate by attempting to reintroduce his

irïtrrår;.1àit.t *:rti.rt rtuJbeen rejected bv the Quakers.at New-

nort. Edmondson t.pfiø tft"i'*i'!{1'tcome to hear "papers"
t¡iii""r,äïir"rg.*- g proof,' (p. zt').. Immediatelv, Thomas

öil.ra a teading eapliJii Þrovidðnce and member of the audience'

;;;å';;îurrJtr'. ffi;; 'ãu¿ 
uto"¿' but Edmondson retorted'

"Who art thou? AJ;;¡ th;; " 
Baptist? Hath not thou seen it

f#I;ft"tìáheadv? 
-tfto**t 

an Envious & filthy man'-' (p'217)'

ilî;ï*ffiár¿ ¡"r*-cäi*lghr6 did not press the issue with

;I;;;J';". Johnê;;tt', miliQry gglain and magistrate-from

iär*t;Ë 
^ke¿ 

e¿r"o"Lår, it .,vrt. williams be here as a Delin'

ouent charged to Answer at the Barr, or as a Disputant upon equal

äffiii;.ittii 
- 
ttti' q"estion !!9 Quat<ers refused to discuss'

'When a "Mr. C;;ttb" of Wa¡wick asked the debaters to

choose a moderator,"Oåt"ã"¿to" t"Ii:9 that Williams had alreadv

;;;ã.d ; iuage. nîtut*t¿ to williams's challenge' whieh left

"all mattert . . . d;;"í*u* Conscience" (p' 218)' -'Williams
diJ";t press the *uttãr, and no offici¿l moderator or judge was

chosen to preside 
""",lrrr-¿"¡"t". 

'williams seemed eonfident of

favorable audience ;;i*" in Providence, probably because it was

his home town. Heì¡rrote in his account, 
;'I knew there would be

no great need of a Moderator" (p' 218)',

Records of the pto"iJt"tt äebate'show that Samuel Gorton'

un ugit"io, sun.ruuy i. ãi.ugr..-.ttt yith Ï[illiams, publicþ eor-

rected John stubb-'i"-ir" ci"ek translation of scripture and that

a "Joseph Jinks" itì"oopte¿ the Pr-oceedings to side with the

Quakers. trti* pu"ülîiJiã¡t*ttit williams' Jinks apparentlv

was his next-door #*hî;i,, *rro rru¿ traveled to Newport for the

earlier portion or î¡Jã.¡ut"r. others in the audience followed

Jinks,s lead and.h;lle;ñd Williams from their seats (p' 3l-1)'

"*"g.'y¡*:,å:Î1ff 
:å,3täiË*,$å?rr*'"t"j,åBr'iååîlî"'8""%?\i'åt1

ir¡g erõuP fiom the beginning'
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".oir:rï"lrthe 
audience agreed with \I¡iltiams, however, as this

An Aged man, T.A.? ._ .,. much of late adhering to the euakers said,"Methinks there is weight in lr¡r. wiìTatti-und his Argument.,, He be-ing a nored man and tris voice;d;;äÀî (and so heard by a[) W.E.rvas forced to take notice of.his_sp...fr" ã"¿ *i¿, o,h.;;;ï túr.;yrveight in it? T.A. ansrvered, .,\,ñv iü ilagistrate be immediately in_spired by God, and speaks Gods il;il'$;il;r*.ä:ä:ä.
to be no need of any other l,u*r,, fp. S1Ð.-

- -During 
the last p.?ri:l the debate, Edmondson was interruptedby Wiltiam Harris,..la f,i."_¡rããî'õàrr,, and Colony & Coun-try," who asreed with.him. ne¿¿v-to *piturir. ãn ã"¿i*à" 

"p-
proval and anothe_r chance to displav his oratory, Edmondsonlaunched a new verbar counteroffensive but r_r, .Ëriu*îrîãa ¡,the magistrate, captain Green ãi-w""*i"t. wiiiä.. ä"îuu.oJohn Stubbs ..spoke to W. Edm. ¿; i;;;.r. . .,, (p. 820). pardon
Tillinghast, anorher lead.r 

"¡;iliù;iilt* in providence, then de-bated againsr the euakers ;hlì;firt;ms withdrew. The fou¡_teenth 'þosition" was never debated beLuse-the participants ap-parentty were too weary. As rhe aouLà, d.butdt;Jîöî, .othey,ended-quickty anã erpto.iãü. 
-'-

It is a gross understaternent to äu that the Rhode Isrand de-bates were poor examptes of gooá du¡uiine- wijlìár*, *irä ¿ir-
{q.d yt! the euakers, wi*heã 

'o 
h;id; pubtic debate ro air cer-þn theolosical disagreements. such a debate courd never havebeen held anvwhere-erse in N;É;;ñd in L672 wirhour fearof reprisal.

, . Alfhough many aiySrged.øth the euakers, no one in Rhode
Irþ"-¿ ever urged nu¡itivc recisra¿io;;;aìnst rhem for rheir radicarberiefs' ?hus rhe debate *Ekr-;;ffi;or,,nt milestone in theapplication of the free speech p¡n"ipiã.- Both wiiliams and hisQ.uaker opponents recognized trrur inu democratic processes ofdiscussion and debate were far more conducive to probrem-sorvingthan the rack and the stocks.

ffi fir,Tf; l*Hîi:î*i'å,*,xlit:,;:iî,f iåiîlài;

DR. JOHN FOTHERGILL
AND THE AMERICAN COLONIES

By Botsv CopprNc CoRNnnt

Dr. Fothergill's interest in the American colonies had an early

start. His father, John Fothergill, Sr', was a Quaker preacher who

made three visits to America representing the society of Fliends.

The first of these prolonged religious visits started in 1705, the

second in 1721, and the third in l-?36.' The stories he told his

children of voyages across the Atlantic, taking ten or twelve weeks,

and his horseback rides through the American wilderness to remote

Quaker settlements held them spellbound. Maryland, Virginia,
tire Carolinas, Pennsylvania, Willíam Penn's City of Brotherly
Love, Philadelphia, were names that sang themselves into child-

hood dreams of faraway lands.
Grown to manhood, Dr. Fothergill was never able to tear him-

self away from his practice long enough to visit America. Instead
he opened his hospitable London home to American visitors. He

had inherited his father's American friends. These friendships

formed in Philadelphia were extended by the next generation of
prosperous Quaker merchants, who came to London at regular
intervals on business. In 1?43, Philadelphia Yearly Meeting
named Dr. Fothergill its official correspondent from LondonYearly
Meeting. He welcomed the opportunity to become, as he put it,
"a pa,rt of the canal of communication betwixt the two most æn-
siderable parts of the Society . . . wherein our very Essence con-

sists."s From 1743 until l?8O-the year of his death-Dr. Fother-

t M... C"rner is the author of a biography of Dr. William phigoe¡, Jr... At
pt ..nf.ir.iiãàiiing, *ittt á ðofabòratoî, tfrd þtters of Dr. John-Fothergill for
õir-¡Ïðãtiot. 

-fttli 
pãinr, printed by coqle.sy qf The Osler Cluþ of L¿ndon, was

õie.iáT.i,iãi a évrr.ipö.i-,ün-ttãi¿ ãt ítre British Postgraduate.School.of Medicine,
Hammersmith Hospital, 16 October 1962, to commemorate the Zbutn annlversary
;i ú.lõlüi-FotúãiiiriÏirtñ:--Õ¡rtain paragraphs baqe! u.pon.!!r,s' fürner's
a*icié, r.iOì. noifriiäti'À Friendship with ilenj-amin Franklin," published_in Pr¿-
æîl{iát o¡lni 'q*iricoiPiitosophical Society,ïol. CII, no.5 (October 1958)' are
included by permission.

2 An Accu¿nr oJ the Life and Traaels in the Ministry oJ John Fother\ill, sr.
(London, 1753; Philadelphia, 1754).

: Dr. Fothergill to Israel Pemberton, 14 May 1743, Pernberton Papers,
XXXIV, 4, Historical Society of Pennsylvania.
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