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INTRODUCTION

John ‘Dunton’s “Question ‘Project”

e

THE PUBLICATION THAT INITIATED the world’s first personal
advice column did not begin with that aim in mind. Rather, its
founder, the printer John Dunton, envisioned a series of inex-
pensive single pages (broadsheets) printed on both sides, the
eclectic contents of which would be supplied by questions
from readers, with responses from Dunton and his associates.
The successful venture—the Athenian Gazette, or Casuistical Mer-
cury, known more succinctly as the Athenian Mercury—even-
tually published thousands of inquiries and replies on a wide
variety of topics. But at the instigation of its readers, it also de-
veloped into a source of published advice on personal matters,
the world’s first. And it became the longest-lasting periodical
in seventeenth-century England, its popularity at least partly a
result of its public attention to private questions.

Dunton later recalled that he was walking in a London park
with a friend one day in the early spring of 1691 when the idea for
such a publication suddenly occurred to him. In retrospect, the
premise seems simple, but in its own day it was unique. Dunton
proposed a weekly broadsheet periodical aimed primarily at

FIGURE 1 (opposite). An Emblem of the Athenian Society by Fredrik Hendrik van Hove.
Frontispiece to The Young Students Library (1692), published by John Dunton. This
image presents the Athenian Society as a large group of bewigged experts re-
sponding to pleas from both wealthy querists (the top row) and ordinary folk (the
lower row), with accompanying poetry. The first lines read “behind ye scenes sit
mighty we / nor are we known nor will we be,” indicating the initial anonymity
of the Athenians. Collections of the Huntington Library, San Marino, California.
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2 INTRODUCTION

the male patrons of London’s many coffeehouses. Those men,
known for wide-ranging discussions held over the newfangled
drink, would pose questions anonymously; the Athenian So-
ciety, supposedly a large team of experts but essentially com-
prising Dunton and his two brothers-in-law, Richard Sault and
Samuel Wesley, would answer them.

Dunton, then thirty-two, was a bookseller with eclectic
interests; Sault, his initial collaborator, was a part-time math-
ematical tutor; and the twenty-nine-year-old Wesley, whom
they quickly recruited to join them, was a struggling clergyman
and writer who probably welcomed the chance to earn extra
income. Dunton, Sault, and Wesley drew up a formal contract
for what Dunton called “the question project.”

Sault and Wesley agreed to draft answers to questions
Dunton supplied, to meet each week to go over them, and on
Fridays to submit sufficient copy for the next week’s issues.
Dunton could then alter or reorder that copy as he wished. For
their work, he promised to pay the two men together ten shil-
lings a week after publication (the equivalent of approximately
$140 in 2020 dollars). The broadsheets sold for a penny each
to individual purchasers and by subscription to coffeehouses.
Dunton at first concealed his involvement, identifying himself
only as the Athenians” “bookseller” Letters were to be sent to
a coffeehouse rather than to his print office, and Dunton did
not publicly identify himself as the Mercury’s printer until many
months had passed.

Dunton’s project met with immediate success, developing
into a major cultural phenomenon that spawned several rivals
and even a parody in the form of a play, 7he New Athenian Com-
edy. The first call for questions on 17 March 1691 elicited such a
plethora of queries that his initial plan quickly expanded to ap-
pearing twice weekly, on Tuesdays and Saturdays. Each broad-
sheet included eight to twelve questions and answers, or fifteen
to twenty in a typical week. After twenty issues had appeared,
Dunton bound the ephemeral one-page two-sided sheets into

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

b5 \
QLA;—é/(' (25,4557 - gé,d.ay, ‘A; Yz ?3
Jall Ga A?Z“s Forie Deton S <. %W

7,,- m/ dn/’//%w//qig e
/ e/ /«ra(A- ,, «//// ‘L(’;gﬂ/’,e, 7 /[r 4z

/7/;./4&51/;\«; /{;ﬂ f%m[’(dn% o
Ak /&/fa > {+ o Lidni /z-wé‘wﬁtmw/
»/fm; //"’/#':ﬁ‘(\?n«ﬁ/p‘;ﬂ, 44‘,9."2{)51‘/’?;;'{/‘.”’“W /7 e ““)7/
h g8 Qear L. ef 20 83 pllesor ocd S, i
/]“r —Bz»'/rzn/a 9y Z %:‘Qm /“‘7/‘7 7,§’z

¢

! = Y
; /7;, Y 2d HFrh ,0)10,[7 120l for 53 D80, atDzﬂ.S w;;:::;
L35 - /[“//l&;d‘ Stcec o, m@ﬁ*a/ /‘ah/ /L;L

/ e B SrlBesSy fo frmine
g e el L

2 d / 255
L o S OB ralS Sk, 74&; at-
; a

Loty s Lerdn, Bl gt kB 3y Boatsy
L AJ /}ﬂ /og}f’,7 ‘::() ;:Z{] 77’[ }L‘tﬂft(f) v g 2 f.aa,
/ o ol s N Sk Do /

{ Sov éé;
L/;h& /fh’z’&h Mf&,ﬁ;@ ‘Kﬁquﬁn»ﬂ7}' ,\0
SR foss

o/w/’l/@ bt - Sy Lpsl3,
%W/LW{M/[ 5L 5e, )

= ‘7174 kc//—,,m s e J
fo Fod5foms Py zr;.if W /::i? o 4L k.
wil Lo A K [;/’m//“@ /la{ St g "

;f;[’/w; 74 a’éﬁgyﬁﬂ&kZ W9 (Forspfiny i
oL 952y Dol 1)/{’.94}:( ) o a/ﬁ%&/ s

QI%AM’/K /ﬁ@/é..z?,,g};,; MF
Z:f/’/w/ Pl BBt 13 kit E
2l el SRR wolDos5: L i

TR Lo Sl /
/«.ﬂ/[:’u e /642; Oececline 25 4., 742 Prolns. o ,?,
rtaamon o) 27 s Q)r } )
‘ /25‘/%% fhi L 7 «w»,é Sorsell, o 55;/
"b; 4(4/%» ,\jaﬁé,-h f{‘zﬁf L(//‘?Kq Qg offS,
G Jo;éy ‘pﬁ‘ﬂ// L e Z

acl ﬁ‘»[/ o) 2, S A,,?vuw/
P

o' ¢/Z£hh %/my/gl et o /U3, 52 é/ﬂm««é

7”}; / /a/:{ti &(«4/4"{/&-"1 %0‘7‘/’% JES27 8y (22 ) G

" G ks o .0 2l 5 4 e

J (}g;, So/ 7 f%_cu_éf (’/ﬂﬁ'z[%réc‘uﬂfu B w3 ) e

o a/;,s Sepecac /ozm‘?r/twff 45 ga,“ﬁ/M % —
UZM /f}g W { hm%m/y‘q mx/(/‘#af»n/z«cz‘fz_

e St K
5’/&/”""/‘“”/*1/ w»/wdm St B ot Bon S,

%4& ‘Z“gluv"éaaﬁ\, zl ;

7

/vzkfﬁ-;

§

hS2fr midf
7223 lr5243,,
Mf%‘/mﬁo‘/g}ﬁ

FIGURE 2. Contract of John Dunton, Richard Sault, and Samuel Wesley for what
would become the Athenian Mercury. 10 April 1691. The Bodleian Libraries, Uni-
versity of Oxford, MS. Rawl. D72, fol. 18r.
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FIGURE 3. John Dunton published the Athenian Mercury from his print office “at
[the sign of | the Raven in The Poultry,” a short street in central London near
other printers and coffeechouses. The dot marks its location. Heritage-Images /
London Metropolitan Archives (City of London) / akg-images.

large volumes that his “Mercury women’—recruited from ubig-
uitous street vendors—hawked to coffechouse owners for two
shillings sixpence (about $35 in 2020 dollars), contending that
customers would enjoy perusing them while chatting over hot
beverages. The bound volumes contained indexes, allowing
people to locate and read topics of interest in back issues,
which in turn elicited more questions and helped to ensure
the publication’s continuation.

Eventually, Dunton produced twenty volumes, the last of
which included only ten numbers (rather than the usual twenty,
plus frequent supplements), because the final period of publica-
tion included a months-long hiatus that followed the death of
his wife. A few years later, beset by financial difficulties, he sold
the copyright to another printer, Andrew Bell, who produced
a three-volume compilation titled 7he Athenian Oracle. In that
version, the Mercury’s contents remained available to readers
even into the nineteenth century.

The questions, which Dunton anticipated as a coffeehouse
habitué himself, ranged widely over many subjects. Among the
inquiries were some on the Bible (Who was Cain’s wife? Did
Adam and Eve eat actual apples?), science (What is a star? Why

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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JOHN DUNTON’S “QUESTION PROJECT” 5

To be plain, we are Jenfible ’tis in your Power to Damn or Save a poor Pa-
per at your Pleafure, let Bookfeller or Author do what they will : You are
the Meflengers of Fate, and a Bloody Fight it felf won't do without your
Pains and Labour — So much for Intereft, now a little for Gratitude — W
muft own Athens had fallen long e've this, bad not you (like Minerva’s as

you are ) frennuoufly fupported it 5 not Vander’s felf e’re Walke more dirty
Steps than you on'its behalf, nor with more Vigour declaims againft its Rivals
and Enemies— And befides all this, there’s fomething of Kindred in the
Cafe, at leaft we are half Name-fakes, a quarter of Which wow'd be mor
than fufficient whereon to ground 4 Dedication. Thus wifhing  you Ooci
Cuftomers to your New Votes of Parliament, and braye roarin 1%

twice & Week for this Seven Years next enfuing, We reft, 6 News

And all ¢hae,

FIGURE 4. Portion of the preface to volume 11 of the Athenian Mercury (11 July-21
October 1693), dedicated to “the Worshipfull Society of Mercury Women,” who
sold newspapers and broadsheets to the London public and were “half Name-
sakes” to the publication itself. Without them, Dunton wrote, his venture would
have failed. Division of Rare and Manuscript Collections, Cornell University
Library.

does a dolphin follow a ship until frightened away?), medi-
cine (What causes smallpox? Can a crooked person be made
straight again?), military tactics (Is it better to attack an enemy’s
country or to guard one’s own?), and law (If a man dies, does
his apprentice have to serve the widow?). The three men occa-
sionally consulted others for expert opinions, but their contract
forbade additions to the team, and no one else ever formally
joined their enterprise or participated more than sporadically.
Dunton had created a source where coffeehouse patrons could
find answers to questions that arose in their discussions or ask
additional ones not previously dealt with in the Mercury.

The Athenians tried to eschew politics, since the topic was es-
pecially fraught after a dramatic change of government two years
earlier. In 1689, Protestant members of Parliament had ousted the
Catholic Stuarts from the English throne, formally concluding
decades of turmoil that had begun in the 1640s with civil war be-
tween Parliament and the Stuart monarchs. The Protestant Mary
[l and her Dutch cousin and husband, William of Orange, jointly

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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assumed the throne in 1689, but their rule was still contested by
many supporters of the Stuarts. Even after 1695, when Parliament’s
1643 censorship law for “correcting and regulating all abuses of
the press” was allowed to lapse, Dunton tried to avoid including
political opinions in the Mercury, other than broadly supporting
the regime of William and Mary. A several-month suspension of
publication during 1692, caused by a communication that ran
afoul of the censors, taught Dunton an important lesson that
stayed with him for the rest of the decade.

After just a few weeks, the publication’s anonymous cor-
respondents began to broach a theme that the three men had
not anticipated: inquiries about personal relationships, including
courtship, marriage, and sexual behavior. The first set of such
questions—thirteen in all—came from a man; the Athenians
printed them and their answers in the thirteenth issue in early
May 1691. Those queries were broadly and impersonally phrased:
for example, Should a person marry someone they “cannot” love
in order to gain access to a good estate? Don't most people marry
too young? Is a woman worse off in marriage than a man?

In the same issue, the Athenians noted another unexpected
development: “a lady in the country” had written to inquire
“whether her sex might not send us questions as well as men”
Dunton’s initial publication plan centered on an exclusively
male audience, for only men frequented coffeehouses, although
some women worked in them. That letter surely surprised
Dunton and his colleagues, not only because it came from
“the country” instead of London but also because it was from
awoman, who must have accessed the Mercury through a male
relative or acquaintance. Yet the Athenians adapted quickly,
explaining that they would “answer all manner of questions sent
to us by either sex.” Accordingly, a few weeks later a woman
submitted a similar group of impersonally phrased questions
(e.g. Is it proper for women to be learned? Is beauty real or
imaginary?), which the Athenians answered in their eighteenth
issue in late May 1691. The next month, at the end of what be-

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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JOHN DUNTON’S “QUESTION PROJECT” 7

came the first bound volume, they responded to the first ex-
plicitly personal query they received—from a man accused of
fathering a child out of wedlock (included in the selections
in this book, along with several other examples of the initial
questions). And so, when Dunton gathered the broadsheets to
create the second volume, he changed the title page to reflect
openness to female as well as male querists, as he termed those
submitting questions.

Without intending to do so,and wholly in response to que-
ries posed by their readers, the Athenians had initiated the first
personal advice column ever published. Anonymity was clearly
the key: concealing the identity of correspondents formed a
part of Dunton’s conception of “the question project” from the
outset. A survey of a randomly selected volume (six, published
in early 1692) by the scholar Helen Berry revealed that nearly
one-third of the more than two hundred inquiries in that vol-
ume fell into the category of questions about personal relation-
ships. Dunton often grouped such queries from both men and
women into “ladies issues”; in the first five volumes, 45 percent
of those inquiries came from men and 23 percent from women;
33 percent were not identifiable by gender.

Although the Oxford-educated Wesley was the only for-
mally trained cleric in the group, Dunton was the son and
grandson of ministers, and the three men shared a broadly based
Protestant outlook. They aligned themselves with the campaign
for the Reformation of Manners, a movement led by Queen
Mary II that sought to combat perceived excesses of the day,
especially prostitution and clandestine marriage. Themes of
religion, sexuality, and morality were entwined in the minds of
both the Mercury’s readers and the Athenians themselves. Their
responses to correspondents who described various types of
sexual misbehavior rarely expressed sympathy for questioners’
plight but instead frequently decried the immorality involved.
Yet occasionally even in such instances the advice offered was
judicious and must have been welcome.

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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FIGURE 5. The Coffeehouse Mob, frontispiece to part 4 of Vilgus Britannicus: or the
British Hudibras by Edward Ward (London, 1710). The male patrons read news-
papers and broadsheets like the Athenian Mercury while they argue, drink, and
smoke. In the rear, a female employee—the only woman in the room—serves
coffee; next to her, coffeepots heat on a large stove. Collections of the Hun-

tington Library, San Marino, California.
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FIGURE 6. The second bound volume of the Athenian Mercury added the line
“of either sex” to the title page, which reflected the Athenians’ openness to re-
ceiving questions from men and women alike. Division of Rare and Manuscript

Collections, Cornell University Library.
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One anonymous reader, after perusing broadsheets that
contained what they termed “pitiful” personal inquiries,
charged the Athenians with detracting from the publication’s
learned reputation by dealing with such matters. But Dunton
and his colleagues insisted on the importance of the topics
their correspondents raised. “Many questions not only have an
influence on the happiness of particular men and the peace of
families, but even the good and welfare of larger societies and
the whole commonwealth, which consists of families and single
persons,” the Athenians commented [3:13, 8 September 1691].!
So, ignoring the pointed criticism from at least one member
of their audience, the Athenians continued to offer personal
advice to those who asked for it. And many continued to ask...
for the next six years.

The questions, whether accurately representing the cor-
respondents’ own experiences or not (some said they were
writing on behalf of “a friend,” which the Athenians often ex-
plicitly recognized as a fiction), open a remarkable window
into the private lives of men and women in an era long before
our own. Even though the queries often formally referred to
the problems of “gentlemen” and “ladies,” their content reveals
that the authors were not for the most part drawn from the
ranks of the very wealthy but instead had middling status or
aspired to upward mobility. Many, though by no means all, were
young, just starting out in marriage or a trade. They confronted
all the problems common to that stage of life, including con-
ducting courtships, acquiring property, and engaging in pre-
marital negotiations. In an era in which literacy was increasing
significantly, especially in the ranks of urban tradesmen and
tradeswomen, reading and writing were no longer optional
but required skills for those who hoped to improve their
lot in life.

1 See the last paragraph in this introduction for an explanation of citation
practice.
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Many specific circumstances differ from those in the twen-
ty-first century. Custom and law dictated that young people
should defer to their parents when deciding whom to marry.
If parents refused consent, the Athenians might suggest that
youthful questioners should not marry at all, or should post-
pone a wedding until after they reached the age of twenty-one
or their parents had died. Yet at times they also could offer help-
ful advice on how to persuade recalcitrant parents to accept
a son’s or daughter’s choice of a spouse. Financial prospects
were thought to be nearly as important to successful marriage
formation as love or affection, so money frequently played a
role in questions and answers about wedlock, especially when
parents were involved. (Yet the Athenians usually stressed the
importance of love, or at least affection, over finances.) Within
the bonds of matrimony, Athenians and others expected hus-
bands to take the lead in all marital affairs, but exceptions were
possible.

Perhaps most striking in many letters is the evident con-
fusion about what constituted a valid marriage. Parliament did
not adopt a marriage law until 1753, and so six decades earlier a
person’s matrimonial status could appear uncertain. The Church
of England placed great emphasis on the mutual consent of
couples as embodied in explicit promises of marriage and pre-
marital contracts. Canon law after 1604 nominally insisted that
people be married by a clergyman in a church, but requirements
for place and time were so restrictive that in practice they were
often circumvented. Correspondents wondered about what
constituted enforceable marriage contracts and whether or how
they could be voided. Indeed, writers sometimes expressed un-
certainty about whether they were married or to whom, with
several identifying multiple possible spouses. Confronted by
their readers” confusion, the Athenians offered varying defini-
tions of their own, usually insisting that public ceremonies in
church were important, but at other times stressing that mutual
consent in private was the key to a valid marital union.

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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Adding to the uncertainties surrounding marriage, under
ecclesiastical law formal divorces were almost impossible to
obtain, thus encouraging informal solutions to problems posed
by marital difficulties. The Athenians’ advice to those com-
plaining of abusive spouses—especially offered to mistreated
wives—tended to be limited to a few unappealing options, such
as turning to charity from the church for assistance for oneself
and children. One man termed the quest for divorce “tedious”
when he explained why he simply exchanged one wife for an-
other without attempting to follow legal procedures. Even if
an ecclesiastical court allowed a divorce “from bed and board”
(essentially, a separation agreement obtainable on proof that a
partner had committed adultery), neither partner could legally
remarry as long as the other lived. Correspondents themselves
proposed or adopted a variety of creative solutions to the di-
vorce conundrum, most of them illegal and immoral in the
Athenians’ eyes.

Although marriage laws are less confusing in the twenty-first
century, other dilemmas described in the Mercury still appear
frequently in newspaper and magazine advice columns. Lonely
people wondered how best to meet and attract a potential part-
ner. Some correspondents sought methods to ease a conscience
troubled by prior misbehavior. Spouses asked how to handle
contentious marriages while remaining wedded to each other.
Writers complained about tense relationships with in-laws. Both
men and women disclosed entering into intimate relationships
they later regretted, inquiring about how to extract themselves
with the least amount of difficulty. When one half of a courting
couple began “slighting”—in modern parlance, “ghosting”™—the
other, the injured party would request guidance. And many single
or married people admitted to engaging in sex outside of wed-
lock, detailing subsequent emotional and financial tangles with
complex implications they asked the Athenians to address.

The Athenians were men of their own time but were also
more supportive of women—and thus less misogynistic—than

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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most, and they prided themselves on that attitude. Through
their openness to queries posed by women, and responses that
stressed the same standards of sexual probity for both male
and female correspondents, they underscored their relatively
evenhanded treatment of gender politics. Yet simultaneously
they expressed attitudes toward lower-status individuals and
children that today’s readers will likely find jarring.

[ first encountered the contents of the 1690s letters while
researching an earlier book, Separated by Their Sex: Women in
Public and Private in the Colonial Atlantic World (published in
201). Since | am a scholar of women’s and gender history, the
similarities and differences of the personal concerns of today
and those of more than three centuries ago attracted my inter-
est. Contemporary advice columns by authors like Amy Dick-
inson and Carolyn Hax follow in the footsteps not only of early
twentieth-century columnists like “Beatrice Fairfax” (Marie
Manning Gasch), of the Hearst syndicate, and mid-twenti-
eth-century columns by “Ann Landers” and “Dear Abby,” but
also of the Athenians. Unlike such modern writers, Dunton
and his colleagues had not intended to become “agony aunts”
but followed the lead of their readers in doing so. In that re-
gard the correspondents of the Athenian Mercury resembled the
Jewish immigrants who, in 1906, began to write anonymously in
Yiddish to the editors of Der Forverts (The Forward) to request
advice, leading to the publication of a regular column, A Bintel
Brief.

[ selected the questions and answers that follow from the
twenty volumes of the Athenian Mercury and the subsequent
compilation, 7he Athenian Oracle, with the aim of revealing the
sort of personal problems for which readers in the late seven-
teenth century sought advice from the Athenians. As a reputed
large group of experts, the three men responded to wide-rang-
ing inquiries with an aura of authority that persisted even after
Dunton’s key role became known.

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu
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Although I have chosen to focus solely on queries about
courtship, marriage, and sexual behavior, some questions to the
Athenians raised other practical or ethical issues (e.g., Should
a witness expose a thief? Where can a man who has spent his
inheritance find honest employment?). The letters illuminate
themes common in the 1690s in their emphasis on the inter-
connections among religion, morality, law, and sexuality. Did the
writers truthfully describe their circumstances or possibly those
of actual acquaintances? Even in the 169os readers occasionally
charged the Athenians with making it all up, but Dunton and his
associates insisted that they faithfully recorded the questions
they were asked, and sometimes they, too, wondered in print
if the letters might be fictional. They do appear to have edited
more than a few queries for grammar and clarity.

Accordingly, it is perhaps appropriate that as editor | have
done the same. Seventeenth-century prose is often convoluted,
with phrasing, capitalization, punctuation, and spelling alien
to current readers. | have shortened sentences and modern-
ized and regularized the language of both correspondents and
Athenians. Ellipses indicate places where [ have cut extraneous
phrases for ease of reading, except when lengthy sentences
precede or follow the passages I have edited, when ellipses
are omitted. | have also rephrased or summarized convoluted
sentences replete with double negatives to make them easier
to understand, and I have silently replaced words unknown
today or those whose meaning has changed since the 1690s.
Despite these editorial alterations, I have sought to retain as
much of the original language and phrasing as possible so that
readers can see the individuality of the correspondents and
the Athenians’ various replies. One word | have not changed
is “spark,” which they used in a deprecating manner to refer to
problematic beaus courting young women. Another [ have not
altered is “friends,” which seventeenth-century writers used to
refer to parents or, more broadly, relatives in general, a usage
that becomes evident in many of the questions and answers.
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ought to be glory'd in, fince tho' fome ¢ of this Na-
ture may be pure Matsers of Gallamry, yet there are very
many Queftions whichnot only have an Influence on the
Happinels of particular Men, and the Peace of Families, but
he good and welfare of I the whole

ou mzy make ufe of fome of thefe following Directio
meb b’ernm——(hat's the laft Remedy firft 5 this is @
way t0 tame even Lyon‘sl, gd it ?ayl Tyg_:rﬁ :Lo“ S;!o:
have gotzen a Drum, an ¢ it fo long ’til O
Womfn have been ftruck perfeétly Du:llz% and Deaf with
the Noife on't. Some are for wmﬁinb" Blood — if any
where, *twoud be beft one wou'd think under the Tongue,
or in both Arms, to prevent her Scolding or Fighting.
Others are for Drawing ber Teesh, which wouw'd do well
enough if they cow'd Cut the Nails tooat the fame time :
Bue the furelt way ofall is, being a good Hushand your
[elfy for tis bad Husbandsare very often the Caufe that
the Wives are no betcer than chey fhowd ;
Quelt. 2. Is's probable’ there will be any Sexes in Hea-
A 23R

wen?

Anfw. We believe not --- Qur Saviour fays, that there
they neither Marry nor are given in Marriage € and if fo,
what Need of Seves 2 and why thas in Heaven which there's
1 Need of 2 All that’s of the Effence of a Man will un-
doubtedly be theve, and thar's a rational Soul united 0 an
organiy'd Body 3 but what Organs will be neoe!ﬁgy then
we can't tell, however thefe cannot. Befides, this diffe-
rence is only accidental, Man and Woman being i Effence
zhe fame, But in a State of Blifs and’ Perfetion, all
that's Tmperfet or Accidental fhall be removed, and ac-
cordingly one wow'd think Sexes fhowd. We won't add
for another Reafon what, as we r, one of

Fathers has faid — That were any Women in Heaven,
she Angels co'd ot fband long, but wou'd certainly be fe-

duced from their Inac , and Fall as Adam did.
Queft. 3. Two Friends ijn the [ame Lady in the [ame_day,

tbe,'{r]! bringing the fecond to fee ber, asking bis Advice, and

dej bis affifiance in the Amour ~- He on bis. ber,

fels e deforady n Love it bor — Whsher of |

in this Cafe ought to defift ? and whether if both Addrefs,

sheir Eriendfbip is not thereby affually diffolv'd and ruin'd

“Anfw. *Twou'd be generous ifin_this Nice Cafe he thae ~ muft

faw her laft wou'd for that Reafon give up all to his

“ Friend, — 'cwou'd be more prudent if both cou'd prevail
upon themfelves to quit their Enterprize — But ’tis
not very proper to talk either of Generofity or Prudence
in Love. To give our Sence freely, we believe it next 0
impoffible their Frienifbip fhou'd_be long-livd ; but the on-
1y way to make ‘em fo, is for both to continue their
Addreffes fairly and handfomly, without any Reflections
or Derogation by one of the other, to leave the Decifi-

“ on to the Lady her felf or Lady Forne ;5 aud for him that
has her - Happy Man be bis Dole !

. Queft. 4. Whether i does not weaken she Credit of the
Athenian thas the Aushors of ¢ defeend to fuch 4 pit-
+iful Employment as 1o sake Notice of Feminine Impertinencies ¢

fw. Now dare we venture a good Wager, tho' that
way of Tradiag is now a little out of Fafhion, that the
Querift is fome fowr, old, furly, or young, difappointed Lov-
er 5 or elfe a grave Philofophical Don, fo perfedtly re-
fin'd, that he’s made up of nothing but Spirit and Notion :
But leaving Guefles, we muft tell him we are troubl
with Ten, perhaps a Hundred Mafculine Impertinencies to
one Feminine, as he himfelf wouw'd find, ’;?’I':e was for
one balf Hour 1o read our Lesters. -Whereas, on the other

“fide, we have Letters upon'the File from Ladies, and
thofe without the boafted Advantages of Learning, which
are of {o great Concern, and carry fo much weight, that
we dare not withont confiderable Time and Tbought at-
tempt their Anfwer. For medling with Queftions of
Courtfhip, Love and Marriage, we might fay we defign'd
thereby to mivgle the Duice and the #sile, that one might

o mmm; Povions, &

led it, fince the Effect wou‘d

rger ,and
Commonwealth, which confiffs of Families and fingle
Perfons ; the Inftances whereof need not be more di-
ftin@ly remarke to the Obferving Reader.
eft. 5. sher our Laws againft Adulsery, and the

Proof of it, been't 300 favonrable to the Women ? and whe-
ther this be not an Encouragement 10 Offenders 2

Anfw. If thofe Laws, and the Proof rebuired, be too
favourable to the Women, they are fo to the Men alfo;
there being 70 ¢ffensial Evil in the Crime committed by
one, which is not in the others. And tho' next to Im-
punity in this Cafe may render the Perfons concerned
‘more confident and impenitent than they would other-
wife be, and perhaps than the good of Sectety requires, yec
ifthey cou'd but ook on a Lirtle furtber inio the other Worldy
they'd find Punifhment fufficient to deterr "em from that
xm{ all other fich hainous Offences.  *

Queft. 6. Wil Love and Friendfbip, comsinue after this
Life 2

]:dn[».;‘l'o us it feems probable they may — as what-
ever is rational and feems to depend on the Mind, not the
Body. °Tis probable that there’s fuch a thing as Friend-
Jbip among Angels, for Love each other undoubtedly they
muft, ":0:5 love more intenfely they may, fiich as have
the moft beautiful Charafters of tbe Divine Power and Good-
nefs upon them : Now we fhall be like the Angels, and

the may therefore have Friendhips as well as they.

{t. 7. Which is_tbe fironger, Friendthi
%F* Love 5 for it fnaps afunder the and
beft-laid Friendfhips in the World inthe Cafe of Rivals,
and totally fucks it up and drowns it, where een
different Sexes, and Love fucceeds in its room.
Queft. 8. Ir there any real force in Charms, Amulets,
c. 10 procure Love ¢
For Charms, if there’s any thing in 'em, 4b-
firaiied from Fangy, as we have already difcours'd, ic
be Diabolical - but they can’t do no more than
the Devil himfelf, who can only reprefen: the Objest, not
force the Will to embrace it : All your Babble of Amu«
lets, Talizmons, &c. we look upon to be of the fame Na-
ture, and their Planetary Influences perfetly unaccount-
able, if not ridiculous. = Leve-powder and Posions there may
be with a Vengeance, butthen they are all Natural, and
rather move Defire shan Love, and may c the Body,
bur never souch the mind. The only lawful Philtre or
Charm then to procure Love, is Love, attended with
Zeal, Afiduity, and Difcretion, and illufirated with
L 9. omen are generally fondeft of Men thas
are moft vegardlefs of 'em? -a- and fince they fn if sbell
bave reafon 10 complain for the future if all Men fbow'd flighs
2
eft:{tus T&c the firft —;‘i taken
i arsheft thing in the
yzrk': Love is. lbrfcme of Love, and it
fort of an Antiperiftafis inm if
contrary to
be abfolutely different from the Caufe whence ‘twas i’:
rivid. It's true, there may be fome litcle
this Humour, who may be troubled with the-fame Ca-
price that Hudibras‘s Miftrefs was, who plainly cells her,
Poor_defpairing_Lover ~==1 cannat [ove if I'm belonfd
But it's lmponﬁibh any Woman of fenfe or generofity can
be guilty of fo mean & Folly ; though fome may per-
haps out of a Piﬁ"!;@%» to comply with:Cuftom,
or to make the Lover more eager, at firft refufe what
they Love, and having tired ‘em out, repent mdt::

FIGURE 7. Arecto page from the Athenian Mercury,volume 3, number 13, Tuesday,
8 September 1691. Questions 1, 3, and 8 on this page have been edited and are
included in this book, along with a quotation taken from the Athenians’ answer
to question 4 in the introduction. Division of Rare and Manuscript Collections,
Cornell University Library.
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16 INTRODUCTION

The book is organized into six topical chapters: courtship,
choosing a spouse, parental consent, promises and vows, mat-
rimony, and dangerous liaisons. On occasion the themes in
the different sections overlap; readers should not expect neat
divisions.

Citations accompany every question-and-answer pair, so
readers who wish to do so may consult the originals in the dig-
ital ProQuest British Periodicals Collection; in the Burney Col-
lection at the British Library (available digitally through Gale
Primary Sources); or in surviving published copies of the Mer-
cury or the Oracle. 1 was fortunate to have access to such printed
copies at the Cambridge University Library, the Huntington
Library, and the Cornell University Library at various times
during my research, as well as to the online sources, thanks to
Cornell University’s subscriptions to the online services.

The citations, in square brackets after each Q & A, take the
following form: the correct question number (preceded by Q
and occasionally followed by another number, in curly brackets,
when the printed number was incorrect); the volume number;
the issue number, when there is one; and the publication date,
when given. Sometimes, especially when the Q & A is from a sup-
plement printed at the end of a volume, there are missing dates
or issue numbers, which are identified to the extent possible.
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NOTE: Page numbers in italic type indicate illustrations.

abortion, 156-57

abstinence, 135-37

adultery: as grounds for divorce, 12,
124, 129, 138, 149, 174, 177-78; as
sinful/disgraceful, 113, 116, 128, 146,
148, 159, 166-67, 171-78,187. See also
cuckoldry; extramarital sex;
whores and whoring

affection. See love/affection

age, marital, 67, 71-72, 111-12, 119; €x-
treme differences in, 77-79, 83, 93,
122-23, 140

alcohol. See drunkenness

Amazons, 65

Anabaptists, 64

“Ann Landers,” 13

apprentices, 5, 66-67, 157, 172

Athenian Mercury (broadsheet): au-
thor’s editorial approach to, 14, 16;
censorship of, 6; contract for, 2,
3, 5; demise of, 189; offices of, 4;
origins of, 1-2; page from, 13;
personal relationship advice in,
6-7,10-13; published volumes
of, 2, 4, 9; typical questions for,
47514

The Athenian Oracle, 4,189, 191,193;
contract for, 790; reprint of ex-
cerpt of, 191

Athenian Society (Athenians): au-
thority of, 13; demise of, 189, 193;
emblem of, «; jocular replies by,
21, 29, 32-33, 54-61, 137, 139, 142; as
marriage material, 121; members
of, 2,513,189

Averroes, 156

“Beatrice Fairfax,” 13

beauty, 31, 32, 35, 40, 44, 56, 60, 76, 81,
91, 100, 107, 109, 126, 134, 187

Bell, Andrew, 189; contract for The
Athenian Oracle, 190

Berry, Helen, 7

Bible, 4, 93, 114, 124, 146, 187. See also
Ten Commandments

bigamy, 112-13

A Bintel Brief (personal advice column
in The Forward), 13

Black servants, 29

castration, 153

Catholic Church (papists, Rome), 5,
164,166

censorship, 6

character: attacks on, 41; esteemed
qualities of, 40; religiosity in rela-
tion to, 52; tests of, 34, 48. See also
honor; reputation

children: advice sought about not
wanting, 135-37; born out of
wedlock, 7, 115-18, 125-29, 157,
169-73; differences of opinion in
raising, 124-25; expense of, 135-37;
financial arrangements for/
inheritances of, 97-98, 12627,
173; of multiples marriages,
97-98, 120; schemes for having,
146

Christianity. See religion

Church of England, 11, 125

coffee, 28-29

coffeehouses, 2, 4-6, 8, 59, 139-40

colonies, 21, 113, 126
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communion (sacrament), 86, 100, 116,
154, 162-63, 174

conscience: absence of, 31, 171-72;
and obligations in courtship and
marriage, 35-36, 57, 92, 99, 107,
109, 112; and obligation to divulge
negative information, 39, 69—70;
and parental consent, 74-75, 82.
See also morality

consummation of marriage, 31, 63, 86,
90, 109, 115, 125, 148. See also sexual
relations

contraception. See sexual
reproduction/procreation

contracts, marriage. See promises;
VOWS, marriage

conveniences of married life, 52-53,
58, 123. See also finances

correspondents: age of, 10; anonym-
ity of, 6, 7; social status of, 10, 64;
truthfulness of, 14. See also letters
from men; letters from women

courtship, 17-50; failed attempts at,
32-37; friendship preferred over,
45-47; friends’ intervention in, 30,
34-35; in group situations, 26; in-
creasing chances of, 20-21; letter-
writing as component of, 33, 49,
91, 129; men’s behavior in, 24-25;
of more than one person, 42—45;
obstacles to, 27-30; overcoming
aversion in, 18, 49-50; preliminar-
ies to, 17-18; private vs. public, 18;
proportion of questions about, 17;
responsibility to go through with,
36; rivalry in, 37—42; rules and lim-
its of, 17,30-32; trust and credulity
in, 19—20; women’s behavior in, 18,
47-49. See also love/affection

crying, 24-25

cuckoldry, 121, 140. See also adultery

“Dear Abby," 13

death: as factor in keeping/making
marital promises, 99, 103, 113, 125,
148, 184-86; from unrequited love,
34-36, 103, 117-18, 167-68, 187

despair: death as consequence of,
34-36, 103, 117-18; over unrequited
love/affection, 26-27

Dickinson, Amy, 13

divorce: adultery as grounds for, 12,
124,129, 138,149, 174, 177-78;
difficulties associated with, 127;
informal approaches to, 12; law
concerning, 12,122, 128-29; mar-
riage prohibited after, 138, 149-50,
178; wife’s behavior as grounds
for, 140

drunkenness, 57, 78, 139—40

duels, 38, 41

Dunton, Elizabeth, 189

Dunton, John, 1-7, 13-14, 189, 193;
contract for The Athenian Oracle,
190; The Life and Errors of John
Dunton, 192,193; portrait by J. B.
Nichols, 192

enslaved persons, 29

estate. See finances; property/estate

extramarital sex, 151-88; advice
sought in cases of, 12, 114-18, 153,
156-66; blame for, 151-52; brag-
ging about, 158; guarding oneself
against, 31, 65-66, 14748, 152-53.
See also adultery; cuckoldry; for-
nication; whores and whoring

fathers: annulment powers of, 84;
consent of, 30, 70, 74, 77-78,
81-82, 148; disposal of property
of, 123; obligations to, 7881, 119,
132. See also children: born out of
wedlock; parents

finances: as a consideration in mar-
riage, 11, 21, 25, 2830, 36, 4344,
51-52, §6-58, 61-67, 80-85, 91-92,
99-100, 1057, 120, 122-23, 13839,
166-67; love/happiness prioritized
over, 11, 51-52, 58, 61, 64, 83. See
also conveniences of married life;
property/estate; social status

forgiveness, 31-32, 53, 134, 135, 143,
179-80
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fornication, 98, 108, 115-16, 119, 122, 152,
164. See also extramarital sex

fortune (money). See finances

Der Forverts (The Forward) (news-
paper), 13

friends: consent of, 34-35, 38, 43,
66-67,71-73, 75,79, 85, 90-92,
94, 101, 113, 134-35; contemporary
meaning of the term, 14; as guard-
ians/benefactors, 54, 56-57, 66;
interventions by, 2930, 33, 45, 47,
73. See also friendship; guardians;
parents; rivals; siblings

friendship: female-female, 168-69;
male-female, 37-38, 4547, 182-85;
male-male, 96, 154; preferred over
courtship, 45-47. See also friends;
love/affection; rivals

Gasch, Marie Manning, 13

ghosting. See slighting

God. See laws of God; pardon seek-
ing: from God; religion; Savior;
Ten Commandments

gossip, 181-84

guardians: friends as, 54, 66; and mar-
riage arrangements, 71-73, 114.
See also friends

Hax, Carolyn, 13

honesty: breaches of, 38; in cohabita-
tion, 98; importance of, 55; prom-
ises unnecessary in relationships
based on, 92

honor: in addressing wrongs done to
oneself, 175, 179; in duty to coun-
try, 131; in interpersonal relations,
24, 25, 30, 36, 4042, 4446, 51,
63, 65,71, 76, 84, 92, 95,103,
107, 133, 144, 145, 151, 158, 161-63,
167-69, 185; of a man, 131, 17071,
172, 184; of a master, 127; of
awoman, 31-32, 34-35, 49,
163,167

Hove, Fredrik Hendrik van, An
Emblem of the Athenian Society,
x, M

INDEX 199

husbands: abusive, 12, 130, 138, 142;
advice sought for finding, 20-2r;
behavior of, before and after
marriage; 53, 121-22; complain of
wives’ behavior, 137-42; marital
role of, 11; selection of, §3-60;
wives’ complaints about behavior
of, 137-39, 141-43. See also whores
and whoring

illegitimate children. See children:
born out of wedlock

incest, 172-73, 180-83

inheritance, 53, 97-98, 12627, 146.
See also property/estate

in-law relations, 12, 133-34, 178-80

intelligence. See wit/intelligence

jealousy, 18, 77, 91,129, 174
jocular replies to queries, 21, 29,

32-33, 54-61, 137, 139, 142
kissing, 25, 26, 48,182, 184

ladies’ issues, 7

laws of God: Athenians’ references
to, 111; bigamy, 145; definition of
marriage according to, 112—16,
124-25, 138, 167; divorce, 122,
127-29, 149-50; extramarital
sex, 160; laws of the land vs., 112;
marriage partners, 78; marriage
promises, 101—4, 107, 109. See also
sin; Ten Commandments

laws of nature: Athenians’ references
to, 111; definition of marriage
according to, 138; divorce, 122;
gender relations, 65; marriage
age, 112

laws of the land/man: Athenians’
references to, 111; bigamy, 145;
definition of marriage according
to, 11, 112-16, 119, 125, 138; divorce,
149-50, 178; extramarital sex, 160;
laws of God vs., 112; marriage age,
112; marriage partners, 78; mar-
riage promises, 107

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

200 INDEX

letters from men: on adultery, 173-75,
177-78; on contentious marriages,
137-42; on courtship, 17-18, 24-34,
36-50; on divorce, 122; early
examples of, 6; on extramarital
sex, 119, 161-68; on legal/moral
definitions of marriage, 114-15; on
marriage choices, 52-53, 56-57,
122-23; on masturbation, 154-55;
on multiple spouses, 144-48; on
parental consent, 70-73, 75-76,
84-8s; percentage of, 7; on preg-
nancy, 155-56; on promises, 89—
94, 96106, 108; on property, 130—
32; on sexual relations with wives,
135-37; on sexual temptations,
152-55; on wedding vows, 62-63;
on wives pregnant by other men,
125-29. See also correspondents

letters from women: on adultery,
174—76; Athenians’ openness to,
13; on childrearing differences,
124-25; On contentious marriages,
137-39, 141-43; on courtship, 17,
19-24, 27, 3435, 44, 123-24, 158;
early examples of, 6; on extramar-
ital sex, 115-18, 15661, 163-66,
169—71; on former lovers, 129;
on legal/moral definitions of
marriage, 112-15, 124—25; On mar-
riage choices, 53-56; on multiple
spouses, 145; on parental/friends’
consent, 73-75, 79-83, 85; percent-
age of, 7; on pregnancy, 156-57;
on promises, 90—91, 98-102, 104,
106-7; on property, 129-30, 132.
See also correspondents

lewd behavior, 70, 126, 130, 139, 140,
143, 163—64, 170, 178

lewd speech, 26

literacy, 10

love/affection: absence vs. presence
in cultivating, 19; advice sought
on gaining, 23-25; as a consid-
eration in marriage, 51-53, 77,
82-83; in the course of marriage,
120-22; homosexual, 151-52;

magical means of cultivating,

26; obstacles to, 27-29; platonic,
37-38, 46—47; prioritized over
finances, 11; professions of, 22-23,
25; responsibility for conse-
quences of rejecting, 34-36; signs
of, 18; stretching boundaries of,
182, 184. See also courtship; friend-
ship; rivals

marriage, 111-50; after absence or

abandonment, 112, 147; age at,
67, 71-72, 111-12, 119; age differ-
ences in, 77-79, 83, 93, 12223,
140; childless, 135-37, 146; con-
summation of, 31, 63, 86, 9o,

109, 115, 125, 148; definitions of,
11-12, 111; extent of obligations
of, 131-33, 141-42; finances as a
consideration in, 11, 21, 25, 2830,
36, 43-44. 51-52, 5658, 61-67,
80-85, 91-92, 100, 105-7, 120,
122-23, 138-39, 166-67; gender
roles, relations, and outcomes in,
11, 120; humorous treatments of
spouse selection, 54-61; love as a
consideration in, 51-53, 77, 82-83;
love in the course of, 120-22;
men’s foreswearing of, 63, 96-98;
to multiple spouses, 112-13,
143-48, 152; mutual consent and,
11, 88-89, 99-100, 108, 118, 124,
137, 141, 186; pretenses of, 166-69;
public vs. private, 7, 11, 89, 98,
113-19, 13435, 166—69; purposes
of, 51, 53, 61, 136; reasons for void-
ing, 124, 129, 130; regrets over,
122-24; religion as a consideration
in, 52, 64; selection of spouses
for, 51-67, 122—24; sexless, 136,
147-49 (see also sexual relations:
abstention from); tensions in,
137-43; vows repeated at, 62-65;
women’s foreswearing of, 46-47,
53-54. See also divorce; husbands;
parental consent for marriage;
second marriages; wives
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Mary 11, 5-6, 7

masturbation, 154-55

men: courtship behavior of, 24-25;
and duties of country, 131; friend-
ships with women, 37-38, 45-47,
182-85; honor of, 131, 170-71, 172,
184; marital behavior of, 53;
marriage outcomes for, 120; rep-
utation of, 70, 76, 85, 148. See also
husbands; letters from men

Mercury women, 4, §

Methodism, 189

moderation, 25, 29, 65, 143-44

modesty, 17, 21-23, 48, 145-46, 181, 184

money, making a promise by break-
ing pieces of, 82, 88, 9o, 102, 160.
See also finances

morality: as basis of responses to
questions, 7; obligation to divulge
negative information, 38-40,
69—70, 172—73; responsibility for
behavior of a rejected suitor,
34-36,167-68, 187; responsibility
to potential spouses before mar-
riage, 36-37, 4344, 69—70. See
also conscience; honor; promises;
reputation; Ten Commandments

mortification. See repentance/
penitence/mortification/
reformation

mothers: child’s marriage forced by,
71,107; consent of, 86, 162-63;
obligations to, 6970, 86, 132;
sympathy of, 74. See also children:
born out of wedlock; parents

mutual consent, 11, 88-89, 99-100,
108, 118, 124, 137, 141, 186

The New Athenian Comedy (play), 2
Nichols, J. B., portrait of John
Dunton, 192

obligations. See morality

old maids, 46-47, 53-54, 85

Oracle of the Day (newspaper), 191
order of nature. See laws of nature
orgasm, 155

INDEX 201

pardon seeking: from God, 84, 113,
118, 154, 161, 163, 165, 171, 17475,
177; from others, 41, 101, 113, 124,
128, 175, 177, 179. See also repen-
tance/penitence/mortification/
reformation

parental consent for marriage,
68-87; advice in cases of denial
of, 11, 119; advice sought in oppo-
sition to, 68-69, 73-86; advice
sought in support of, 39, 70-71;
Athenians’ support for, 39, 69,
74, 78-80, 99; child’s negative
voice against, 68-69, 74, 77-80,
82; child’s promises in opposi-
tion to, 70-71, 74-75; critique
of, 68-69; disregard for, 84-87;
extent and power of, 39, 69—70,
72-73, 75-80, 82, 84, 86; finan-
cial considerations affecting,
69—70, 77-78, 80-87; obligation
to divulge negative information
in advance of, 38-40, 69—70; ob-
taining, 11, 74-75; pros and cons
of, 68; refusal of, 71-76; social
custom of, 11; tacit, 71. See also
friends: consent of

parents: financial arrangements for
children, 97-98, 126-27, 173; in-
law relations, 12, 133-34; role of,
in courtship, 17-18; unreasonable
demands of, 132. See also fathers;
friends; mothers; parental con-
sent for marriage

Parliament, 5-6, 11, 178

Paul, Saint, 146, 152-53

penitence. See repentance/penitence/
mortification/reformation

pimps, 153

platonic love, 3738, 4647

politics, 5-6

polygamy, 143-44, 14647

pregnancy: masters as cause of ser-
vants, 115, 127-29, 157; physiology
of, 155-57

premarital sex. See extramarital
sex
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procreation. See sexual reproduction/
procreation

promises, 88-110; behavior amount-
ing to, 92; breaking of pieces of
money to signal, 82, 88, 9o, 102,
160; broken, 35, 63-64, 89-90, 94;
death as factor in keeping/mak-
ing, 99, 103, 113, 125, 148, 184-86;
under false pretenses or coercion,
96-97, 107; marriage ceremony
contrasted with private, 7, 11, 89,
98, 113-19, 134-35, 166-69; mutual
consent to abandon, 88-90;
obligation to keep, 36, 42—44,
57,63-04, 76,79, 81-84, 88-110;
parental consent in opposition to
child’s, 70-71, 74-75; seriousness
of, 93-94; sexual misbehavior
as reason for voiding, 108-9; for
wrongdoing not considered valid,
155. See also vows, marriage

property/estate: bequeathing of, 53;
husbands’ behavior concerning,
130; marriage vows and, 62; wives’
behavior concerning, 129—-32.
See also finances; social status

prostitution, 7, 117. See also whores and
whoring

querists. See correspondents

red hair, 28

reform. See repentance/penitence/
mortification/reformation

Reformation of Manners, 7

rejection of affection/love: despair
over, 26-27; fear of, 22, 25; healthy
responses to, 22, 27; proper be-
havior of the agent in, 27; respon-
sibility for consequences of, 34-36

relatives. See friends; parental consent
for marriage; parents; siblings

religion: as a consideration in
marriage, 52, 64; differences in,
124-25; parental obligations and,
86-87. See also laws of God; Ten
Commandments

repentance/penitence/mortification/
reformation, 34, 44, 109, 116, 128,
143, 151, 152, 163-66, 168, 170, 171,
175, 178, 179-80, 185, 188. See also
pardon seeking

Repository and Weekly Register (news-
paper), 193

reproduction. See sexual
reproduction/procreation

reputation: of a man, 70, 76, 85, 148;
of a woman, 46—47, 129, 140, 1671,
168,183

respect, 24, 32, 36, 56, 62, 87,132, 134,
158,182, 184

responsibility. See morality

rivals: advice sought concerning,
37-42; divulging of information
about, 38-40; opportunities for,
18,19

sacrament. See communion

sailors, 23, 34-35, 102, 112, 148, 177-78

same-sex relationships, 96, 151-52,
154, 168-69

Sault, Richard, 2, 5,7, 189

Savior, 129, 159

second marriages: parental consent
not needed for, 86-87; planning
for, in event of a spouse’s death,
184-86; prohibited after divorce,
138, 149-50, 178

secrets and secrecy: divulging of,
in cases of misconduct, 3840,
69—70, 172—73; divulging of, to a
lover, 109, 158. See also marriage:
public vs. private

separation, marital, 138, 14041

servants: marriage to, 114; masters’
impregnation of, 115, 127-29, 157;
as status symbol, 29

sexual relations: absence of, in
marriage, 136, 147-49; absten-
tion from, 135-37; gossip about,
181-84; obligation to divulge,
172-73; promises voided because
of, 108-9; role of, in definition
of marriage, 113-19, 122, 148,
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162; urges for, 147-48 (see also
masturbation). See also adultery;
consummation of marriage;
cuckoldry; extramarital sex;
fornication; prostitution; temp-
tation; whores and whoring

sexual reproduction/procreation:
financial hardships brought on
by, 135-37; means of preventing,
136-37; obstacles to, 29; as pur-
pose of marriage, 53, 136

siblings: and adulterous behavior,
179-80; incest between, 181; inter-
vention of, in courtship, 30, 57-58.
See also friends

sin: extramarital sex, 31, 115-18, 165,
170-72; marital obligations, 103,
125, 127-28, 147; marriage without
parental consent, 74, 79; mastur-
bation, 154-55; swearing falsely,
162-63. See also adultery; laws
of God; repentance/penitence/
mortification/reformation; temp-
tation; Ten Commandments

slighting: advice sought in cases
of, 12, 17; contemptuous nature
of, 32; proper use of, 27, 96, 139;
responsibility for consequences
of, 35-36

social status: Athenians’ attitude
toward, 13; of correspondents,
10, 64; in courtship, 2930, 96.
See also finances; property/estate

sparks (beaus), 14, 23, 76-78, 91, 104,
105, 158, 160, 170, 185, 187

Stuart monarchy, 5-6

temptation, guarding against, 31,
65-606, 138, 14748, 15255

Ten Commandments, 122, 125, 154,
176,184

tobacco, 29, 136
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virginity, 46, 56, 155-56

virtue. See character; honor

vows, marriage, 62—-65, 96. See also
promises

Ward, Edward, Vidgus Britannicus: or
the British Hudibras, 8

Wesley, Charles, 189

Wesley, John, 189

Wesley, Samuel, 2, 5,7,189

Wesley, Susanna, 189

whores and whoring, 34, 55,128, 138,
139, 146, 166, 168, 172, 175, 176.
See also adultery; extramarital sex;
prostitution

widows, 52, 56, 123-24

William of Orange, 5-6

wit/intelligence, 26, 45, 55-56, 5961,
81, 86, 91,109, 120, 134, 155, 171

wives: advice for abused, 138; advice
sought for finding, 21; behavior
of, before and after marriage, 122;
complain of husbands’ behavior,
137-39, 141-43; husbands’ com-
plaints about behavior of, 137-42;
marital role of, 11; selection of, 52,
56-57, 60—61

women: Athenians’ attitude toward,
12-13; as coffeehouse workers,
6, 8; courtship behavior of, 18,
47-49; friendships with men,
37-38, 45-47, 182—8g5; friendships
with women,168-69; honor of,
3132, 34-35, 49, 163, 167; love
between, 151-52; marital behav-
ior of, 53; marriage outcomes
for, 120; modesty of, 17, 21-23,
48, 145-46, 181, 184; reputation
of, 46-47, 129, 140, 161, 168, 183;
as street vendors of the Athenian
Mercury, 4, 5. See also letters from
women; wives
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