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FROM THE EDITORõS 

DESK  
Dear Readers, 

     It is hard to believe that this is the last issue of the 

Trumpet Call for 2011.  We have seen amazing things this, 

our first year and the Lord has taught us so much.  We hope 

you were all blessed and informed by the articles we 

published.   

     In this issue you will see how government authority is 

trying to regulate how Christians are to pray.  There is a 

wonderful article from a contributing Pastor, Don Lamb of 

Life Gate Church in Elizabethtown, PA that we recommend 

you read.  Also, we have an informative article about the 

other Paul Revere.  As usual Doug Anderson has presented 

a thought provoking article in our Biblical World View 

section. 

     We anticipate many exciting things next year and hope 

you will continue to join us as we seek to restore America 

to her God-given destiny based on righteousness, virtue and 

liberty. 

Charlotte Findley 

                             Editor in Chief 
 

 

The Trumpet Call Staff  
Editor-in Chief: Charlotte Findley  

Editor: LaToya Thompson 

Assistant Editor: Douglas Anderson 

Advertising: Richard Fappiano 

Copy Editor: Sonia Thompson 

 
 

All Biblical quotes 

are from the King 

James Bible unless 

stated otherwise. 
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FRONT COVER 

The front cover is of the Arlington 

National Cemetery in the fall.  Since 

November 11
th
 is Veteranôs Day, we at 

ARM  wish to acknowledge the sacrifice 

of all those who have fought to preserve 

our freedom ï thank you.  
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ñThe fundamental 

basis of this nationôs 

laws was given to 

Moses on the Mount.  

The fundamental 

basis of our Bill of 

Rights comes from 

the teachings we get 

from Exodus and St. 

Matthew, from Isaiah 

and St. Paul.  I donôt 

think we emphasize 

that enough these 

days.  If we donôt 

have a proper 

fundamental moral 

background, we will 

finally end up with a 

totalitarian 

government which 

does not believe in 

rights for anybody 

except the State!ò ï 

Harry S. Truman, 

President of the 

United States 

 

 is now favored as of last May by 

a 53% to 45% margin.  Godôs 

word has a different standard 

regarding the morality of  the 

homosexual lifestyle. 

     This past month also saw the 

group B4U-Act, a Maryland 

recognized 501(c)(3) organization 

advocating a new definition of 

pedophilia in the Diagnostic and 

Statistical Manual of Mental 

Disorders (DSM) of the 

 American Psychiatric 

Association, in a manner that 

would ultimately decriminalize 

pedophilia.  Their efforts reflect a 

militant homosexual groupôs 

motto, ñsex before eight or itôs 

too late.ò Godôs word has a 

different standard regarding 

the issue of adult sex with small, 

under-aged children. 

     We are experiencing the 

effects spoken of in Judges 21:15: 

ñIn those days, every man did 

that which was right in his own 

eyes.ò America is merely 

ñreapingò what she has sown, a 

consequence Godôs word 

repeatedly warns us about (see 

Galatians 6:7).  A gradual, yet 

large-scale rejection of God and 

His standards for this nation has 

led to a poor substitute for 

morality: manôs whims of right 

and wrong.  Everyday headlines 

blare forth more evidence of 

wide-spread rebellion against 

Godôs standards of righteousness.  

What was once considered 

sacred, such as the institution of 

marriage and the importance of 

protecting innocent children, is 

now brazenly twisted toward that 

which was once considered 

perverted.   

     The former gradual rejection 

of God has now become a blatant, 

run-away mutiny of Godly values 

and absolute truth under the 

misguided belief that man knows 

better.  Predictably, this rebellion 

against Godôs standards has been 

coupled with an all-out assault to 

push anything related to God 

from the public square into a 

secret closet where no one can be 

affected by Godliness and virtue. 

     America stands alone among 

the nations of the modern world 

that intentionally chose God as 

Lord when it established its 

government.  Not since ancient 

Israel, whom God chose, has a 

nation intentionally established 

its government on the foundation 

of God.  Americaôs Declaration 

of Independence clearly 

announced to the world that it 

was breaking free from the 

bondages of English tyranny, and 

placing its firm reliance upon 

Divine Providence. They trusted 

that God would deliver them for 

they were a people under God.  

This truth later became enshrined 

in the phrase, ñOne nation under 

God,ò for the founders 

recognized the Biblical truth, set 

forth in Psalm 33:12: óBlessed is 

the nation whose God is the 

Lord; . . . .ò 

     Over time, having reaped 

Godôs promised blessings in the 

form of great prosperity and 

freedom, America gradually 

began to rely more on manôs 

reasoning and less on God.  Her 

standards of righteousness began 

to diminish and the clarity 

between right and wrong grew 

dim.   

     It is not surprising that a 

nation that has been pushing God 

aside over the last few decades, 

now struggles with 

understanding right from wrong.  

Todayôs headlines bear this out.  

During his August 2011 visit to 

China, our own Vice President, 

Joe Biden  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

declared to the Chinese that ñI 

fully understand ï Iôm not 

second-guessing (your policy) of 

one child per family.ò  Our 

second highest-ranking political 

leader has no problem with a 

Chinese government that forcibly 

sterilizes its people and compels 

the forced murder of innocent 

babies in the name of population 

control and reducing national 

debt.   Godôs word has a 

diff erent standard regarding 

the killing of innocent babies. 

     Homosexual activists have 

intimidated opinion in this nation 

so much that anyone who dares 

to disagree with their agenda is 

quickly smeared with the labels 

of bigot, homophobe or 

ñintolerant fundamentalist.ò  

While placing Christians on the 

defensive, they have forced their 

morality on everyone else.  

     This past summer, California 

Governor Brown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

signed into law a bill mandating 

its public schools promote the 

gay and lesbian lifestyle in 

classroom instruction and 

requiring that they teach students 

about the contributions lesbian, 

gay, and transgender Americans 

have made to this nation.  Same- 

sex marriage 

which 

Americans 

opposed as 

recently as 

1996 by a 

margin of 

68% to 27% 

Itõs Time America Returns to God 

Biblical World View 

By 

Doug Anderson 

President 

America Reclaimed 

Ministries 
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Vice President Joe Biden in China 
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ñFreedom is the 

natural condition of 

the human race, in 

which the Almighty 

intended men to live.  

Those who fight the 

purpose of the 

Almighty will not 

succeed.  They 

always have been, 

they always will be, 

beaten.ò ï President 

Abraham Lincoln  

 

slavery, much earlier than nearly 

any other nation on earth, and did 

so as a moral issue that could not 

endure given our choice of God.  

In many parts of the world today, 

slavery continues to exist.  In 

other parts of the world, where 

slavery gradually subsided, it did 

so for practical reasons, rather 

than moral imperatives. 

     A current deception being 

taught in our public schools, in our 

universities, in our media outlets, 

courts of justice, and everywhere 

you look states that we must be 

neutral toward God.  That is a lie 

divergent to what the Bible 

teaches.  We either choose Godôs 

way, and there is only one, true, 

living God, or we choose the 

devilôs ways.  Thus, if we claim to 

merely be a secular, non-faith 

nation, we are following the god 

of manôs reasoning.  We claim 

that man knows best and manôs 

so-called wisdom becomes our 

god and our false standard of right 

and wrong. 

     Yet contrary to popular belief, 

secularism is a very intolerant 

god that demands public 

removal of the one, true, God; 

hence, the numerous efforts to 

remove God in the public arena.  

Removal of even student-led, 

voluntary prayer in schools, 

restrictions on legislative prayers 

in Jesus name, removal of Ten 

Commandment displays,  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bible reading, and a host of other 

efforts to push God aside are 

nothing more than reflections of a 

society bowing down to the 

dictates of secularism.  Donôt kid 

yourself: secularism is a false 

god and itôs a very intolerant 

one.  

     The latest proof comes from 
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      People today may not want to 

admit it, but one of the timeless 

truths that Godôs word warns us of 

is this: that a nationôs God 

determines its destiny.  If a nation 

chooses to follow the God of 

creation, as America did with the 

Declaration of Independence, that 

nation is protected by God and 

blessed of God.  Our history bears 

out that truth.  But a nation that 

chooses to reject God, will lose 

that blessing and protection of 

the Creator and take a path 

leading to ultimate destruction. 

     Recall this nationôs choice, 

made by elected officials acting in 

their official capacities.  The 

Continental Congress, in 

approving the Declaration of 

Independence made their choice of 

God with these words: 

ñWe, therefore, the 

representatives of the United 

States of America, in 

General Congress 

assembled, appealing to the 

Supreme Judge of the world 
for the rectitude of our 

intentions, . . . ñ (emphasis 

added) 

     This language is critical to 

understand.  Not only did it 

recognize God, but by appealing to 

ñthe Supreme Judge of the world,ò 

they acknowledged that God was 

sovereign over their legislative 

body and of their national 

government.  They acted in a way 

that insured that the truth of Psalm 

33:12 would apply in their favor; 

and indeed it did. 

     When people today cynically 

claim that a move back towards 

God as sovereign would lead us 

into a theocracy much like what 

we see in the Islamic world, they 

are completely overstating the 

case.  They have forgotten our 

history; they have forgotten how 

this nation was birthed.  A quick 

re-reading of our Declaration of 

Independence reveals a nation who 

chose God, yet provided for the 

freedom of other beliefs.  That 

early choice by our founders led to 

the greatest depth and duration of 

freedom and prosperity ever 

witnessed in the history of the 

earth.   

     It even led to this nation 

addressing such morally repugnant 

inconsistencies to freedom such as 

New York City Mayor Bloomberg,  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

who recently announced that 

during the ten year 

commemoration services of the 

9/11 attack, there would be no 

religious leaders asked, or allowed, 

to lead us in prayer and to 

acknowledge our dependence upon 

God.  That is not neutrality 

towards God, it is outright 

rejection of Him.  Americans need 

to wake up to the truth that this 

nation is trying to choose a false 

god to replace the true God that 

our founders gave us and blessed 

us with. 

     God will not be mocked.  We 

will reap what we sow.  If this 

nation continues to show shame 

and embarrassment toward the 

one, true, living God, then He will 

remove His hand of protection and 

blessing.  We are seeing the 

consequences already with debt 

that is now so heavy, we are 

economically crippled.  Our nation 

has quickly retreated from the 

greatest economy on earth to now 

the 5
th
 ranked economy; and the 

slide backwards continues.  

Partisan political rancor is getting 

more severe, unity is shattered, and 

there is no longer a common sense 

of what it means to be an 

American.  

     Our founders were not perfect, 

but then who is? They made 

mistakes, but because they chose 

absolute truth and a righteous 

standard of the one true God, they 

were able to correct their wrongs.  

They saw their mistakes because 

they viewed life through a Biblical 

standard; the only true standard 

for right and wrong.   Rejection 

today of that standard is a grave 

mistake that will eventually 

destroy our nation through lawless 

rebellion that insists on calling 

good ñevilò and evil ñgood.ò  The 

ancient prophet Isaiah gave us 

Continued on page 5 

 

Itõs Time America Returns to God (cont) 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

ñI do not believe 

human society, 

including not merely 

a few persons in any 

state, but whole 

masses of men, ever 

have attained, or 

ever can attain, a 

high state of 

intelligence, virtue, 

security, liberty, or 

happiness without 

the Holy Scriptures; 

even the whole hope 

of human progress 

is suspended on the 

ever-growing 

influence of the 

Bible.ò ï William 

Henry Seward, 

former Governor 

of New York 

(1839-43) and U.S. 

Senator (1849-61) 
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and prosperity.   

     And for those of you who think 

itôs too late, let me remind you of 

the majesty and power of the God 

we serve.  For decades the former 

Soviet Union chose a false god, 

and shook its collective fist at the 

one, true, living God.  Yet God, in 

His discretion, chose to crumble 

their communist empire.  For 

decades the oppressive concrete 

and barbed wire of the Berlin Wall 

blocked freedom and stood for the 

intolerance of secularismôs false 

god.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Godôs perspective on that when he 

said; "Woe to those who call evil 

good, and good evil; who put 

darkness for light and light for 

darkness; who put bitter for sweet 

and sweet for bitter." (Isaiah 5:20) 

 

     Today we have a choice.  We 

can continue to reject Godôs truths 

and seek our own rebellious 

morality, or we can return to the 

God our founders chose.  The 

consequences for the wrong choice 

are real.  William Penn described 

it with blunt clarity: ñMen must be 

governed by God or they will be 

ruled by tyrants.ò 

     We must once again recognize, 

as did our founders, that our 

Creator God is the ñsupreme judge 

of the worldò over man and over 

government. Only His standards of 

righteousness can prevail for this 

nation to be restored to blessing 

Yet the true God, in His discretion, 

chose to remove those concrete 

blocks, and crumble the 

communist empire.  There is no 

false god that can continue to stand 

against the one, true, living God; 

never has and never will. 

     We are not calling for a return 

to an intolerant theocracy as so 

many falsely claim.  We are 

merely calling for a return to 

Americaôs unique heritage 

captured by the poetic and 

enduring words of our Declaration: 

ñWe hold these truths to be self-

evident that all men are created 

equal and are endowed by their 

Creator with certain inalienable 

rights that among them are life, 

liberty, and the pursuit of 

happiness.ò (Emphasis added)  It 

was a declaration of dependence 

upon God! 

 

 

Itõs Time America Returns to God (cont) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     The concept of minute men had existed in American as early as the 17
th
 century and the term first came 

into use in 1759. Every New England town had a group of farmer-soldiers who could muster quickly to 

protect their farms, families and towns from marauding Indians.  When the British invaded the American 

colonies, local towns saw the need to officially recognize the historic concept.   

     Thus, on October 26, 1774, the Provincial Congress of Massachusetts formally  

recognized  the title of ñMinute-menò as a small, but select force of men hand-picked from the local militia 

chosen to be ready to march or fight at a minuteôs notice.  Minute-men were the first to appear and await 

the opening shots of the war at Lexington Green on the morning of April 19, 1775 and later that day led the 

defense of Concord bridge.    

     In its official proclamation of October 26
th
, the Provincial Congress gave the following  

charge to the Minutemen:   

 

 ñYou . . . are placed by Providence in the post of honor, because it  

 is the post of danger. . . The eyes not only of North America and the whole 

British Empire, but of all Europe, are upon you.  Let us be, therefore, altogether 

solicitous that no disorderly behavior, nothing unbecoming our character as 

Americans, as citizens and Christians, be justly chargeable to us.ò 
 

OOOnnn   TTThhhiiisss   DDDaaayyy   iiinnn   PPPrrrooovvviiidddeeennnttt iiiaaalll   HHH iiissstttooorrryyy   

On this day in Providential History 

 

William Penn described it 

with blunt clarity: ñMen 

must be governed by God or 

they will be ruled by 

tyrants.ò 



 

 

Noting that most prayers 

invoked the name of Jesus 

which offended the 

complaining citizen, the 

Hawaii senate chose to 

entirely eliminate the practice 

of daily prayer before 

legislative sessions.  Fear of 

the name of Jesus resulted in 

elimination of a cherished 

religious practice of invoking 

Godôs blessings over a state 

legislative body.  Evidently, 

according to the new self-

appointed prayer police, the 

possible reference to Jesus is 

far more dangerous than the 

lack of Godôs blessing over 

governmentôs activities.     

     Forsythe County, North 

Carolina is another legislative 

body that has incurred the 

wrath of the prayer police.  In 

March, 2007, the ACLU and 

Americans United for 

Separation of Church and 

State (AU) sued the county 

board in federal court on 

behalf of three people because 

the county failed to have a 

prayer policy that 

ñdiscourages or prohibits 

those whom [the board] has 

invited to deliver prayers from 

including references to Jesus 

Christ, or any other sectarian 

deity, as part of their 

prayers.ò  At the time, the 

county had a prayer policy 

that allowed all invited 

persons to lead prayers 

according to the dictates of 

their own conscience.  

According to the ACLU and 

AU lawyers, freedom to pray 

as you wish is bad.  To them, 

nothing will be acceptable 

short of prayer policies that  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Prayer Focus 
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      If there is one First 

Amendment concept most 

Americans have heard about, 

itôs that there is an impregnable 

wall of separation between 

church and state.  It doesnôt 

matter that the phrase is non-

existent within both the First 

Amendment and the 

Constitution.  It doesnôt matter 

that the actual words prohibit 

only an ñestablishment of 

religion,ò and it doesnôt matter 

that the Founders wanted the 

Christian faith to influence 

government and be encouraged 

by government.  Indeed that 

same phrase in the First 

Amendment prohibits Congress 

from interfering with the ñfree 

exerciseò of religion, but we 

tend to forget that part. 

     We are continually 

ñscoldedò when religion enters 

the public arena. Yet, when it 

comes to government 

interfering with the free 

exercise of religion, strict 

separationists become strangely 

silent.  When it comes to 

guarding the religion clauses of 

the Constitution, they tend to 

ignore the ñfree exerciseò 

concept that is to protect us 

from intrusive government 

interference.  The result is a 

judicial ñdouble-whammy:ò a 

system that encourages 

censoring all things Christian, 

while allowing government 

interference into all things 

Christian.   

      Let an eight-year old girl try 

to hand a classmate a pencil 

that says ñJesus Loves Youò at 

an after school function and the 

childós pencils are confiscated 

as if dangerous contraband and 

the child is threatened with 

suspension from school, as 

occurred in a Texas school 

district last year. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  The response is swift and clear 

to enforce their misguided 

notions of a separation of church 

and state.  Yet where are those 

same guardians of the 

Constitution when a legitimate 

threat to ñfree exerciseò is at 

stake; when government 

authorities tell people how to 

pray?   

     In the 1983 Supreme Court 

decision in Marsh v. Chambers, 

our highest Court upheld the 

long-standing practice of 

prayers before legislative bodies 

as being Constitutional.  

However, they failed to clarify 

whether such prayers could be 

ñsectarianò in nature;  specific 

towards a particular deity.  As a 

result, the latest trend in the 

legislative prayer arena is for 

government bodies that invite 

people to pray before their 

meetings, to provide prayer 

guidance, telling people how 

they must pray, and specifically, 

that they are not to pray in Jesus 

name.  Government control over 

prayer is the result.     

     In 2010, one atheist 

complaint and a threatening 

letter from the American Civil 

Liberties Union (ACLU) caused 

the entire Hawaii state senate to 

change their policy on 

legislative prayer.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

By 

Doug Anderson 

President 

America Reclaimed 

Ministries 

 

 

Hawaii State Senate Meeting 

Watch Out!  The Prayer Police May Be After You 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ñThe constitution 

was never meant to 

prevent people from 

praying; its 

declared purpose 

was to protect the 

freedom to pray.ò ï 

President Ronald 

Reagan 

 

Continued on page 7 



  

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

ñI have been driven 

many times to my 

knees by 

overwhelming 

conviction that I had 

absolutely no other 

place to go.ò ï 

President Abraham 

Lincoln 
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actually ñdiscourageò or 

ñprohibitò prayers that 

reference Jesus! 

     Senior Legal Counsel for the 

Alliance Defense Fund (ADF), 

Brett Harvey 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

likened the lawsuitôs purpose to 

excessive government 

interference.  ñIn other words, 

the ACLU and AU are 

advocating censorship. They do 

not wish to allow private 

citizens invited by the board to 

express themselves consistent 

with the dictates of their own 

conscience.ò 

     The federal district court 

that heard the case ruled against 

Forsythe County and barred the 

commissioners from being able 

to open their meetings with 

prayer if that prayer included 

references to a particular deity.  

The court ruled that the long-

standing Christian tradition of 

literally praying in the name of 

Jesus must be censored to 

protect the public.  After a 

county meeting in February, 

2010 that drew roughly 1,000 

residents who urged the 

commissioners to appeal the 

case, the county did so; filing 

an appeal with the 4
th
 Circuit 

Court of Appeals, where the 

case was argued in May of this 

year.   

    ñIn a country whose 

founders opened public 

meetings with prayer, its public 

officials should be able to do 

the same. Nor should they be 

forced to whitewash the prayers 

of those invited to offer them 

simply because secularist 

groups donôt like people 

praying according to their own 

conscience,ò says ADF Allied 

Attorney Mike Johnson. ñWe 

are confident that the 4th 

Circuit will acknowledge our 

nationôs heritage of prayer 

above the unfounded arguments 

to eradicate it.ò 

     Unfortunately, the Fourth 

Circuit Court of Appeals ruled 

2-1 against the Countyôs appeal.  

As this article goes to press, 

Forsyth County has decided to 

appeal the case to the U.S. 

Supreme Court.   

     This case follows a similar 

case in Turner v. The City 

Council of the City of 

Fredericksburg.  The origins of 

the Fredericksburg case go back 

to 2004 when a Fredericksburg 

resident complained to the 

ACLU of Virginia that Rev. 

Hashmel Turner was opening 

Council meetings with a 

Christian prayer. After the 

ACLU intervened, Turner twice 

stopped participating in the 

prayer ceremony, but then asked 

fellow members of the Council 

to adopt a policy permitting 

sectarian prayers. The Council 

instead followed the advice of 

the ACLU and voted to adopt a 

policy requiring that formal 

prayers at its meetings be non-

sectarian.   

     Rev. Turner legally 

challenged the policy in 2006 

but both the U.S. District Court 

in Richmond and the Fourth 

Circuit Court of Appeals 

rejected his case. In January, 

2009, the U.S. Supreme Court 

chose not to hear the case 

leaving the nonsectarian prayer 

policy in place.   

     Such acts of judicial 

censorship are becoming more 

common.  While not a 

legislative prayer case, a U.S. 

District Judge prohibited 

graduation prayers in Medina 

Valley Independent School 

District in Texas with an order 

that was so strict, students were 

forbidden to utter the words 

ñprayerò or ñamen.ò  Judge Fred 

Biery, in essence declared the 

graduation ceremony a ñprayer 

free zone.ò  Though ultimately 

overturned, that decision, and 

others like it around the country 

are now turning legislative 

bodies and school districts into 

prayer police.  No effort or 

expense is spared in order to 

save a poor, innocent atheist 

from the anguish and the 

horror of hearing someone 

pray according to the dictates 

of their own conscience. 

     The initial problem with 

non-sectarian prayer policies 

is defining the criteria of what 

is or is not a ñsectarianò 

prayer.  The concept is 

inherently subjective.  In a 

general sense, non-sectarian 

prayer seems to be that type of 

prayer that can be heard by 

anyone without causing 

offense.  But does ñLord of 

Lordsò or ñKing of Kingsò 

cross the line?  What about, 

ñthe God of our Fathers,ò or 

ñthe One True Living God?ò  

Moreover, the premise that the 

prayer must not cause offense 

is also problematic.  The 

Constitution does not 

guarantee a right not to be 

offended.  Indeed, in a 

pluralistic society, it is 

impossible to not offend 

someone.  Finally, why 

should one personôs subjective 

and unmeasurable ñoffenseò 

meter limit the rights of 

others?  A person need only 

say they are offended and 

there is no way to verify its 

truth.  Even the innocuous 

phrase ñunder Godò in our 

Pledge of Allegiance has 

caused some to be offended.  

Thus any standard that seeks 

to eliminate a prayer that 

might offend guarantees a 

prayer that is so watered down 

that it likely ceases to be a 

prayer at all.  Of course, no 

one even mentions the 

concern that Christians 

might be ñoffendedò when 

they are not allowed to pray 

or hear prayers in the name 

of Jesus.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Watch Out!  The Prayer Police May Be After You (cont.) 
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ñIt is the duty of all 

nations to 

acknowledge the 

providence of 

Almighty God, to 

obey His will, to be 

grateful for 

benefits, and 

humbly to implore 

His protection, aid 

and favors.ò ï 

President George 

Washington 
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name of Jesus.ò They respectfully 

refused to obey the authorities 

over their need to obey God (Acts 

4:19).   When government 

authorities tell any Christian they 

cannot do something in the name 

of Jesus, government has 

overstepped its boundary and 

authority.  Clearly we need to 

pray that the judges and 

legislative bodies handling these 

matters come to their senses and 

stop with such foolishness.  

However, given the ridiculous 

climate of anti-Christian prayers 

we currently find ourselves in, 

perhaps you better look over your 

shoulder before you wish to utter 

those dangerous and offensive 

words, ñin Jesus name.ò  We 

wouldnôt want the prayer police to 

get you.   

 

issue. 

     Yet the greatest concern must 

be with the amount of government 

interference and control over 

individual conscience that is 

required by such prayer policies.  

It places government in the role of 

prayer censors and prayer police in 

a ridiculously blatant violation of 

anyoneôs concept of ñfree 

exerciseò of their religion.  Telling 

someone how to pray, and 

impeding their ability to pray 

according to the dictates of their 

own conscience, is a 

governmental infringement on 

free exercise of religion that is 

fundamentally unconstitutional. 

      It is worth noting the response 

of Peter and John when they were 

told by government authorities in 

Acts 4:18 to stop teaching ñin the 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Evidently, only the opinion of 

non-Christians matter. 

     Secondly, while proponents of 

non-sectarian prayer policies are 

careful to speak in terms of 

prohibiting all types of sectarian 

prayers, a review of the lawsuits 

being brought make it very clear 

that it is only Christian prayers in 

Jesus name that are being targeted.  

The discriminatory impact is 

obvious to anyone involved in this 

 

 

Watch Out!  The Prayer Police May Be After You (cont.) 
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American History 

     It is worth noting that the 

historic ñmidnight rideò of April 18, 

1775 was shared by at least four 

courageous and patriotic 

Americans: one we all know, but 

few of us know the other three.  

Paul Revere we know for his brave 

late night ride through the 

countryside of Massachusetts 

toward Concord to warn Americans 

that the British were coming. His 

ride was immortalized because he 

led the route later taken by the 

British.   After warning Samuel 

Adams and John Hancock in 

Lexington, Revere was joined by 

William Dawes who had ridden to 

the west and then north to meet 

Revere, and by Dr. William 

Prescott.   Once the three were 

united in Lexington they headed 

together to Concord with Dr. 

Prescott the only one of the three  to 

successfully elude capture by the 

British.   The names of Dawes and 

Prescott have faded into history, but 

Paul Revereôs fame was assured 

through a popular poem by Henry 

Wadsworth Longfellow called "Paul 

Revere's Ride."  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     Yet there was one other man 

who warned Americans that night 

who is even less well known since 

the British did not take his route.  

His name?  Wentworth Cheswell, 

(1746-1817) who rode in a different 

direction in order to warn his own 

community in New Market. 

     Both Revere and Cheswell 

were sonôs of immigrants and both 

were sons of tradesmen; Paul the 

son of a silversmith, Wentworth 

the son of a house-wright, or 

home builder.  Both fathers had 

reputations as excellent craftsmen 

in New England.  Paul, the third 

of 12 children, dropped out of 

school when he was only 13 years 

old to learn his fatherôs trade of 

silversmithing.  At the age of 19, 

his father died, and Paul had to 

assume the responsibility of 

providing for the entire family.   

     Cheswell was actually better 

educated, attending a highly 

regarded academy thirty miles 

from home where he studied 

Latin, Greek, swimming, and 

horsemanship, along with the 

standard subjects of reading, 

writing, and arithmetic.  Upon 

returning home after graduation to 

Newmarket, New Hampshire, 

Wentworth accepted the position 

of schoolmaster, and married 17-

year-old Mary Davis of Durham, 

New Hampshire on 13 September 

1767.  Like Paul Revere, he too 

had family responsibility thrust 

upon him at a relatively early age. 

     Yet, for as much as Cheswell 

and Revere had in common, there 

was one thing that was very 

different about their backgrounds:  

Wentworth Cheswell was the 

grandson of a black slave who 

gained his freedom in 1717.  As 

such, Cheswell was a pioneer for 

African Americans and his 

accomplishments are made more 

remarkable by that fact.  It is hard 

to imagine the difficulties he may 

have faced being an African 

American in the largely white 

culture of that era, but it is clear 

he made the most of the 

opportunities he was given.      

     Regardless of any challenges, 

his rise to success can only be 

described as ñmeteoric.ò By age 

21 he had already become a 

landowner, purchasing a 30- acre 

parcel of land from his father.  He 

was a man of strong faith, and the 

importance of church in his life 

was so compelling, that he had 

already become an unfaltering 

member of the local church, 

where he owned a church pew.  

In 1768, at the age of 22, 

Wentworth was elected town 

constable, the first of many 

political offices he was to hold 

throughout his life. In fact, 

every year except one, from 

1768 until 1817 when he died, 

Wentworth Cheswell held some 

local government position, 

including the position of town 

Selectman, equivalent to a city 

Mayor today.  

     Wentworth Cheswell was 

also an ardent patriot, aligning 

himself in 1775 with the 

revolutionary cause, signing a 

document in which he pledged, 

at the risk of both his life and 

property, to take up arms 

against the British. In 1776, his 

hometown of Newmarket 

elected Cheswell as one of five 

men to be their first school 

board members, as well as 

elected him to the Committee of 

Safety.  It was in that capacity, 

that he served as a messenger, 

like Paul Revere and the others, 

to carry news of the British 

invasion back to his community 

on that historic night of April 

18, 1775. 

     Cheswell enlisted in the 

American Army on September 

29, 1777, where he served under 

Colonel John Langdon.  

Langdonôs company of Light 

Horse Volunteers made the 250-

mile march to Saratoga, New 

York, joining with the 

Continental Army to help defeat 

the British at the Battle of 

Saratoga, the first major 

American victory in the 

Revolution.  It proved to be 

Cheswellôs only military 

service, which ended October 

31, 1777.  As was typical in that 

day, he served for only a limited 

time, since his family was 

dependent on him for support. 

     In testament to the high 

regard in which he was held by 

the community, after returning 

from Saratoga, Wentworth was 
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ñShould not the Bible 

regain the place it 

once held as a 

schoolbook?  Its 

morals are pure, its 

examples are 

captivating and noble 

. . . . In no Book is 

there so good 

English, so pure and 

so elegant, and by 

teaching all the same 

they will speak alike, 

and the Bible will 

justly remain the 

standard of language 

as well as of faith.ò  -

- Fisher Ames, U.S. 

Congressman of the 

First Session of 

Congress who 

suggested the 

wording of the First 

Amendment 

 

 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/September_13
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1767


elected to the convention to draft 

New Hampshireôs first constitution!  

Unfortunately, he was unable to 

attend.  Nonetheless, Mr. Cheswell 

served his community admirably, 

staying active in the political, 

business, religious, and educational 

affairs of his local community 

throughout his life.   

     Indeed, Cheswellôs life reads like 

that of a modern renaissance man.  

He ran a local store, served as a 

teacher, held offices as city auditor, 

town coroner and town assessor, 

town moderator where he presided 

over town meetings, justice of the 

peace, and even became the first 

archeologist in the state of New 

Hampshire! His compilation of 

Newmarket town history still resides 

at the Dimond Library Special 

Collections Department at the 

University of New Hampshire. The 

Rev. Jeremy Belknap, author and 

compiler of the three-volume 

 

  

Did You Know . . . 
 

     In the mid 1700s a young man, who had previously failed in business, and with meager 

financial support, went to apply to a panel of bar examiners in hopes of obtaining his law 

license and become a lawyer.  Due to obligations as a young father and husband, and having 

insufficient funds to engage in formal law studies, he chose to study for his law exam on his 

own.  The panel who would examine him was an impressive group, consisting of George 

Wythe, who was the first law professor in America, John and Peyton Randolph, who both later 

served as Virginiaôs attorney general, and Robert Carter Nicholas.  Each of those four 

gentlemen lawyers served in Virginiaôs House of Burgesses and held a great degree of wealth 

and influence.   

     After the young man appeared before the board that would examine him, having ridden 50 

miles on horseback to Williamsburg, they were extremely reluctant to proceed with the 

examination.  The studentôs appearance was rough and coarse, hardly appropriate for a 

potential lawyer.  His disheveled condition made him look like he was unsuitable and 

unprepared.  The board did not want to waste their time with an examination they felt he  was 

sure to fail.  In fact, John Randolph was so put off by the young manôs country clothes and 

unsatisfactory appearance; he initially refused to examine the man at all.  He only agreed, with 

great reluctance, to quiz him when he learned that his colleagues had already done so and 

approved him!  So with great skepticism, he began questioning the young man as to the various 

points of law.  As he did so, Randolph was amazed at how well the man did, especially his 

articulation of his points.  Randolph was the final board member to approve the young man, 

admitting to the young man: ñI will never trust to appearances again.  . . . if your industry be 

only half equal to your genius I augur that you will do well, and become an ornament and an 

honor to your profession.ò  Randolphôs words proved true, for the young man he was speaking 

to was Patrick Henry,  who not only became Virginiaôs governor, but one of the leading 

patriots during Americaôs war for independence.   
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ñHistory of New Hampshire 

(1784-1792),ò acknowledged 

that much of the information he 

gleaned came from Wentworth 

Cheswell.  

     As if all that were not enough, 

in 1801, Cheswell, along with a 

group of like-minded 

philanthropists, established the 

Newmarket Social Library, the 

first library in that township.  

     On March 8, 1817, 

Wentworth Cheswell died,  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Inspirational Life of Wentworth Cheswell (cont.) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 ñWe have this day 

restored the 

Soveriegn to Whom 

all men ought to be 

obedient.  He reigns 

in heaven and from 

the rising to the 

setting of the sun, let 

His kingdom 

come.òðSamuel 

Adams upon the 

signing of the 

Declaration of 

Independence 

 

and with his passing, much of the 

vibrancy of an entire community 

of Newmarket New Hampshire 

died with him. Mr. Cheswellôs 

accomplishments were many and 

varied.  Yet, as the grandson of a 

black slave, Wentworth Cheswell 

became the first African 

American property owner in the 

history of New Hampshire;  the 

first African American to be 

elected to public office, and the 

first African American to be 

selected as a state delegate to the 

New Hampshire Constitutional 

Convention.  His entire life was 

about breaking barriers; allowing 

God, not man, to direct his steps.  

As a result, with Christ as His 

Lord, Wentworth Cheswell 

produced an abundant and 

fruitful life for many generations 

to aspire to.  He is another 

example of what we all can do 

through Christ. 

 


