I need to find the articles prior to January, 1861 still.
I've included some indirectly related articles as well.

January 5", 1861
) OVER -DRESSING. |

HTEE orer-dressing of American indips In tho streefs, at
botels, amd in the shurches, fa's subject of general remoack
‘amibng trivelers fromh abroad, as well & séosible peoplo ad
homs, '—Ruran New. ToREsn.

TuERE is & forelgn savor aboot your diseowres, Mr,
Canesz, The troe sons of Y TWocle Bam ¥ do- not =it
in-jodgment aguinst the wives and danghters of
their own country. Havnt youn besn taking 4 jaunt
in the Queen's domiolons, apnd been sccustomed to
the. elght. of those sombre-golored satin dressea fhat
last, from, one generation do- another, and from
themog drawm your conclusions?, -Ponbtless yon have:
eoeased yourself in an armor of impenetrables reserve
while the “conflict of? charma is viewed afor off]
and while good care is taken that your position is
beyond the reach of “Cupld's.darts.” Whe are the
upailhhpmphjunlpuk oft  Are thers any who
do not make obelsance to kesping up appearances,
especially in dress? A few prodigies of exeellence
nnd soomomy moy exist; but the terch of DiooExea
rwlﬂ avidently lp required to flnd them. Buppose
the American ladics wre somewhat in advance of
thoss on the dther side of the “big pond,” is thers
any rale by which they ean bo jodged? Is there any

judging in matters of dress?  Burely nothing is mors
uprlnhnm than iasle.

But if fanlt exists in mattors of dress, where does
it originate? For what purpose do they array their
dear little selves in the most becoming style? Ts it
for their own gratification alone? On whom do geo-
tlomen lavish their coceasing asttention at ' the
Bprings,” at Newpord, at the ball, and, if you pleass,
at the little private party in your own circle? To
whom do gentlemen solinit introductions® s it the
plainly-dressad, nn'_p]:qunﬂnn young lady!—or iz it
that 1itile botterfly of & coguette, made radiantly
beantifal by silks sod laces? If [ am not mistaken,
men seldom value o jewel unlesa it be handsomely
. D:mu. or over-dress, has s gemblance of wealth,
and husbands are not unfrequently bought with the
Instre of money alome, and the conclmsion of the
matter sometlmes is, that thay find themselves beauti-
fully “=old.”

Personal besuty is worshiped next to mammon, but
ie raraly lppmullhﬂuupi- it be assisted with ele
gance of dress, and often the chief attraction of the
handeome faco is dependent on some peculiarity of
ftyle, or ghade of color in dress, which is made the
subject of study by thoss who know the secret of
their power in society. Indeed, the great wonder is
that 8o moch sttention is pald to mental caltare and
general intelligence. (foodness and intelligence must
recalve the homage that is due for their sakes alone,
bafore & reform in dress can be expected. News- |
paperdom ls not the path to this f¢ld of reform.
Honestly, Mr. Ceirsa, does not an Awerican woman
noasesd more attractions for & better-half with her

great fanlt of over-dressing, or, rather, her fault of
trylng to please, than any of those English ladies
who posscas sach a keen melish for roast beef and
porter? Wounld yom like to be taken captive by any
of those Gemmbunﬂu whose liking for lager beer
is equal To that axhibited by AnrEwas WARD'S musi-
cian — or would you prefer & French lass to serve up
froga in yoor dish of fricases, and keep you spending
half your Ufe at & *‘cafe?™— Instead of & neat 1itle
American home, where the vice and shrubbery grow
undistarbed, and where the sunshine can play hide
sod seck, and the dexr wife, arrayed in the becoming
drezs you 80 dearly love to see, I3 ever ready to wel-
COmS Fou. Livpi BENREIT.

Hummondapart, W. Y., 1580,

‘!rnnnm if Lixpa ia not indulging in a sly hit
ai the-ococupants of the Rumas eancium,—sdmiods-
tering her, uﬂ-j;ltim over the. shoulders of the
devoted "G:EI.IIHT"‘ At sll events, ghe comes to the
defence of American ladies with huup:lril.mdewp
qa.-~g¢nulm feminine grit,—and while we must,
with the most profound respeck, u-knnwl.mlgc the
ardor displayed, we beg leave to enter our protest at
being i:hql summarily read out of elther the Union
FM or the Union Matrimonial, For the first —
mdﬂinqlnhthtmghﬂllﬂhduhr.ﬁhﬂ.
CAROLINA,—we cherish & devotion that will lsat
while pulss beata or heart throbs, and the latter, hless
your dear heart, Lanpa, we love with all cur pewers

of hody and soul. We speak Enowingly, too: for

e mg =TT T L LY

instead of ”tﬁph; bu:nnd ﬂn reach of Cuen's
arrows,” one of the aforesaid weapons tonched us de-
leions years agons, as those who compose “ our own
¢ireln? at home,—the littls ones who clamber upon
our knees and dally with locks where thé frosts of
winter are somewhat thickly aown,-—could testify.
In Liwba's remarks relative o the male race, there ls,

“unfortupetely, too much of truth; we think, however,

that the canse of this moral ﬁhpmqisnnm;m;
dged. As to the quegtion of dress, and the modes

“and styles therool, we do not conalder ourselves com-

potent critics, and will take the advice of the witly
wrltar ehe mentions —* Newer don't do nothin’ which
it ien't your Fort.” Ounr correspondent has broached
the subject,—the ladics have the matier in charge,— |
and wa will be glad to have them diecuss its induence
ujpon their sex, in a philosophical and hygienic point
of ‘view, through the columns of the Rrran. [

February 2" 1861
OVER-DRESSING, AGAIN.

Ir is well that the RuraL has opened its pages to
discussion upon this subject, for extravagance in
dress has become the national sin of American’
women, and notwithstanding anA’s spirited de-
fence, they are without excuse. g

The fact that husbands are often bought by an
expensive toilet, is the very reason that over-dressing
shonld be avoided,.for what true women would wish
to marry & man who wedded only for weslth,! How-
ever, that class is small which, in seeking a bride,
places wealth before personal attractions, and when
introductions are solicited to ‘‘that little butterfly of
a coquette, made radiantly beautifal by silks and
laces,” in nine cases out of ten it is something in
the look, word, manner, or in the taste displayed,
that is the chief feature of attraction; and, generally
speaking, an elabprate ang ghowy wardrobe does
little to asaist in gaining admiration. On the con-
trary, (if we drees to please the gentlemen,) they must
often be displeased, if not disgusted at the Jow stand-
ard by which we judge their taste in our extravagant
attire. I am sure they would be better pleasaed, if
the fair anes used a Iittle more common sense, be-
coming women of America in the nineteenth century.




- ~————gy~

Linpa says ‘that “pemonsl beonty is nroly appre-
ciated, except it be sssisted with the elegance of
dress.” In good society at preseat, personal beauty

in simple but tastefb]l array is mppreciated more
highly than .plainer . festures assgciated with rich
apparel. Butfew things have a greater bearing upon
our success in soclety than drese, which depends not
s0 much upon its elegance, as its grace and fitness.
Expensive attire may usually be dispensed with, but
taste and neatness, gan never be omitted. I know a
beautiful lassie who was woed and won in a corn-
colored print, and whose suitor was highly educated
and refined, moving in the first circles in our great
metropolis. Her beauty was none the less appre-
ciated because of her simple dress. Vulgarity is
often clothed in a silken garb, but refinement cannot
bo mjmken in tasteful tbongh unassuming garments.

"And onoo the chief attraction of the handsome
face is dependent on some peculiarity of style, or
shade of color in dress, which is made the subject of
study by those who know the secret of their power
in society.” It is the daty and privilege of woman
to make her dress a subject of study, and adopt that
which is most bocomlng. Every delineation of form
and feature should be taken into comsideration, and
from among the great variety of styles in fashion,
that one selected which will enable her to appear to
the best advantage. Expensive and superfluous dress
is not necessary to produce a pleasing efect. Itis
good judgment and skill in every department of the
toilet, however minute. If I were to appear an eve-
ning in company with a view to charm an ideal ad-
mirer, [ should certainly choose the dress which
would give the best effect, though it were of plain
material, rather than the most elegant, if it were de-
ficlent in any particular. Let the clothing be fash-
ionable and faultieas, but it need not be superfluous
to be admired.

Certainly, American gentlemen do not prefer the
stolid English, the phlegmatic Germau, or the plain
features of the French, to our fair and epirited
women, with all their sin of dress; but if the dear
little wife who presides in the sweet vine-wreathed
cottage ol our own beautiful land, withous adopting
the sober colors of the English, would study more
perfectly the true science and art of dress, in which
the French excel, she could, with less inconvenience,
be arrayed becomingly in the style her husband most
dearly loves to see, which is oftener the tidy print,
or the robe of plain materfal. Is it not, gentlomen?
As we like to please the fastidious of the other sex,
let us hear their views upon this important sobjeot.

Piffard, N. Y., Jan., 1881. Jaxa E. Higey.

-

February 2" 1861
FASHIONABLE WOMEN,

Fasmron kills morc women than toil and sorrow.
Obedience to fashion is a greater transgression of the
laws of woman's nature, a greater injury to her phys-
ical and mental constitution, than the hardships of
poverty and noglect. The slave woman at her task
will live and grow old, and see two or three genera-
tions of her mistresses fade and pass afay. The
washer woman, with scarce a ray of hope to cheer
her in hor toils, will live to seco her fashionable
sisters all die around ber. The kitchen maid is
bearty' and strong, when her lady bas to be nursed
like a sick baby.

It is & sad truth that fashion pampered women
are almost worthleas for all the good ends of human
life. They have but little force of character; they
have still lesa power of moral will, and unite as little
physical encergy. They live for no great purpose in
life; they accomplish no worthy ends. They are
only doll formms in the hands of milliners and ser-
vants, to be dressed and fed to order. They dress
nobody; . they feed nobody; they instruct mobody;
they bless nobody; and eave nobody. They write no
books; they set no rich examples of virtue and

| womanly life. If they rear children, servants and

nurees do all save to concelve and give them birth.
And when reared, what are they? What do they
ever amount to, but weaker scions of the old stock?
Who ever heard of & fashionable woman's child
exhibiting any virtue and power of mind for which
it becare eminent? Read the biographics of our
great and good men and women. Not one of them
had & fashionable mother. They nearly all sprung
frvm slrvyg winded women, who had as llitle to do
with fashion as with the changing clouds.-
bt

February 23, 1861
———t
[Written for Moore's Rural New-Yorker.]
EXTRAVAGANCE IN DRESS.

Ix the Roran of Feb, 2d,, I noticed continued
ohservations on ‘‘over dressing,” and-as the subject
is one in which all wuwmenare intorested, we presume
that those. who wish are at liberty to engage in the
disoussion, - Thus far the subject has been ably, yet
tenderly treated, —it has been like trimming and
pmaping & poor tree t¢ make it bear good. fruit.
These anglers after truth-are seemingly satisfled with
the superficial, and let the deep stream of substan-
tiality lie unrippled; while if they would sink the line
whieh thay have so richly baited, they would draw
up many living, sorrowfuol truths,

-There is no greater evil for the philanthropist to
oppose than that of -over dressing. Were the custom
dgstroyed,  the -human family would not only be ben-
efited socially, but mentally, moraily, and physically.
How many fathers are mowrning on acoount of debts
that they cannot liquidate, whila their gay, thought-
loss danghters are expending the little he haa loft in
snpenﬂnou dress, * dress that is . detriment to
themselves,— for the timo and thought that they give
I, If wisely used, might improve the nfind thas they
are. now dwarfing, — of bemz the mental pig-
mies that they now are, they might be growing up
into the statare of perfect womanhood.

‘With me the effect of over &-umg has been a life-
time lamentation; Iregard it a curse iy many ways,
but the least :mporla.nt congideration is the idea of
" pteamg :m:&mm 7 If woman thopoughly Mudies
the law of harmeny, 1tw111tomhhetm¢n:-tofdmm-
ing to correspond with her looks, and that is perfect
taste. Those are moments ignobly uged that woman
spends in striving to please the fastidjous tastes of
man, — but if she would dress plainly, and uuﬂy,
and spend the residue of her time in decorating her
mind, the genwine man would admire .her, however
mmfn]]y the would-be-genﬂcmm might treat her.

2



There is a consideration which, with woman,
should be pre-eminently above the one of merely

pleasing; for there are now hundreds and thoueands
of women iu vur lsnd who have been ruined by a

love of dress. The wages of an ordinary woman are
sufficient to dress her only ‘comfortably; therefore,
she cannot honorably procure the fashionable ele-
gances in which almpst all ladies of wealth indulge.
The poor working girt dislikes to be singled out by
her dress as a servant, consequently she dishonors

herself that she may appear like other women; and,

instond of despising her on accuvuni of her immor-
ality, T wonld pity her because she possesses no more
individoality of character, and would condemn that
class who set the unworthy example,

Fashion is a tyrant, and sends more women to the
haunts of vice than all other causes united; and if
the Bisters of Charity are longing for a great work to
do, let them, with the chain of example, draw their
sigter women from the elutohes of this monster; then
they can truly say, ‘' I have fought a good fight.”

Tivonis, N. Y., 1861. A FrR1xrD or WoMaN,

March 2", 1861
DRESS AND OVERDRESS.

As the columns of this obliging sheet were, not
long since, opened to “‘free speech™ on the subject
of drees, I suppose it is not too late for me to free my
mind on the all-important topie. I flatter myself that
‘my opinions will be well worth having, from the fact
that T stand on rather neutral ground, being “‘a regu-
lar blue stocking, " so far as raiment is concerned, and
not caring a fig what I wear, nor how it's put on.
Naturally enough, therefore, I don't please the gentle-
maen, for they are exceedingly particular aboat such
matters. I comb my hair straight back behind my
ears, and, of conrse, that don’t suit — for gentlemen
adore curls, I wear an old and faded wrapper, with
& rumpled collar, in the morning, and an elderly and
highly soiled silk in the afternoon, and that don’t
suit the fastidious gentlemen either; no more do my
slip-shod slippers, and ink-stained fingér-ends, But
I don’t care; I don’t auaut to get married, and so
don't trouble myself to inquire sbout the whims of

" these lords of creation. But if I did, girls, I should

dress quite differently. If I really did want Lo cazch—
(that’s the proper word, I believe,) if I did think it
wirth my while to try to ““catch” a nice, genteel,
agreeable, worth-having young man, (it’s a pity, there
are se few of them,) I'll tell you how I should dress.
- I-should have the neatest and daintiest of calicoes,
vglosefitting, and tastefully trimmed. It should be
dark in December, light in June, and with it should
be the snowiest ef collars, and the smoothest of hair.
Above all things don’t wear curl-papers. I would as
soon wear & false front, or & ‘‘gorateh,” as curls made
by being twisted up over night. It's a certsin sign
that a young lady is on the shady side of thirty. You
say the gentlemen don't tell you so? They ¢ell you
80, indeed! These silvertongued gentlemen don’t
tell you girls much that they think. If you had that
pretty, economical morning costume on, which I
have just described, they would prenounce it charm-
ing, of course; but if you bappened to be caught in the
other guise, such as 7 wear, why, these men, don’t you
know, would assure you that you were bewitching in
anything. Of course they would. That's their way.
Why, if you had flery red hair, Miss FAxNI®, they

would tell you it was the loveliost shade of anbnrn,
and if your eyes were the ugliest sort of gray, these
dear friends of yours would pronounce them & most
charming blue. Yes, and if you are like most girls,
you would believe them. Now, 7 should tell you,
right out, that your hair was red and your eyes nearer
green than azure. That's what elderly unwedded
ladies are good for—to speak the truth—other peeple
haven’t independence and strength of mind enough
to do it. Bat such individusls are usvally styled
“‘cross old maids,” and, of course, don't love you as
the gentlemen do, by no means.

What & lengthy digression I have msde, and all
about the beaux, too. Well, now, I'll drop them if
only to convince them that very few are worthy of
my notice. Neatness and economy are the handmaidens
of virtue and goodness. That’s a sentiment worthy,
8o I fancy, of ARISTOTLE or SBNKCA. That’s all I
have to say about dress,— 80 I shall proceed to over-
dress. And writing the word remindeth me of a
Southern belle, whose ‘¢ go to meeting toilette ” f once
had thefelicity of beholding. Ladies like the minutise
of such things, so I'll specify them. Item first of said

wardrobe was an elegmt white hat, adorned, inside
and out, with & profasion of red buds and their
mother roses, in full bloom. Item second, a pink
tarletan frock, low'in the neck and short at the
shoulder. Ditto third, red coral decorations on the
aldbaster nock and arms. Ditto fourth, an orange-
colored sash, depending in long streamers to the
ground, no scarf, no cape,—nothing but & parasql,
small and sky-colored, to protect her from the sun.
And so she went to church. Now that's what I call,
emphatically, ““over-dréssing, " though, to be sure,
she hadn't over-much on, taking jato view the neck
and arms.

But if you smile at her, it is »0 more than your
cousins over the water do at yoy, when they see you
in rich and frailing silks and satins, sweeping the
filth from the crossings, while the delicate white hat
catches the dust, and the glitter of jewelry, extrava-
gant enough for a conrt ball, eatahes the aye of the
vulger crowd. If I were an Empress, and could ride
in a coach and six, with graceful pages to uphold the
train of my-rustling silken robes when I alighted,
perhaps I should wear one. Butliving in Demooratic
America, where an Empress was never secn, and
where CINDEBELLA’S fairy god-mother’s metamor.

phoses do not occur, I shouldn't wear a dress with
a very long sweep to it, nor thin shoes with no soles,
or next to none, nor pink and cerulean silks, with
white gloves, to go shopping in. Our Lendon and
Parisian friends don’t blame us for wearing these
elegant toilettes at parties and operas —for they do
it just as much as we do, but they never do it, mind
you, on the cars or ‘‘aboard ship."”

But the worst over - dress I know of is that variety
which takes all the money one has, and more too, to
keep it on. I know a married lady who dresses ele-
gantly,—as one of her young lady friends says,
“ perfectly bewmhingiy." but' her husband hasn’t
paid his honest debts for a long time. People say
he lives by shaving. I don't understand the term

‘to the ‘“modus operandi” of that profe.iox_l. B

exactly, but he isn’t a barber; so I take it that the
word is oxe of the technicalities of the law, referring




But to sum up all in a few closing ““‘finalies,” I
would say with some sage who lived long ago, that
‘& pretty face is worth a dozen letters of recommen-
dation.” SypNry Saire once said, or wrote, that
“‘a becoming bonnet had been the making of more
than one young girl.” I ought not to have tried to

'quote that —for it is a long time since I read it, but
the substance is there, and forms a capital argument
for extravagant younk misses, whose mamas refuse
to let them purchase that ‘‘love of & hat,” just in
from Paris., If I am not pretty myself, I like to see
people that are so. Girls, if becoming bonnets and

handsome dresses are any aids in rendering your
pretty selves prettier, I say, use them. Only I pray

you don't be vain,— a pretty, vain girl, putting on
airs, is to me an object of the utmost commiseration
and disgust. Don’t be extravagant, buying jewelry
and “fixings " you can't pay for, and don’t wear your
‘‘best dresses” in the streets and on the cars.
Fayetteville, N. Y., 1861 A WD
R e e

‘ those light, thin-soled shoes out of your sight, and

March 16", 1861
THE DRESS QUESTION:

“LINDA ” DEFINING HER FPOSITI ‘N,

Tar unknown reformer is growing more specific.
He gays ‘“fashionable-women,” inatead of ‘ American
‘women, which distingtion ia-quite - pacifying, sinceit
erables us to define our own-position.

- As women generally possess a fondness for dress,

and nearly all approach as near the latest styles as

thair means will allow, the term ¢ fashionable” has
an extensive application. One would think, to read
the newspaper paragraphs, that the mandate had
gono forth,— ‘“Choose ye this day whom ye will
serve,” and that the response had come echoing back
from the women of the land,— ¢ The milliners and
montuamakers.” We take up & number of the Rurar
and read as follows in regard to fashionable women:
“They have little force of character, they have still
less power of moral will, and quite as little physical
energy. Theyare only dolls in the hands of milliners
and servants to be dressed and fed to order. - They
write no books, and {they are worthless for all the
good ends of life.”

‘and crowd, and jostle along the'Bgreat highway of

” Thus whole magazines of accusations are hurled at
you women of fashion, and have you no ammunition

for self-defence? ' If yon've anything to confront the-

ememy with, you’ll need a gun that’ll ‘‘shoot 'round a
corner ” to make the desired hit. But since concilia-
tion and peace instead of war are more in accordance

with our republican notions, we’d advise you to make

some concessions; do something to atone for your
offences; for, actording to the article quoted, you
bear abbut as mndh resemblance to a true woman in
mental and physcnl stature]as Dorny Durrox fo
Queen Brizasern, and a manYmight marry half a
dozen such as are represented, without being guilty
of polygamy.

Now, supposing fashion, in ita strictest sense, be
l1aid on the shelf, that yourjreal}worth be not eclipsed
‘by your plumago. Doff your hoops, diminish your
skirts from nine widths to four,— such amplitude is
unnecessary,— make your own bonnet, wear that
blanket shawl,—just the] thing for winter,— toss

wear such as your' grandmothers wore, eschew dain-
ties and chew surloin, tell them you're going to put
down pride, and see if you are not regarded with as
much astonishment as ““JoAN of 'Arc,” whe was
“made (Maid) of Orleans ” instead of crinéline, and
ten to one you will be reckoned a candidate for the
Lunatic Asylom i less than a week.

Perhaps our unknown¥reformer would preach
‘“moderation ” unto all ‘“women,” but does he not
know that the word is obsolete 2" People don't settle

-down on medium groundinow-a-days. ‘They hurry,

life, each one anxious to outstrip his fellow in pur-
suit of riches, fashion, fame, and power, knowing
there is always plenty of room in that far-off regign of
Eureka, that is only gained by real heroes who lean
on their own stafl, keeping right before the mental
vieion what Poor Richard says sbout Providence
helping those who help themselves. . ]

It is said “‘you write no -books.” Don’t for the
world 1ét any one know you ever dreamed your
destilly was ““uhdeveloped in an ink-stand,” or you'll
be dubbed a ‘“Blue Btocking.” You are ridiculed
for your-superficial attainmenta, yet among the scores
of institations in this republican nation, how meny
are there where you can compete for as thorough a
collegiate course ag the opposite sex. Greek roots
are not deemed proper food for your mental diges-
tion. Your mind is expected to acquire the requisite
strength and discipline for- the vicissitudes of life on

-hold the-light of ber dife,
‘that reakes eni#th 8 piradibe of enjoyment. -

music and French, moonshine and flowers. The
science of Homepathy, (Homeopathy) however, and
the diligent practice of the same, has especially been
assigned women ever since PAuL advised a certain
portion to be ““keepers at home.” But think you
there was any ‘‘down town, " in all its present
significance, in those days. We are of the opinion
charity would have scattered its instructions nearer
home if the term had [been familiar to the great
Apostle of the Gentiles.

A different education in regard to this home matter
may change the organized pursuits of the day some-
what, and home, not as an exception but as a rule,
be the grand panacea for the ills of life, when idle-.
ness and outward adorning among the rich receive
leas homage. Woman may be something more than
a cup-bearer and mother of her race, and by the
asgistance of the RumaL be able to circumnavigate
her sphere of duties instead of a hemisphere. Useful
instructions and cultivated judgment may form 2
redoubt around the treasures of the heart and mind,
such as the flippery of fashion and the vollies of
small talk cannot effect, and which will enable her
to bring out the good points of form, feature, and
complexion by the assistance of dress, without, at the
same time, bringing out the weaker points of charac-
ter. The beanty of an object or performance is
dependent on the completion. Does not the same
hold true of Education? The Almighty seemed to
express this beauty of completion in his works when
he made woman the finishing streke of his great
creation. There is much beauty in the fable that
Tepresented ApaiMm as created at sunrise to go forth
and labor amid the glories of the day, and Evs as
oreated at sunset, amid the quiet and gentle glories
of the night.

It is said the woman was created more for ornament.,
In thatwe agree. But the harder the steel the brighter
the polish. Thus the more solid and useful the attain-
ments, the more susceptible of refinement and love
liness, Msay not the arts that are often made the
study of a lifétime by the opposite sex be of equal
value to her? Does not the witchery of musie per-
vade her being? . May she hope to solve the mystfery
of the canvass? Can she not compete for laurels
withthe artisz, whose life is only another name for
beanty? Whatever hetr tadtes and pursnits may be,
she courts the approbation-of her teacher and leader,

-man.”: Some particular star is ever guiding her along
‘the ‘pathway of life, variable-itmiy.be, yet it remains

in'hetaky of destiny, Sometimes bhreatening to with-
u?d again shedding a ldster

" Hammondsport;, N. Y., 1861 LINDA BENKBTT.
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March 30", 1861

[Written for Moore's Rural New-Yorker.]
ARE HOOPS UNCHRISTIAN, INDECENT?P

As the discussion of the Dress Question has become
quite ganeral inthe columns of the RURAL, why may
I not claim a small space to defend the moderate use
of hoops, as an article of dress.

A short time since, a Western Conference adopted
resolutions that, ‘‘the wearing of hoops by females
is inconsistent with a truly Christian character, — is
by some considered indecent, and that thereforo, we,
as & Quarterly Conference, disapprove of the wearing
of hoops by our female members.” Through willful-
ness, or negleot, some of the sisters of tho com-
munion failed to obey this edict, and at a recent
meeting, held in Montgomery County, ‘Ohio, were
consequently cut off from the Chureh, for it is stated
in a Western journal, that the Bishop *forbade any
one with hoops on to partake of the sacrament,
affirming that they would not be welcome to the
table of the Loep.” I shall not discuss the propriety
of religious societies making the wearing of hoeps a
bar to membership, for that is nobody’s business ‘hut
theirs. They have a perfect right to decide what
shall be the qualifications of their members. They
may resolve that ‘‘a man’s boots shall weigh three
pounds avoirdupois,” and ‘“his hat hold six quarts
dry measure,” or that a woman's ‘‘dress shall clear

the ground four inches,” and ‘‘sleeves come within
six inches of the ends of ber fingers,” if they choose,
and I will not complain. Tn this matter, at least,
I believe in the ‘‘principles of non-intervention.”
But when & body of individuals— it matters not
whether secnlar or religions —proclaims that ‘wear-
ing hoops is inconsistent with a truly Christian char-
acter,” and ‘‘indecent,” thousands claim the right
to inquire why? That the nse of hoops is abused, is
not demied. Tell, us & fashion of dress that ever
existed that was not abused. .There is nathing
“indecent” in the use of moderate sized hoops, the
resolutions of a religious conference to the contrary
notwithstanding. In behalf of a million American
women, I deny the truth of the assertion. Nine-
tenths of the whole civilized world will look upon it
as an insalt.

looked upon by-some. with distrust; but they have

carded. ‘l‘hey enable & woman to make her dross

. do not injure the health, like thin shoes, low-necked

wish to begin a crusade against dress, it will be

_W_hex_{ heops first came into fashion, they were

advanced steadily,.and are now worn almost univer-
gally in this country. Their advantages are so
numerous, that when once worn they are never dis-

assume & oomely shape, without such. hlbxg loads,as
were formerly worn. They are ligh:, agreeable, n.nd|
very ploasant to walk in, as there is no fear of step-
ping on the dress; and, what is more important, they

dleasen, or short sleeves. ) )
.But I am drawing out this article too long. In
conclnsion I will say, that if these modern reformers

better for them to take some more tenable ground.
Erie-Co., N. Y., 1861. A.F.H

. W=z notiged the resolutions, and the edict spoken of

by our correspendent, circulating guite freely in the
papers of the West, and at the time classed the entire
story as the emanation of some knight of the quill
whose stock of news was limited, and who found the
wherewithal to ‘“fill np ” by thus creating & sensation
‘item. The paragraphs were furnished with a loca~
tion, and we looked for a denial, but have not seen it
ag yet., The whole matter, however, is one which
will right itself, for both Conference and Bishop have
over-stepped the authority conferred upon them.
Neither the Bishop nor a Quarterly Conference has a
right to make a new rule of membership of the
Church, as this would he. This can only be done by
the General Conference, which meets once in four
years, and held its last session at Buffalo, in 1860.
Neither can we conceive that a minister has any right
to refuse the sacrament to a member of the church,
Complaint must first be made for violation of disci-
pline, then follows a trial, before a committee
appointed for the purpose, and this committee must
either condemn or acquit. Either party then hasa
right to appeal from the decision to the Quarterly
Conference. It is best to have Bishops and Ministers,
as well as other people, keep the laws.

A e

April 20", 1861
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THE DRESS QUESTION.

Philosophy, Hyglene, Beauty, &c.

Ix the RuraL for Jan. 5th, I find an article on
“Dress,” by Linxoa Bexxerr, and in closing your
remarks you pass the subject over to the ‘‘ladies,”
saying, ‘you will be glad to have them discuss its
influence upon their sex, in a philosophical and
hygienic point of view. With your permission, I will
endeavor to say something upon the subject, and
perhaps the *epirit will move " some one more com-
petent to do it justice.

But first, & word in reply to some of Lixpa's
remarks. She says, ‘‘ Where are the sensible people
you speak of? Are there any who do not make
obeisance to keeping up appearances, especially in
dress? A few prodigies of excellence and economy
may exist,” &c. Rather humiliating, is it not, Linpa,
this confession of yours; but it's true, too true, for the
health, life and happiness of mankind, — aye, and
womankind also, —that there are but a few who
follow natore and common sense in the matter of
dress. Whether *“newspaperdom” is the place to
discuss the subject or not, sister Lixpa, instead of
trying to defend what you evidently acknowledge
wrong, would not your powers of mind and heart be
better employed in trying to convince your sex that
their precious time could be better spent than in
adorning the body merely to * keep up appearances,”
or to please the other sex; —to look this matter of
dress fair in the face, and let reason and common
sense guide, instead of Fashion?

The “‘ Americhn ladies are in advance of those on
the other side of the ‘big pond,’ are they? If gquan-
faity and going to extremes is to decide, they are; but
it’s an advance backward, and nothing to be proud of,
I opine, and is carrying them far behind the age,

But ‘“‘newspaperdom ‘is not the path to this fleld
of reform.” Why not in this as well as in other
reforms? Is not ‘‘newspaperdom " the most power-
ful engine for good or evil? * Newspaperdom " has
done more than any one thing to make woman the
glave of fashion and folly. Then why not nndo what it
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has done In the same way? How long is it since the
proprietor of one of our most popular ladies’ maga-
zines was lamenting over this state of folly in society,
that he, as much if net more than any one else, has
been the means of producing; calling on the wealthy
and influential to come to the rescue and stop the

tide of sin and folly? ’'Tis the sanction given to |
fashion, no matter how unhealthy, unbecoming, or |
ridiculous, in such magazines, that has bound woman | |
to this Juggernaut of civilization, destroying thou- |:
sands on thousands of the mothers and children of |

christendom. And still woman yields to the inhuman
and unrighteous demand, sacrificing body and soul
to ‘‘keep up appearances.” If, perchance, a man in
the “‘follness of his heart” speaks out against this
evil, like the editor of the Rural, for instance, and
one of the ‘‘dear little creatures” comes to the
defence with ‘‘ true feminine grit,” he at ence yields
the greund, though knowing that he is in the right,
and hands the subject over to the ladies. He does
not ‘‘consider himself competent to judge in this
matter,” though common sense is only needed to
form judgment, and takes for his motto, *Never
don't do nothin’ which it ien't your fort.”

“Nothing i8 more capricious than taste.” What
is taste? ' That faculty of discerning beauty, order,
congruity, proportion, symmetry, or whatever con-
stitates excellence.” (Webster.) Is Taste capricious,
or is it Fashion? Ia not true Taste the same in all
ages? Is not that which was really tasteful, beau-
tifal, or appropriate, fifty years ago, the same to-day?

Are not the works of the ancient artists, their sculp- |

ture and painting, as beautiful to-day as when given
fo the world? Do we not judge then by the same
rules, now as then? Let us calmly reflect and see

whether Fashion or Taste is at fault in this. « But |
where does the fanlt originate?” With man? Not|'

all. Man is much to blame for this folly of dress, and

be is not wholly innocent from bowing the kneeto |-
the tyrant; but this does not prove that both are not |

in the wrong. If man solicits the company of that
“little butterfly of a coquette ” at the “ball,” and
the “‘springs,” is it there he seeks a life companion?
Does the man who wishes his home to be the onme
spot on earth aftractive and beautiful above all
others, — where he can have rest and repose from
the toils, strifes and turmoils of life. —a heaven.
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where all the highest and holiest affections of the
heart may be planted, and nourished, and grow, and
blossom, in an atmosphere of purity and love, —
maising him higher and higher in the scale of exist-
ence, moral, intellectusl and social, — does such s
man choose the “little butterfly of fashion” made
““radiantly beautiful by silks and laces " to share his
love, his heart, his home? If he does, he soon finds
that he has made's mistake which time will render
more snd more apparent to the end of life.

But there i8 8 principle, & rule, at the boltom of this
subject of dress, by which we can arrive at a true
standard of beaaty, and to this foundation we must
come for a true solution of the problem. For what
parpese is dress? For protection, for comfort, for
ornament. In & word, for use and besuty. First,
w#ility, then beauty. We must notsacrifice the usefal

to the beautiful. Can a thing be beautiful that does
not possess adaptation and fitness for what it was
designed? Does the dress worn by civilized women
answer to these? No. No one will, I am sare, say
that & woman ‘‘fashionably dressed ” is comfortably
clad, or that she is sufficiently protected from the
cold winds of winter, notwithstanding she may have
double the amount around her necessary for that
purpose, if properly disposed and fitted; and in
summer, they are ‘roasted alive” in their endeavor
to ‘“‘keep up appearances; thus, unnecesearily ex-
pending the vitality of the system in carrying the
extra “‘load.” It is not comfortable, for it does not
give ease and freedom of motion. She cannot work
or walk with ease or comfort.

Is it healthful? Let us see. To the healthful
action of the human organism, every organ and
muscle must perform its functions with perfect ease
and freedom, without obstruction of any kind. The
blood must circulate through every part, carrying
life and noyrishment to every organ, muscle, tissue, |
and nerve. Do the corsets and whalebones, as now
worn, leave every organ free to act in a healthful
manner, and the blood to flow unobstructed on its
life giving mission? Let the heart and lungs, con-
fined within half the space designed, the viscera
crowded from its natural position, weakened mus-
cles, and blood forced in unnatural quantities to

side, head, and the untold misery that woman suffers
for the sake of ‘ keeping up appearances.” Let
these all speak with their thousard tongues, and who
would heed them? Not they whose ‘“silks and lacea”
are the price paid to the inventors of these infernal
machines of torture,—ever inventing something new
and more destructive to health, happiness and life.

Is it beantiful? No. A thing of beauty is a joy
forever.” Beauty is something that does not change
its shape or color with every new moon. A painting
that was beautiful a thousand years ago, would be
to-day, and will be a thousand years hence, if canvass
and colors are unchanged. How does the huge bon-
nets of twenty years ago compare with that ‘little
love of & bonnet” worn last year; and the narrow
ekirts of years agone, with the ample folds expanded
with crinoline. Both were ‘ beautifal” in their day,
and “just the thing” to ‘““set off” and highten
woman's charms, and gain the admiration of men.
If the narrow skirts, ‘‘mutton-leg " sleeves, and large
bonnets were beautiful then, they are still; for beaunty
[s unchangeable, ,

But I have written more than I intended, and will
leave the subject for others more competent, and
who may think that ‘‘newspaperdom " {s one of the
paths leading to this much needed reform,

Whitney's Point, Broome Oo., N Y., 1841. CLARrA.

May 25", 1861
WOMAN’S DRESS.

A HEALTHY dress permits every organ in the body
to perform its functions untrammeled. The fashion-

| able style does not allow this free action of the vital
| parts, and hence the present feeble, crippled condi-
| tion of the women of America. This evil, together

with other physiological errors, is doing mueh to
shorten the lives of our women and compromise the
health and life of the whole American race. To
avert these sad results, and to improve the health of
our women generally, it is proposed that the follow-
ing style of dress be adopted. This dress has been
worn by the writer nearly nine years, and she is
happy to say that it has saved her from a consump-
tive’s grave, to which she was slowly but surely

particular organs, speak, and echoed by pains in the
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The waist should be several inches longer than the
body, a little shorter than the present fashion, and
fall in front, that the chest may enjoy the freest
action. The bands of the skirt should be much
larger than the body, buttons te be placed on the
band of the inside skirt, just as they are on a gentle-
man’s pants for suspenders, and the same elastic
suspenders worn, crossing behind. Make button-
holes in the bands of the ‘other skirts to correspond
with the buttons on the inside skirt, and button on;
thus one pair of suspenders will carry three or more
skirts. This style of dress is attended by no discom-
fort to the wearer, and allows full action to every
organ of the body. At the same it is sufficiently
fashionable to escape observation. Of coulse corsets
should never be worn. And with the skirt supported
as above described, there is no apology for wearing
tham,

Whalebones have no - business in a woman's dress.
They spoil all the beauty of outline which Powers
and other great artists have found in the natural
woman. They interfere not less with that peculiar
undulating action of the chest and abdomen which
results from the normal action of the thoracic and
abdominal viscera. And if the waist be short and
loose, as advised above, there will be no need of
whalebones to keep it down. God knew what he
was doing when he made the human body, and made
it just right in every way; and we cannot alter its
shape without destroying its beautiful symmetry, and
causing disease and premature death.— Lewis’ New
Gymnastics.

.
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June 17, 1861
HOW LADIES SHOULD DRESS.

A8 you look from your window, in Yaris, observe
the first fifty women who paes; forty have noses
depressed in the middle, a small quantity of dark
hair, and a swarthy complexion, but then, what &
toilet! Not only snitable for the season, hut tha age
and complexion of the wearer. How neat the feet
-and hands! How well the clothes are put on, and
more than all, how well they suit each other!

Before English women can dress perfectly, they
must have the taste of the French, especially in
color. One reason why we see colors ill-arranged in
England is, that the different articles are purchased
each for its own imagined virtues and without any
thought of what is to be worn with it. Women,
while shopping, buy what pleases their eye on the
counter, forgetting what they have at home. That
parasol iz pretty, bot it will kill, by its eolor, one
dress in the buyer’s wardrobe, and be unsuitable for
the others. To be magnificently dressed costs money;
but to be dressed with taste is not expensive. It re-
quires good taste, knowledge and refinement. Never
buy an article umnless it is suitable to your age, habit,
style, and rest of your wardrobe. Nothing is more
vulgar than to wear costly trimming with a common
delaine, or cheap lace with expensive brocades.

What colors, it may be asked, go best together?
Green with violet; gold with dark crimson or lilac;
pale blue with scarlet; pink with black or white; and
gray with scarlet or pink. A cold eolor generally
requires a warm tint to give life to it. Gray and pale
blue, for instance, do not combine well, both being
cold colors. White and black are safe wear, but the
latter is not favorable to dark or pale complexions.
Pink 18, to some skins, the most becoming; not,
however, if there is much color in the cheeks and
lips, and if there be even a suspicion of red in either
halr or complexion. Peach color, is perhaps, one of
the most elegant colors worn. Maize is very becom-
ing, particularly to persons with dark hair and eyes.
But whatever the colers or material of the entire
dress, the details are all in all; the lace around the
bosom and sleeves, the flowers—in fact, all that fur-
nishes the drese. If trimmed with black lace, some
of the same should be worn on the head, and flowers
which are worn in the hair shounld decorate the dress.
— All the Year Round.
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June 22" 1861

[Written for Moore's Rural New-Yorker.]
“DRESS AND OVERDRESS.” - AGAIN,

Bi¥cE my childhood I have been taught to rever-
ence age, and give particnlar heed to advice given
by people older than myself, especially that pertain-
ing to good morals and manners. I have read the
article written by ‘“ A. M. P.,” of Fayetteville, several
times trying in vain to find something that would
apply to sensible persons in regard to dress.

In the first place, she says her opinion is well
worth havipg, because she is ‘“a regular blue stock-
ing,” not caring a fig what she wears, nor how it is
pnt on.” It is something I have yet to learn, if
ladies, calling themselves authoresses and writers,
deem it necessary to their profession to sppear ‘‘in
an old and faded wrapper,” ‘‘slip-shod slippers, a
rumpled collar,” or present inky fingers to visitors.
Did “A. M, P.” ever hear of the tidiness and taste of
HaxNaH MorEe, —the perfect order existing even
upon the writing table of Mrs. HemaNs,—or of CHAR-
LoTTE Brountk, who could not write even a word unlil
the chairs were properly dusted and in their places?
WorpswoRTH says, ‘it is not gemius that makes
some writers disurderly in their personal and domes-
tic relatiens, but the lack of genius.” But then she
“ don’t intend to marry, and so don’t trouble” herself
““to inguire about the whims of these lords of crea-
tion!” A heppy ides, indeed, for damsels of an
uncertain age to make a * virtue of necessity!"”

The name ¢ gentlomen,” when applied to those
persons that “ A. M. P.” has been in the habit of
associating with, T think & misnomer, and that puppies
would be more expressive of the things themselves.
Who ever heard a gentleman tell so absurd a false-
hood, as to ‘ pronounce your hair the loveliest shade
of auburn,” when yot knew it to ba * fiery red”? Or
that your eyes were ““a most charming blue,” when
in fact they were the ‘‘ ugliest sort of gray "t And
who ever heard of a lady silly enongh to believe it?
1 am happy to know there are noble, true-minded
men, worthy the respect and affection, if needs be,
of sensible women. Again, instead of the ‘ highly
goiled silk” for afternoon costume, we, farmer’s
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daughters, modestly attire ourselves in nest-filing
delaines in winter, and plain muslin in summer; not
for the unmaidenly purpose of catching a beau, but
to please the parents and brothers of the household.
Should we, perchance, go & trip on the cars to visit
our city or country friends, we surely would not
adopt the style of & Southiern dowdy, or the frequenter
of the opera; but a plain traveling suit for the pur-

po:lo not wish to be unjust to the Fayetteville cor-
respondent, but when people assume the prinlege of
instructing, they should endeavor to say something
worthy of themselves and those whom they try to
teach. To my young lady friends, I would say, let
us dress economically and with taste as becomes our
means, not gaudily or ** perfectly bewitchingly,” but
“with shame - facedness and sobriety, not with
broidered hair, or gold, or pearls, or costly array;
but as becometh women professing godliness, with
good works.’ E. K.
Lysander, Onon. Co., N. Y., 1861
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June 29", 1861

[Written for Moore's Rural New-Yorker.)
DRESS IN THE HOME CIRCLE.

Mermings I see something very like a frown gath-
ering on your brow, Mr, Editor, after a glance at my
caption. You think there has been enough said upon
this topic, and you wish you need not be troubled
with any more articles referring to it, to be looked
over, perbaps rejected; but remember it is an impor-
tant theme,—one that concerns ‘‘us girls,” — one
that will bear considerable discussion.

It has struck me, in all the articles I have read on
dress in your excellent paper, that something more
particular should be written about the apparel
adopted by ladies at home. Many seem to think it
makes but little difference what is worn when they
are with their own families, and without a proba-
bility of seeing company. * Of course,” they say, ““I
should not thiok of dressing in this way if there were
8 possibility of seeing any one except members of
our own family, but I do not care for them,— they

will not even notice my dress.” Yery true, perhaps
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not, for tho reuon that they are accustomed to see-
ing you in such style, and do not expect anything
different. But some morning put on & pretty, clean
wrapper,—one that you would not be ashamed of
before company,— make yourself appear as tidy as
possible, and see if you will not attract attention and
praise for improved appearance. You will, at least,
gain your own self-respect.

Bome may remark: ‘I cannot dress as I would, I
have so much dirty work to perform, and I must
dress according to my business. Cannot you do
something to improve your often untidy and repul-
sive appearance, and at the same time work just as
easily and quickly? Your clothes can at least be
whole, and clean,— always strive to have them so.
Then put on a neat linen collar, (your work will not
affect that unless you are ‘‘up to your ears in busi-
ness,”) sud never leave your room in the morning
without carefully arranging and smoothing your
usually disordered hair. Do you think this is taking
too much trouble for the sake of looking well at
home, where you are seen only by your nearest
friends? And why not take the trouble for them;
they will surely appreciate it, and should you not do
your part to render home pleasant and attractive?

It is sometimes the case that those who are most
fastidious about dress when in society, are the most
careless when alone. Have you a friend whom you
consider faultless in her taste? Call at some unsea-
sonable hour when you will be the least expected,
and you may be undeceived, by finding her in a suit
not quite 8o becoming to her form and complexion
as you anticipated.

T hope, and doubt not, there are many who can be
classed as exceptions to these remarks, but to those
to whom they do apply, I wonld say that they are
directed in kindness, and with the hope that they
may cause them to reform their careless habits ere
they are fixed upon them, and rendered difficult to

change, Fraxces F,
New York, June, 1561,







