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o e iABSTRAcT - ‘ o .

- " HETERODOXY TN MASSACHUSETTS =~ ' . . . »

° . L - _ " by Ronald Leviteky -

¢ : N . 'y [

f[n Qr‘ghogg_lg in M_&;gédotluseetjg, Perry Niller asserts . o
that, from 16301650, the “‘oflgrgy and magistrates of ‘
Massachusetts Bay worked 1n ﬁﬁz/vnony to secure 'feligious Co

" orthodoxy within the colony. Miller' s evid.ence is based T
1argely upon the “1ea.rned“ minds of New England,--that of the
clergy and. magistratés themselves--e.nd therefore, 18 L e
J - somewhat suspeot. < . ¥ - L l‘
Aaﬂ, . | . \ This thesis: attempts to mod.ify m116r's assertion. - |
‘2‘« - Although many of the ecolesiastical and civil suthorities ._,
oo ;ubliély;démandeci ;orthodoxy, there was a 'de facto’aooeptance ~'
' ' - of dissant g8 long as this dissent posed no overt threat t:o
. ‘ the reiigious or p011t10a1 structure of the "colony. - civil '
| ( " and eoclesiastiocal re*cords “tend to aupport the contention _
' that there was, in fact, a great deal of -religious heterodoxy
o : “within tha rirst generation of the Massachusetts Bay Colony.

= ‘ \
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- galls, 1if not perhapa, on the Arbells with their

- . INi'mwcnon S
i;;r the old phraae, "mind over natter " rings at all .
true, then certainly Perry Miller has straddled the-New

England mind over seventeenth century Anerioan hls'boriog- .

13

“raphy. In Orthodoxy in naeaachuaetts a precursor of the
. monumental New England m.gd and a olaaaia in 1ts own right

m,ller ‘demonstrates Haasachusetta' lay and spiritual '
loaderahip grappling suconafully not only with thé old '

" Puritan dilemma--how to be in thu world, yet, not of 1t--

8 Word. To be

successful, Winthrop and his ‘colieagues had to tr:'un their

o

“aﬂeotionate“ goodbye to England, then oertainly when Qoy
1aunohed their own ship of staté in llauaohueetta- Bay.

Although Oongregationalimey d.taownod separatism;
a.lthough opponents of arbit government they wished to ’

. rule without vritten ooditication, although Protestants, thoy

would entrust biblical 1nterpretatlon not to the 1ayman, but
to the minisgter. lu.ller g8 interpretation of this first

. generation 1s the story of the vlotory of church over ioot--a

victory which succeeded in the colony only after it had been
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won in “the miixds of the political and rbligicms leadership- of

Massachusetts. Bay. - . , ‘ | |
‘There is & sharp distinotion batween the concept of

+

. / '
church and sect: - S e , .

, The church type, as Troeltsch put 1t, is mobile
* and adaptive; it 1g dominated by the world because
.« it wishes to dominate the world. 'A ochurch tries.
Q \ to organize the forses of society on whatever level
they are found and to control them for 1ts own ‘
stated ends--which have been.for the most part,
individual salvation.' ,
The sect, on the other hand, is radiscal 1in its .
_ stress on voluntary membership and perfection. It
" tends, to withdraw from' the world for fear of -,
- contamination. It rejects sompromise. . . . _The
typloal ‘sect prefers.isolation to oompromiae.l

“Although the Congregational leacll'ers who were to’
aettle New England vehemently denied thdt they wished to
geparate from Englangl; Miller reveals that much of their

thinking wasg, and remained, Separati—s—t. Each wag a dev\out'
o Puritan, and %, . . the l?uritan was sure he had an u'nansw;r-
a.blo'cq.‘ua;'; Af hie sause was God's, then his opponent must .
be Antlchrist.? As Congregationalists, they believed that
' - vol'um':ary oonsoclation of members in individual oongregati.oha . “ .
was the proper form of church go‘yernnient, indeed, the.only '
form allowed by the Bible. . o . -
T Yet, these men d4id not take the radical, though\\ :

logical, step of the Separatist; they did not physieally

e . .
‘ : 1Ernst Troeltsch, olal Teaching of the 1
, _ﬁ%g!;_e_q, quoted by Thomas Hoult, ) iolo )
, ork: Dryden Press, 1958), p. 78. ,
. 2 ’ ;

Perry Miller, rtﬁodo n Mas ' ﬁ stts
5dlouooator, Mass.: Peter S?IEIE, %535;, p? 25.
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withdraw from the unregenerate. That, ng.ller asserts, would
: - . N \ - : [
have been politicel suloide.l Instead, a spiritual compro-
mise was made: . - S .

)

It the good Christians of a parish came to service
voluntarily, they oould “then disregard the
unregenerite wvho were constrained to be present,
and assume that thgy alone were assembllng to.
oovenant with God. »

In settling New England, the‘maglstrates ‘and’ elders

establ:lshod the congrogational Way by con thia ability -
to adapt. When nlsﬁ‘m was -8leoted ministet: Charlestown, -
Winthrop wrote that the eleotion did not. intend Wilson to 8
- renidunce theﬂ:inistry he reoe:l.ved in England.s‘ VYoluntary
support>for the ministor, a svallient feature of'-non-SQparatlst‘-
Gongregatloqgism, ‘Y“ soon eitohanged for publioc sﬁpport'; at

6 first Court of Asslstants, ". . . the first - thing
propounded i1s, how the ministers shall be maintained, ¥ and a ' é ‘ L
‘house was ordered built at publio charge, for ur. ulaon.4
The rirut General Court after the Synod of 1637 ordered that
those 'ho 414 not voluntarily contribute to the churches
R, . shalboe oompelled there'to by aasossmonL ‘and distress
to boe levied by the eonatablo, or other offieer of tho “'“

4

to'ne, ® ' L] “

-

v

? 1uzner, Orthodoxy, p. §9. © %Ibad., p. 87,
S01ted in J. B. Felt, gcoleeig;tical ‘History of ¥§w
%%?;_I(e volp. ; ‘Boston: Oongrega on rary Assoclation,
» I, p. 141, . . h S
2 4R1ohara F‘rothlngham Ir., History of Gharlestom,
Il ggchug t (Bonton: ‘Charles C. Little and James Brown,
» p. .
. | ‘ .
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' of the maglstrates ‘and the majority of the established
RN olmrcahes.5 In 1646 the General Court made 1t nlegal to
: V disturb the order of the ohurohes " .. by open relgounoing

Nothing more strikingly signaslizes the transformation
of the English heterodoxy into the New England

orthodoxy, than this oompleto raversal of the origlnal
posltion.l an

T Laws were esta‘bl:l.shed against a.bsenting oneaelf from church
meetlnéa.z No group ocould form a oh@h/\ithout the approval

thelr church estate, or their _ministery, or othT ordlns.noes

" dlspensed ny®. . .. «% In 1655 1t dsoreed that no orie,
would be allowed to preaoh without the consent of the elders
or the four olosost ohurohee or of 'l;he County Court. S A year
later only men who were orthodox ... 'oono“er"xllnge the mayne
_points of Xstlan religion . . . gould. serve as «.'leptﬂ:a.es.6

And,  of course,: tha vhole political struoture wag based upon

' a franchise limlted to ohuroh mémbers.

Exemplirying l‘roelteoh's oomment the leaders of
Massachusetts were thus oompromlslng with the world in order

[

1u11ler, Orthodoxy; p. 266..
20.3., law of March 4, 1834/5; cr. Nath&nlel

Shurtlerr rds of the Govornor and of the
‘ uset England (5 VOIB-. Boston:

th o Nasa : 853-54), I, p. 140.

Hereatter reren'ed to as !gg 30_135’ getts Bay Records. -
S,

law or March 3, 1634/5; Ibid., p. 168.
41&1 of Novomber 4, 1646; Ibid., II, p. 178.

* law of May 18, 1683; Ibsd., T, Pt. 1, p. 122,

lsla! of October 1’7 1854; Ib;g., III, p. 35'?“




' squelch the ralsing of tobaco

' Endgoott who cut down the maypole at. Merry Mount (ohanging

that they might dominate 1t and establish their oity on a

 ni1l One further éxample may be ngted in the career of John
Endecott. As govornor of the settlemént at Salem, this stefn

Pni'itan was 1nstrumenta.1 in 1nst1tut1ng the first
Congregational ohuroh in the colony. When he sent home the
1nr1uential Browns, for gathering 1nto a service and reading

1ng chastised by Graddook,
L

from thq ‘Book of Common Prayer, he
according to Miller, for hie lagkfof tact.

being injuriods to health
and morals), his attempt to do 80, was resisted by the
original colonists, whose appeal to the Court of Assistants

in Engl}s.nd was upheld, the monetary proi‘:l.‘l;-mnotecl.2 It was

the name to Mount Dagon) 1n punishing the pesky Thomas
Morton. But Morton was not the King of England, and when, i

‘his zeal Endecott publioly cut the “popish* cross of Saint

George from the English flag, he was reproved by the Genei'al

Court and denied office for one. year. Protesting the court's’

treatment or his friend, Roger Williams, Endecott vas
ocomnltted. Released after m]_._g_g_@_g_i_xg he rollowed*!linthrop

as the dominant executive of‘the oolony and never again’ = .

'embarraased the government of naﬂaachusetts Bay, except,

1

perhaps, in his zealous punishment of the_QuaEeré. oy,

lutlier, orthodoxy, p. 133.

2811' Leslle Step&en and Sir Sidney Lee , %otiom of
1

. Nat! 'o Blo From the 1ieat Times to
- 22 vo%s. R q%o% University Press, I§ﬁ.$, VI, p. 785.
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‘Under or&ors_ to
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i ) (‘ . 6 .
like l{orton, wqre unlikely to threatén Magsachusetts
‘politlcally or militarily. S . i
- / What Endecott had at tirst, failed to undorstand was . ‘
) thg\ preoarlous poslt:lon of the new sett:l.ement. 11nthrop agd T
h:.s fellow Assis /tants had to fear the arbitrary pover of. I ' W

Charles I and Laud, as well as dealing w:l.th the powerful 81r

‘ E‘erdina.ndn gorges, an Anglloan whoae patent oonrlioted with
' 'theira. The Congregational Way had, to prove 1tselr one of '

’ stability a.nd soclal order. It 4&3, in short, to demon- - e
strate conolusively that Congregationalism could end should |

‘be a oompeﬁant state religibn. W

ey

The second hadf of Orthodo:q in uassaohgsbtte 15
dnvoted to demnatrat:\.ng how the ministers and Asaistants .
worked Jointly in this task. The loyal opposition ministry
of England was now the sole religious leadership of New.
Englend; its. fuhotion was, thus, drastioally altered:
. . . the task of dominating a new environment called

. upon, the system to subordinate the radical insistencies
~ of its youth to the responsibilities of a veated *
*  4interest. The duty of the Church was no longer to hold

! aloft a barely attainable ideal of Christian virtue,
bl rather to train up law-abiding members. 2 .

Ministerial control of the congregations ‘'of the Bay included
& suppression of the demooratic tendencles of - 4
COngregationalism. Althongh each congregatlon ocould gshocme

a.nd oensuro its orfiocers, the ministers asserted.,that they

Tustier, orthotoxy, p. 160,
®Ibia., p. 198.
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. received their z;owqr oiﬁ office, nof' rrom the con"gregg‘ ion, .
. but from God. '/”And, as ‘they vere the orfioia;'ihterpi‘éters of
fhe Bible, these same clextgymen, with thelr elders, “examined’
’ candidates ror ohuroh membership, prepared cenaures, and ran .
the meetings. Tho congregation, in faet, ". . . resolved
. itself in the. practice of doing what it was told. . . v
In dealing with speoiﬂc problems, the niiniatry
clearly revealed t.*nat it was thinking as a ohuroh not a
sect. Althdugh, id.oa.lly, the churoch was only fér the . ]
. regenerate, 11: was adﬁitted that hypocritea could and did N -
'sneak 1n. ' But for a visible churoh, what was important was
! profession, and, ‘at least, hypocrites were publioly 6'bedient.
In oontraat many ministere admitted that there probably were
regenerate men and.women outslde any of the churohea, but the
: rault lay with these poeple, not with the system. COnoerning
the question of baptlsm, ", . . the most serious threat %o |
. uniformity the New England Way had yét encountered . . . , &
the Synod of 1648 414 not even take a sta7d.2” Yet, this

synod did formalize Congregationalism:

. It was no longer the polity of emall and iselated < ot

congregations like those of Amsterdam and Sorooby.
- It was now substantially the establighed church of
New.England, and as such was united by ocommon
interests, and. bound together by the necessarily .
"econservative attitude toward other politics whioch ’

b ’guc)\ Tition 1oplied.3 \ ! o .
Lo I:u.].ler, Qrthodoxy, p. 183. '?;pgg,.', p. -206. l g
) ' *W1111ston Walkew, The.Greeds and Flatforme of -
T @- pc.» ; tionalism (Na:wrork' arles Soribner's Sons, ‘ 3),

o




‘The conservative attitude of the miniddey was' matshed

by. the .magi,otratos. . .Firstly, the govornment of the%o’olony' .
" had to 'domopétrate that 1t was 1ndopendent of England enough

O

to oxéroise direct ooptrol over the.populace. " Almady'in .
vy .. 1632, Winthrop was fortfifying the Bay sgainst the possibie -
jl'"”"' “ai:-riyl of a royal governor. By the mid 1640'3, the General
‘ Court: was denying right of appea.l to England and arrested
S, those who. tri*edq ) ‘ -
" Next, the magiétratae had to contain any tendenoy _
towa.rds domooraoy. Although they lost a few battles (e.g., | |
‘the Body of 1berties replacing arb\ltrary government) ith, o
éoolesiastioal aosistanoe they st111 wére ablo M, . . %o
: . mould the oommonwealth. "J: The Asgietanta 1net1tuted re"{igion

. as a necessa.rq\qualifioation for citizenship, and the

min,iéterq ysed! their poWer over their congregations to
expodite state poli(ry. ’ For example, in 1634 many residents’
of Newtown petitioned for removal to COnneotlout. .The . - \
neputies approved, bhut .the Asaistants negated 'this approval. 1
“rh'e Reyerend John Cotton supported -the veto,.and the ‘ "‘_"
B Assiétants',mling stood.. The magistrates also uséd syn:d;
o Pt'o‘étrengthen thelr position; although the synod was to bo .
N I only ‘advisory and not oompulsory, a decision reached by the ) *
' ‘:: -loarnod and official Interpreters of the Blble proved

~

st 1rreaiet1blo. - , o
+ - . ¢

©

~1u1119r,j orthodoxy, p. 239.




) In rt____hodog in ﬁhﬂg@usettg then, . Pdi-ry M:I.ller ~

- e,stablished the thesis that e M&ssaehusetts magistrates and“ ‘

T clergy or the r1rst generat:l.on suoeessrully oooperated 1n ‘the ‘
' establishment of orthodoxy and the suppression of’ ez‘ror. His
supportive evidence 1s, 1ndeed ro“rmidable, yet, 1t 1s oVer..
. Jhelningly the product of the learned minds of the eolony's )
rel.tgj.ous a.nd lay leadership. As Professor Hiehael Meﬁfrrert
T has pointed-out, was ‘the “artiou}pze, eduea\ted view‘l the only
‘ viu?lv las Lt in faot even the maJority position?

> "

S, A second oritieism MoGiffert reqords is Miller's "

o

/
smphasis on “the ration@.ism of New Englandf E’uritanism
&y
Psrhape 1t has’ been over-emphasized to the detriment of the
emotional aspeot. In an artie.le entitled "Puritanism and New .

'Setuement “ B.obert ‘A. East states.

S

A distlnetive forece in the’ expansion of the New ‘

England frontier in ‘the seventeerith century and later
which 1s.ihsufficlently appreciated is a certain
explosive chatracter in Calvinistic Puritanism itself.
The dynamic church prinaiple lnherent in the doctrine
.. of ‘every man his own priest was in constant disharmony
" with the severe external authority attempted in
practice by the Puritan clergy and elders. From this
. dichotomy of conflioting prinoiples and authority
(only temporarily and uneasily reconciled in the
congregational system), it resulted.that, somewhat on
the prinociple of rooke% acoceleration, Puritan gsettle-
ments in the early-colonies divided and gubdivided
until i1t would seem that every salnt would evengually .
have his own hab:.tat a8 well as his own church.

£

East points to the rounding of Gonneetieuiras one sueh early

-

lluehael l{o(nrfert 'Aneri ‘ ‘
1960'8, . wmm;z, anuary, ‘1970), 58.

.. 2Robert A. East, '"Puritsnism and Now Settlement, " Jew
mw__mm XVIX (Jme\4944) T

e
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example; he reels that pr@mlnent among the reasons for

removal was the raet : v
_ .' . that too many or the gree,t divines and elders
could not live together harmoniously. Hooker '
" undoubtedly felt that the Congregational system was
' 1n serlous danger in Boston.1

O

' In deemphaslzin@ thls emotive dynamlsm luller, in

"e?reot has Joined Winthrop, COtton, and their ‘colleagues in
‘ 1gnor11;g the reallyoradlcal origins of congregatlonallsm--
'sixteenth century Anabaptiem. " In 1525 at Waldshut, Gema.ny,

Balthaaer Hubma.ier résigned as prlest of his parisgh and
lmmedlately was elected minister by his congregation;~this

o
i

marked: the 1nceptlon of congregatlonaliem.z 81multaneoualy,

peasants in- revolt d.emanded. eongregatlonal govemment a .
looated olergy, and preaching the gospel from the Bible.
Several aspeots of the Anabapt:lﬁt church view are identical

to thoae -of New England Congregationalists:

1. The church must be a voluntary aseoe'lgby.é
taking 1ts epirit and discipline from those
intentionally belong to its fellowship. - -

2. The church must follow the guide lines of ’
the New Testament as to confession of faith and
organizational pattern. uJ
. In the history of Christl 1t1 there have been .

. some who sald that the Blble was ambiguous as to -
“dostrine arnd organization. The traditional orthodox
view has been that 1t gives clear indications on
-dootrine but 1s ambiguous as to .organizational pattern.
The Anabsptists maintained that the New Testament was

& olear both as to the content of chrletlan faith and

7

1East "*purnanism and Ne' Settlement, * P- 259.




the organizational prooedures or the true chri\tian
Community.l

Also, it was of great sig-nirioanoe that the Biblo reoé’ntly Y
translated into Germarn, was. avid:l.y read and d.isdussed by many

\A_-..‘-f
handioraftsmen and peasants. Of course, there yvege marked /

differences between the early Afabaptists [andfthe _New Eznglo.n; o
Cong're:gationalists‘ (e.g., conoerning predestination and |
infant baptism), but these q:lﬁerenops. do not negate the
. radipal Heritage derived by the latter from the former.
This heritage was diametrioally opposed to the

&aaﬂgngio_s_or_ o_omnx_'o_nligo_and centrallzation that the New -

-

England Way was heading. Willlams made the first major chal-
lenge_wheh he refused to Join With the ocongregation at

Boston, , ! .« : }

/ [
i L

. « . because thHey would not make a public doolaration

of their repentence for having communion with the

churches of England, while they lived there; and, ‘

besides had doolarod his opinion, that the ma.giatrates

might not punish the breach 6f Sabbath, nor any other . ~
offence, as 1t was a breach of the first table., . . .2

lilliams, thinking in terms of a eeot advanced a "pure' and |
uncompromising position, he called for extreme physioal

sepal ion a.nd oomplete voluntariem. 'l'he £irst belief the
makers ?f the Massachusetts ecolesiastioal ‘order had long
before doomod impolitie; the seoond was not only blaspﬁomous,
but'also threatened social order. |

-~

‘1' . ; ) \;\ ,
Littell, The Anabaptist View, p. 46. "

2J’ohn winthrop, 's - "History of .
g%ig 2N 1630- gﬁ ed. % James Hosmer %5 voIs. 5 ﬁer !orE
)

8 Soribner's Sons, 1908) I, p. 62.

o




pempmal revelatlon, distinet from and gbove the Biblo' 3

= “ o : 12
Anfie Hutehinson posed an/ even more éérioae threat,

'both because of the number of her followers and because of

the opinions she-broached, especlally, her belief in divine

To acoept her dootrine woull mean the abandonment of
the fundamental belief for which the Puritans had
crosged the water--the belief that truth for man was
to be found in the Bible. It would mean a complete
change in their daily 11ves , in their churech, and in
their state.l ) .\

This op:l.nion went even beyond the radical tendonoiee of the -

Anabaptists. . But 1t drifted into England with the early,

Fanilists and later Q?g adopted by thi cers, who|were socon

et

. heret&.os sent from thc colony.

Te

to rankle tho Puritan government 80 grievoualy.
wuliame and Hutchinson were remov?d but the thesie
of this paper is that they were but tho -acute symptoms or

" . heterdoxy, and not.the disesse 1tsélf. One first gmwé

suaploious of the claim, that Massashusetts was orthodox, -
through superﬂolai evidonoe.“ Both w:.ll‘iams\ and Hutchinson
d.ominated for a tlme, their rospeotlve oongregations' each
dre' a band of rollowers into exile. When Gorton and his

-adherents vere arreated, ohained, and put to work in sevoral

_of the tovms, their publio utteranoes g0 1nf1nencod many of

the tovnspaople, especially among the womon, that tho
magistrates oountemandéd their previous orders and had the
2 When William Brend, the

1Edmund Morgan, ‘“The Case Aga.inst Anne Hutehinson, *

- New England quarterly, X (December; 1937), 657, :
"unthrop. Jounsl, II, p. 149, SN

s e -~ . 2
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Quaker, was savagely beaten by his jailor, the populace Was
g0 angered, that the authorities promised: to publicly punj.sh
the turnkey. 1 At the execution of Bobinaon and Stephenaon, '
the magiatratea ‘ordered on duty one hundred Boldlers,
. . . completely armed with zixlke, & migketeers, wih
’ poudar & bullett. . . . s ordered, that thirty
slxe of the souldiers be o:'dered by ca.ptain Oliver
to remain in & agbout the towne as centinells %o
preserve the peadg of the place while the rest goe
~ to the exeoution. . \ .
Could such a 1ittleyléaven ‘railse the whold lump of ‘dissent so

_eastly, if the olimate had not been receptive in the first

e .

place?

Suoh‘ circumstantial evidence, hoiever attractive and
.maej.c‘iative, is not enough to state with certalnty. that '
u;‘s'sachusefté Bay was f&r more heterodox than Miller |
supposed. Iet upon examination of colonial and county oourt

) prooeedings a.nd town and church recorde one, can, indeed,

make auch a statement. 5’

On February 12, 1655,

.« + o E@ward Breocke was called upon the church why
after 80 much walting they 41d not put in prastice
thelr argmt about Baptizinge church members children
woh not in f£full Comunio as he speakes: mr mather
fnswered Reason was doublé ffirst 2 churches not
1llinge of o praotioQ ‘2 none rendered wupon
churches Conolusio but.Edw answered in Congolence
he thought we Rather negleot of knowne duty than to

o/

1,

Richard Hallowell, The Quaker Inv n of
sachugett (Boston' HougE%on MiF#Iin ani %o., 1884),

p. * v B .
. 2ghurtlert, Massachusetts ocords, IV, Pt. 1,
pp. 383-384. . ‘ A




offend those meaninge (the 2_churches that wera ~
erronious in their argment) 1

Here, buried in the records of the Dorchester. churoh is a
vivid example of ihat ocan be found oc?)nrring throngnont the 2
colony g.t this time.\ The Reverend Mather represents the
‘established soclal order, the Church--we must go slow; we
nust welgh the moughta of others. Brecke, in contrast‘
_although but a_ member of the so-called "silent democra.oy, ' 18 -
nét willing to compromise his consolence. - c

~ 4 - -

There is nofhih‘é further in the records conge ng

Brecke, but there are many ao;aountg of men and women 1 :
" him, l’ peopXe. who chose to speak-out, take action against, or
merely co—exist with what the New England“«lay had beoomo to -
them——a aeries of oompromises and 'halr_way' truths. N
uasaacﬁusetts Congregationaliem, because 1t was &
churoh was willing to compromise rather ﬁzan risk continual

.oonfronta.tlon, only 'hen the sooial rder geemed " threaten 4,
as in the case of ulliama, Hutohinstn/a.nd the Quakors,

Jit Join with the state in ta}ing d;a.sth Aotiop. The
eoclesiastioal and. political leadera of l[aasaohusetta
.wero, 1n Tact, raoad with scores of diasentore rrom the
;)f Angliocans, Presbyterlans, Baptlsts, Quakers,

. smply oonao:!.onco-stuokoned Puritans. And, although there

1 | ,\.

lrseo of the Firs urch at Dorchester (Bbston:
George Ellis, s- Pe 168, B * ,




s . . 16
legislation. ' A politicsl animal, it had to adapt to survive.

This meant awearing affeotion to the Church of England,
harassing 1on§ Angliocan ministers, and.quietly aoqépting

. Anglican worship amongst people it could not change. When
the Presbyterians briefly dominated England, it meant calling
_for mutual understanding bet)een the two falths, pointing to

e

-~ . !
Hobart enjoyed, and framing an eoccleslastical code, in part,
from fear of these men's influence. Baptists and Quskers,

for the most part, were not only New England men and women,

"ﬂlingly, but some came and went as they pléa.sod_,. and some
simply stayed. . Both falths endured. |
Richard Mather may -have stated with confidenoce,

“. . . there 1s no materiall point, elther in &onstitution,

or government, whereln the Churches in New.England . . . do

not observe n::e’)me courge. * Yet, this statement was buf
wighful thi ~ John Cotton was more to the point, and

far more aocurate, when he admitted to .Saltonstall,

Nevertheless, I tell you the truth, we have tolerated
in our church some anabaptists, some antinomians and
some seekers, and do so still at this daye 1652 .

. though seekers of all others have least reason to
desire tolepation in church fellowship. . ... Others
.oarry thelr| dissent more privately and inoffensively
and soe borne withall in much meeknesse. We are
far from arrogating complete infallibility of .
Judgment to ourselves or affecting uniformity.

1

ye

N P uity
- R -
. L s . “
‘ .

5

.- ~the freedom the New: England Presbyterians Parker, Noyes, and -

) / ,
mﬁvgr?‘oftén church members. Some were%banished, some left



o

.
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‘Uniformity God never required 1nrallib111ty, he
never granted us.

It 1s the heterodoxy of uasaaoh{zsetts Bay- between 1630-1660,
- acgepted by the rulers or the oolony, Which this thes 8 shall
attempt to damonstra‘be.-

.

‘
)

t
. .
. .

i - ¢ . ot
" Ly qtteR of John' Gotton to Sir Richard Baltonstal‘l,
‘q‘!oted w F.lt, \ + n, P. 630 . o

- . . . | I{
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o ~ THE ANGLICANS

i‘.l.zs__g:;e,g..t_?.a_r_gd_oz )

"We will not say, as the sepa:gatists were wont’ to
° gay at thelr leaving of Ergland, ‘'Farewell,
Babylon!' ‘farewell,- Rome!! but we will say
Ifarewell dear Engla,nd' farewell, the Church in
"England, and all the Christian friends there!'=.We
do not go to New-England as separatists from the
Church of England; though we cannot but separate
from the ocorruptions An 1t: but we go to practise
the positive part of church reformation, a.nd
propogate the gospel in America.'l , /

¢

Suoh was the feoeling expresaed by Reverend ols

‘Higgineon as he salled to the New World. These lines have

°  beoofme Juatly famous, if only besause they eloquently expreu
the great paradox regarding tho relationship of the churches
'of New Englsnd to the Church of England. For both Higginson

- 1ntenuon of practising church reformation,*? but this
reromatlon soon dealt with not only oere-oniea, but the very
c ° " form of church government itself. . Joining with Governor

-

& 2yrthur Young, ed., W 4
E_g______ (Londonx J. M. Dent and Sons, 0), p. 97.

: . ‘ K
: : 17 ‘.

. b‘f
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and Reverend Samuel Skelton ". . . oame over with a professed '

gy
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Endecott in Salem, they established a Congregationsl church,
in form similar to ‘that of the Separatists of New Plymouth..
To heighten this paradox, E,%deoott took awift and

drastic actlion against Samuel and John Brown, who gave
visible proof of their dissatisfaction at this apparent "“)
break with the mother ochurch:

These two brothera gathered a ‘aompamr together in a

place distinot from the public assembly, and.there,

sundry "times, the book of common prayer was read -

unto such as resorted thither. . . . They accused

the ministers.as departing from the orders of the

churocl of England, that they were separatists, and -

would be anabapt:l.sts, ete. but for themselves, the .
would hold to the orders of the ohure!;, of England. ‘ b

The two ministers denied the charge of Separatism, but stated

that having suffered for their nonconformlty in England,

they would now exercise their liberty to renoj’e the Book of
s

Common Prayer and ceremonies, ". . . because 7 Judged the .
" imposition of thege things to be sinful corruptions in the S
2

worghip of God.*
Governor and his Council sent the brothers home on the next

Agreeing with Skelton and Higginson, the

ghip. As both the Browns were “pergons of quality, *S
patentees of the dompany, and ﬁesignated as Sargo' landowners

:Young, mm;-., PP 100-101.

®Ivid., p. 101. "

Suatner, gagnalis, I, p. 67. S /



p. 480,

o ) : . ' ’ 19
in the ne' oolony,l Governor Oraddook sent tho oblonists a
letter of Rharp ohastisoment. '

way, 80 muoh 80," in faot that 11: denied -
‘the newly arrived Governor Winthrop, Thomas )
Dudley, -Tes *J’ohnson, and lnliam (Jm'l:a:l.ng*aon.2 Upon hearing - /' ¥
of this, a disturbed John Gotton wrofe to Sammel ‘Skelton and |
attempted to disprove the nofion that only a mémber qr a
partioular reformed church might be admitted to the Ssorament

and that only Separatist churches were such reformed churches.

/

He pondsre& at Skelton's change of opinion and o?moluded’: !

]

" "« . . you went henoe of snother judgment, & I am

afrald your change hath sprung fro(m) new.P:l.ymouth

men, who(m) though I much esteeme as godly &

loving Christians, yet their grounds which they

received for this tenant fro(m) mr. Robinso(n), do

not satisfye mee: though the man I reverence as
godly & learned.S

This quastion-why \\Jthe Puritan settlers of

" Magsachusetts Ba.y adopt Gongregationalism-—is 1mporta.nt in

understanding the subsequent relationship of Anglicaniam.“ to
:the colony. Until QOrthodoxy in Magsachusetts, historians or ,é

Nerw England had stressed two elements in explanation.

S
D

: lIn the firet letter from thé Gdvernor of the New . .
Eﬁired Company to Endecott, 17 April 1629, Endecott was e
4 to grant each brother 200 sores at the first - <

division, oited in Raymond Albright, 1gto £ the
Ww (Ne' York: Haoﬁian 50-. 1964),

 Zpvia Hall, *John COtton's Lotter to Samel | ,
gkel ton, a terly, XXII (July, 1965); *

S.. . A r.
m‘, po 4820

~—— ‘-[




- the importance of a conversation —betw%on Dr. Samuel Fuller of
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disthnce from England ‘and proximity to New Plymouth. 'con-‘
oorning the first elemow Robert wa.nthrop noted the, obvious
physioal dirficulties: ':L \ . o

An attempt to stretch any practiocal episcopal

“authority aoross the Atlantlc, at that day, would ‘ >
. not only have been futile in itself, but would

have involved the New England ohurohes in endless

embarrassment and oonfusion. Confirmations,

conseorations, orderings of prlests ahd deasons,

and everything else dependent on bighops, nmst

have been postponed mderinitely.l

As supportive evidence, he pointed to the extreme Aifficulty-
a.nd praotical impossi.bility ot Virgi: 1a's attempt to be ruled -

ecoleaiastloally from England. unthrop oonoludod that the

‘6olonists selooted the congregational form of worship,
because 1t was *. . . the only mode, in wl;xiph that worship
could, under thtiroumstanoos, have been 'arrapged and
conduoted here." ) ‘

Concerning the second point, Williston Walker noted

. "N
New Plymouth and John Endecott. In 1628 Dr. Fuller, who was
also a Jdeaocon of the New Plymouth churdx, administered to the
sick of Salem. While there he also assuaged the fear Ende-.

cott.and others of his 'oompony had oc;poeming Separatlsts.s
) , ) g :

1Robert C. Winthrop, "The Relations of the Founders :
of the Masgsachusetts Colony to the Church of England,® in -

a.ppendix to William 5. Perry, s History of the Ameriean
LP18Copal Ghuran 1587.. 883 vo - ’ me F B AR i'i t 'th
of the ‘:H}_m'ﬂEEEDJﬂ-“ oh 587-1789 (Boston: James R.
D B8go0od an Co., rln. . : .
®Inad:, p. 478. ‘ -

SWalker, greeds, pp. 102.1173.
- }
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However, Walker admitted that 1n this 1etter Endecott
stated that he himsgelf had for a long time bel:l.eved in the

Gongregational form of churoh government. This belier Perry
m.ller would trace to others and magniﬁed it into his
ocontention that, rather than taking congrogationalism rrom .
the Separatists at New Plymouth many or the leaders of tge

.colony were already 1n011ned towards t_hie form of ohurop

a

government: > o : ' = .

*What Cotton declares of himself must evidently be
postulated for many others: !'I knew thelir Religilon

N~

. before I-ocame into ﬂ_e_w_% .+ - and I came’ . b
—witha-purpose -to—join-with their churchea.'tl s : 'ﬂﬁ
Miller's arguments are strong and very persuasive, b )

2’

however, his thepis has not gone unchallenged.” -Yet, even

oritics such as Larzer ZAff do not deny Miller's basic . ‘
oontention that Massachusetts Bay Congregationallsm was not

Y
H ~~

quite the same as New _glymouth Separatii?m, the oruoial

’ difrerenoe\g;e:lng that the rormer vehemently denied that 11:

had renouneed the Church of England. ‘This denial led the
Massachusetts authorities to drive the gifted Roger Williams

A ‘ :
- from his Salem pulpit and punish the respected John Endeéott
- for ocutting the oross from the English flag. 1

. - N )
lyi11er, Qrthodoxy,. p- 121, : ‘

 2g¢. Labser ziff, “The ‘Salem Puritans in the 'Free
Alre of a New World, '# t n Libr ter 20
(19587), pp. 373-384. wO ree ze luence of
New Plymouth and points to Cotton'!s letter to Skelton in -
asserting that Cotton was not in favor of congregationalien

~at this oarly stage.
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'!he ree.eone for oontinued assoclation wlth the Church
of England relate to what wae described in the 1n1:rodnction
as the 4differences between church and seot. Ihile_ in
England, those non-separating congregat:lonaliets‘ ree;.ize&
’ © that to deny the Church of England aé a true ohifoh might’
- well have led to their being ‘harried out of. the land.® For
| “their own physical security, they had to tell themselves that
they were in the Church, yet not of 1t: | ‘ |
<" The1r plea might be a cobweb of sophistry, their een-

duot might amount to virtual schism, but that 4id not . -
_matter if by their own rationalizations they ocould

wrlte for themselves a clean bill of political he,alm.} .
_ And when they eettled “their government and church way 1in Nev

T 1 England, these civil and. religioue leaders had not only to

\ . '+ inform, but to assure others that thelr ehurchee were but

} . . truly rerormed m bere of. the Church of England. h

' ’ 1mporte.nce were the King and h!.e

adviaore,/epecf y Laud. They had to be shown that “ "
‘ g Jongfegational churches would not encourage. sooiel upheaval.
o "It was, in short, to demonstrate conclusively that

Gongregationalism could and should be a competant state
5 .

religion.* That this was a real necessity is evidenced in-
Gorges' Degoription of New-England. Sir Ferdinando wrote

that the counell for New England had returnea. its pe.tent o
the King, beoe,nse the Council (e.nd he especially) was -blamed -
for the,ehaos then ocourring there, caused by "great swmee"

¢
L4

- hustler, orthodoxy, p. 84.  rbad., p. 1507

©,
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. « . that had the ste.te .of° the established Church .. ;
Government in such scorne, and contempt, as i’inding au
themselves . in a countrey of liberty, where tongues -
might speake with out controule, many fuller of
malice tha.n reason. . . .1 .

.This attachment to the Church of England John Oetton
masterrully demonstrated in his tamous sermon to the Church
of Salen in 1636. ' The controversy between the General court

and Roger Willlams over the 1e.t1;er'a uncompronmlging Sepe.ret-

’ 191: opinions: had embrog.led the Salem congregation, several

membere of vhioh left with w:l.lliams for Providence. Atter
G W
udmitting that the- opinlons expressed in his letter to

L Skelton were erroneous, }nd that Congregationalism was the

true church vay, otten'“i:hen proceeded to call a halt \to S{w
Bepara.tist tendencies 'hioh night lead fron such an { )
admission. Condemning those who, like Williams, were so . -
unylelding that they would show no pity towards defiled

- churches, Cotton asks, "Will you suffer your bortheéer's ox to

11e in the mire? and will not pluck 1t out? And are not ‘
brethren more than oxen. '2 Tht?g, it is not only eommendable
to retain tiee with the Thurch of England; it is neeeaeary,

_and by a strangé ‘twist of logao, an mportant polit:leal

expediency has become a Christian duty. Cotton eoncludes
&
4.

“

. .
. S
. ‘t\ -
. 39 .
) .

1l

. , §

o James P. Baxter, ed., Sir Ferdinan% ’Gogg%n and His"
Province of Malne, Vol. II, Prince Soole cations - .
Boston: . .

Prince Soofety, 1890), XIX, pp. 62-63.

- 2John Cotton, l'Berlmm Delivered at Saleam, 1656 " ‘An -

d tton on th eg of 4, ed. by Larzer zm
N jcaniﬁrﬂ'g'e, Mass.: ,Harv%l"% Uﬁverei%y' Prese, 1968), p. 67.

L
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" Court and religlous leaders were' qoon ple.ced in the ironie '

. eloquently end mealetlbly o .

Thererore it you belong to chrlet He will show you

it 1s not the watér of. separation that will serve

your turn, but getting Christ Jesus, and sitting

closer to Him, and to your brethrén, by admonishing

and reproving them, if you see them deflled. This ,

will keep you e¢lean, and your soul comfortable:

That the Lord hath made an everlae{lng covenant with

you that never be forgotten. '
)

Ev!.nclng loyalty to the Ohuroh and King of England
this devaate.ting one-two puneb--the COurt's banighnent of
ulliams and cotton's majestic and eloquent rationall*;e.tion-
was mtended to maintain sooclal oontrol as well -as ‘religious

" uniformity. In order to mainte.in suoh oontrol horever the

and dangerous, yet neeeeeary,. position of dealing with
'amther' group which die“s'ented from the Congregational Way--
not the ‘Separatists, but the Anglloans! T

The'l‘hregtofg_g;ge . ' \
k4 . *

Perhaps the most ominous figure worrying the minde of

the Massachusetts maglstrates was not Xing Charles or Arch-

bishop Laund, but rather Sir Ferdinando Gorgets.‘2 Beginning as

a soldier of rortnne" with 1mpoi'tant connections, Gorges was

knighted for his valor by Queen Ellzabeth and given command

of the fortifioations at-Flymouth. Implicated in the Esgex

P
“

‘ 242f, John Cotton on the qurches of New 4 .
p. 68.
. -] »
The rolloung biogre.phical ormation, unle\e‘ﬁ other-

wige noted, is from-C. M. Maoinnes, Fe ?gggdo Q&gs and New
1and (Bristol: Bristol Branoh of the Hig orie © .
Assooclation, 1965) : voe o

.
.
, \ s 0 @
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oonspiraoy, he fell from ravor.

Upon James® ascension, Gorges was restored to his
formex d.m:i.e?L but the new peace 'Q‘th Spain made a aoldier's )

life unexciting as well as unprofitable. As a remedy, he
became interested in colonization. Gorges helped finance

" John Smith's exploration and sharting of the New England

coast in 1614, and in 1620 he beoame one of the roqride;-a of
the Gouncil for New England. Three years later the Council
sent Gorges' son Robert and a small group of settlera to:
establish a colony. m; group was

fmors ‘wore bamiiies in 15 ag eii as singie -

men,--mechanics, farmers and traders, as well as
gentlemen and divines.l

This last word, "divines, " should be noted; these ‘
religlous leaders were the first Anglicgn ministers in New o
England, for the faith of the new eolou; was to be strietly
that of the Church of England. Writing in 1622, Gorges gave .
as a reason for the settlement “above all the rest,"

", . . by this opertynite there is noe gountrie

within this Realme, but by this cburse hath a g
special ooccasion and meanes presented unto them .
to dedicate their best service to the God of ‘ 1 o
noavon and earth by endeavouring to advance his

% ory in seeking howe to settle the'(hristian
faith in those hoathenishe and Desert plaoces in

' ‘ S "
" Ohu'lu I-’rancis "Adsms, W
W 2 vols., ston: n Mifflin and

X ‘
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the world woh whoe shiall refuse to furthér, lettt
. him undergoe the blame thorerf himselfe. " C

In defending, .borore; s hostile Parliament, the fishing
monopoly granted the Council for New Exxgland, Gorges main-
tained that |
... the.enlargement of the King 'E\nominions, with .-
the advancement of Religion in thoee desert parts,

are matters of highest consequence, and far
exceeding a simple and d.taorderly oourse of

Fish.‘l.ng. . .0 o2 .
The question of Gorges' sincerity and dedication to
the Church of England has traditionally been stressed by
hiatoriaﬁs“ from the seventeenth century onwards; 1if on'11 to
e\mpha.aiu the thesis that Sir Ferdinando’s over-r:lding \

ambition was,"wb hook or by erook, %to insure the Church of
England as the gnly church in New England. What 1s certain
is that largoly through his actions the Massachusetts Bay

~ Colony was racea.uth an Angli,oan ﬁat both at home and:

abroad. 3

~

' lnac:l.nnes, Fe %gdo gorges, oited from Gorges' -
"Reasons ghowing the Denefit at may ensue to-these his

Masts Realmes by settling of the Plantason in New and,

. and especially to the Western parts of this Kingdom.

2
'

Baxter, §ir Ferdinando Gorges, p. 41.

This l'plcrt:" H.lliam Bradford mentioned in Hist of
antgtic 201647 (Boeton: Houghton'mf?%ﬂ',_'.
4 as Gorges working in direct collusion

398), PpP.
wa.th faud *. . . to disturbe ye peaoe of ye churches here, ~
. an@ to overthrow their prooaeungs d further growth, 'hlch

was ye thing he a ad at Thomas Hutchinson, in his

of_ New Eﬁglggd, stated that John Robinson u.a
prevented from om:l.grating %o New England besause *'. . . Sir
Fer do Gorges and others were at this time determined
that New England should be, settled under Episcopacy, and

,though they would allow and enoourage the people ~to settle

.




«"‘\"

: 27
The ﬁ.rst and. mos /c? ;nmediate threat was the possi- '

| balLty. that/the King might revoke the patent and net1 tute
rule through a governor-general and the bishops. \ This throat
for New,

became very real when the patentees or the COuno
England surrendered their patent to England. While the
Massachusetts Ashlstants sent excuses to England, 'in order to
.avold returning their patent, '
The governor a.nd couneil, and divers of the ministers,
and others, met at castle Island, and there agreed
upon erecting two platforms and one small rortinoation
tO Beoure them botho ] ] 01 /
A month later, the ‘General Court _reoeivgd dispa.tche‘s’ warning

the colonists that s}zips £illed i;lf;h soldiers were soon to

-
b

here, they were unwilling that any Puritan ministors should
accompany them'" (Young, %:og;oles, p. 82). " Aocording to
the nineteenth century historian les Adams, "Sir _
Ferdinando was a professor of high~church prinoiples, and the
Council for New England had no sympathy with Puritans. In
" all its plans a specisl prominence had been given to the
propagation of the gospel, and the present was dlistinotly to
be a Church settlement in the Massachusetts Bay, as
contrasted with the separatlet settlement already effected at
Plymouth® (Adams, isodes, I, p. 142). Hore recently,
however, C. M. Maso nnea reveals a more tolerant and prudent
aspect in Gorges' character: "'When it was su%gested that
‘'Massachusetts should e 'abandoned because of its obstinaoy
and disloyalty to the g, Gorges deolared that, #. . . no
prince ever abandoned people or territory because of
schismatio tepdancies but rather sought to win them with tho
largest bond.ttiona of all favor and freedom. . , .!'*%
(mmaﬂ, J s S50 A IV MU o po 24’ quoted fl‘Ol Ro A-
Preston's Jorgep of Plymou ort, p.-316). It should also
‘be noted rges, nsman to Ferdinando and the
latterts oho:l.oe as governor for his province of Maine, was
inclined aono'hat tovards Pnritanisn, of. Robert E. lloody, a4
oprieta Experiment in Early ) England E DXy 3 nas
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set sall to institute a new governor and the Angliocan .
religlon. The Court ordered the training of a militia and

oreated a council of war. Defenses werevordered built ror
Dorohester and dharleatown. That fee ng Was running high
- was evidenced by Endecott's cutting the orpss from the royal
colors. Although Endecott was. punished, the General Court,
puﬁported by the clergy, ordered cannon mounted on Castle
Island. The ships which were'to bear ﬁle governor never
came, ‘and Ihen, in 1638, the lords com mm:!.sef oners again
domand.ed the patent, it vas -daoid.ed that ' 8

+ o + 8 letter should be written by the governor,

in the name of the court, to exouse our not aending
. of 1t° for 1t was resolved best not to send it. . . .2

. By ﬂxen it was too late for Gharles or Land to enforce their
demand; the war with Scotland had bagun. '

at | s in s‘ usett, '

| the Robert Gorges .o‘olony of 1623 proved an abortive
attempt, and an Anglican minister who aooo;np'a.niod the |
expedition soon realirzed this. In Governor Bradford's words,

Roverond Morell |

« o « had I know not what power and authority of super-
intendence over/the churches granted him, and sundrie
. instructions for that end; but he never showed. 1t, or
made any use of »t; (it should seeme he saw it was in
va.!.nos) he only speake of it to some hear at his going
‘ “". \ ] ‘ v, N

Atams, Three Epigodes, I, p. 287.
.\2'1' 'mmPn Ma I," p. 273.

Shradrora, History of Plymouth Plantatien, p. 185.

&



of the area now known as Boston.

‘been due to religlous differences as well as to thé growing
. congestion of the area, Hlackstone never joined a church in

? he was oerta:lnly a noderate Anglioan, for he statod

Although norall lest the year arte;/nobert Gorgol,
Reverend Willlam maokstene stayod on 1n the New World,
1iving a solitary existence as the first English inhabitant’
l,lhenlinthropandunyor ‘ ’
his oompany: found Charlestown ur 1noonvonicnt and nnhealthy '/
place, Blackstone invited thea to his Tand. ' He was ¢ ted
to the "rreemansh.ip in 1631, but 1n1 ~ola most of his —

""" -five years llved ahomit's
-existence near Rnhqboth.' Thé reasons ror his removal nay have

m(

tho;c} World, snd Cotton Mather desoribed him as one of the
gcsdly Episoopalians' living in New England a.t the ts.me. But
*I ocame from England, beoause:I did not like the lord.. )
bighops; but I can't join with you, _beaanse I ¥quld not be
under the lord brethren. "2  Blackstons ooc 1onally vis:.tea
Boston and Providence, preaching in the latter\place. He was'
married by Governor Endecott in Boston in 1889 . .

N rar‘ less harmonious were the roia;tions 'betvéeh. the_
Oongregationalists and another inglioan, Samuel Maveriok.-
Maverick wags a gentleman and a well-to-do nerol;qnt who had
connections with the dorges interest; He oame to New England -

ll‘ho following blographiocal 1nrorutlon, unless . \ :
otherwige noted, is from Thomas Amory -
Bogton's Firat Inhabitant (Boston: old uge, 1877).
AN znm,m:,p. 243, . '

5
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in 1624 and settled at Winnisimmet (Chelsea). When the
ella arrived near Noddles Island, 1ta company was ontor-

‘tatned /MM

. « « & man of very loving and ourteous behaviour,
very ready to entertalne strangers, yet an enemy
to the Reformation in hand, belng strong for the
Lordly Prelaticall power. . . .1

'He was personally on friendly relations with Winthrop, 2 'n;ade

a freeman of the colony 1in 1631 (befdre religion was made a

' test of oltizonship) and was granted Noddles Island in 1633

and an additional six hundred aores in 1640

]
3
5

Yet, when the oolony grew fcarrul of an invasion by a
) royal governor and an episoopal prglaoy, tha Massachusetts
Council of War ordered Maverick and his family to leave -
Noddles Island, remove to Boston, and to entertain no
strangers :,forglqnger than one night without leave from some

sons 1910), p. 64.

: 2Letter from Maveriok to Winthrop: *Yourself, ever
honored Sir, and honest Captain Gibbons, are the only men
which ever deslt plainly with me, by way of reproof and
admonition, ‘when you have heard anything in which I have been
faul ty, which I hope hath not been water split upon a stone,
;n;d by. lt?;”:rc:m have muoh obl:.ged me '--"Lettors or Samuel

verio Colleot: agge groric .

. %g%eg Y Series Bos

- Historiocal Booiety 1868), p. ‘308. Although he may have
changed his mind 1ater, in 1833 Winthrop wrote of Maveriok,
. concerning an Indian epidemiq, "Among others, Mr. uaveriok ot
‘Winegimett is worthy of a perpetual remembrance.’ Himself,
' his wife, and servants, went dally to they, ministered to’
their neeessitiu‘ and buried their dead, and took home many
of their children®.-J. unthrop, m I, p. 115.

- Syntrodotion to John (hila, WM
gp_g_mg (Boston: 'William Parsons Lun ’ .
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Although this
order was soon i-epealed ‘and never enforoed, it is obvious | 4

Assistant, on penalty of one-hundred pound-;l

that Maverick was rega.rdpd with snspicion, perhaps as an
agent of Gorges. Feeling harassed, he wrote to Winthrop in .
1640. ‘ ' . ) .
There are those who take an inquisition-like course, ' '
by endeavoring to gather what they can from maloon-
tented servants, or the like; whioh course I
\conceive 18 not warrantable. . . . I hope God will |
enable me in some measure to walk inoffensively, but
finding by ten years' experience that I am ever sore .
to divers here, I have seriously resolved to remove
hence. . . . ,
Maverick did not'vemove himself, and in 1646 was a
co-petitioner with Dr. Robért Child and five others for an
1ncrea.’ee in the oivil and religious liberties of non-church
members. He was heavily fined, beca.use,: since he was a
rreeman and had taken an oath of fidelity to the govomment,
" his offense was all the greater.s Nevertholeas, when the
other petitioners left Massachusetts, ﬂaveriok rema.‘l.ned.
Later, he did sall for England, only to return as a royal
commissioner of Charles II. He desired that the Church of
England be legally establishod supported by a church rate on
a11 persons, yet ho ra.vored toleration oonceming 'runda-

mentals® (e.g., the Book of Common Prayer should not be .

{

lrelt, Ecclesiastieal History, I,,p. 208.

z"betters of Bamel Maveriek, " . 580-309 Sy

8J. 'inﬂu'op, Jourpal, II, p. 316.
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wrequirod).l_ In this he failed. It was then that Maverick

@

removed himself from New England to New York. - -

Another early settler who preéeednd the
Gongregationalists was Thomas Walford, a blackemith who made .
his home at Mishawum (Charlestown). He 'as'"an Eplscopalian
and soon was brought befozje the Genexal Court of 163l:

| ] "Tho: Walford of Charlton, is ffyned 40 shlllings, '
| and 1s injoyned, hee and his wife, to departe out

of the lymits of this pattent before the 20 th day

of October nexte, under paine of oconfiscaclion of

his goods, for his contempt of authoritie, and
confrontinge officers, &c."

'~ Yet, over two years later, the Court stated

. . . that the goods of Thomas Walford shal be
sequestered and remaine in the hands of Anclent

- Gennison, to satisfie the debts he owes in the .
Bay t6 severall persons.2

- And in January of the following year (1634), hisg name is |
) . . R : f' 4
f © st111 on the list of the residents of Charlestown. ‘About

this time, however, Walford and his family d1d leave Charles-
“town and.travelled northward to "Portemouth. Here Walford
lived for the rest of his lffe, was granted land, and chosen .
a seleotman and warden of the chureh. B
a L It 1a truesthat there was one early aef:tler, a self-
’ proclaimed member of the ({huroh of England, who ¥as handled

1Benjam1n De Costa, 'Early'mseoverios and Settle-

ments on the Coast of New and, Under Church Auspices," in
appendix to Perry, £ the (-] iso0 uroh,

p. 494. ) .
2quotad by Adams, Three Epigodes, I, p. 33%7.
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roughly and summarily by the General Court. This man was
Thomas Morton, author of New English Canaan. In this work, a
aaroastio and soathing attack of the governors of New Plym-

outh and the Massachusetts Bay, he portrayed himself as a

" martyr for the Church of and. In referring to his ,
quarrel with the New Plymouth\govermment, Morton stated that
he was attacked S

%, . . becaunse mine host was‘ a man that indesavoured
to advance the Aignity of the Church of England; -
which they (on the contrary part) would laboure to
vilirie; with uncivile termes: enveying against the
saored bogke of common prayer, and mine host that
used it in a laudable_ manner amongst his family, as
a practise of plety."l
Yet, the previous’ pagg 18 filled with Morton
eximlting in the scandalous revelries at his home, the
of which he changed from Mt. Wollaston to Merry Mount. His
arrest was caused by his libertine behavior as well as by his
dangerous practice of selling guns and ammnition to the
Indians. 1In fact, the Episcopalian m.é}katone was mentioned
by Bradford as a subscoriber to a letter oondomning Morton
. whiech accompanied the prisoner to Englaml
Rnlmed from an Engunh Jail, ltorton worked as
Gorges' lawyer to repeasl the Massachusetts Company's patent,
and in 1634 he wrote a jubilant letter to William Jeffry of
Wessagussett, one of the first to have contributed to

Morton®s mtzn arrest by Standish. In it he exolaimed:

thﬁﬂ. by Adans, W I, p. 170,

e J



"Repent, you cruel separatists, repent, there are
as yet bnt Torty days. If Jove vo chsafe to .
thunder, the oharter and kingdom of the separatists
will tal1 asunder. * Repent you oruel schismatios,
repeht. "1 : , . .

But this warning does not ring true when matohed ageinst
1des, would a, devout

Morton's 'previous moral conduct. Be
Anglican call his God--Jove? e
) Another supporter of the Ch of England, who
arrived later than the preoeeding our (165'?), was Thomas
Lechford. Imprisoned in England fox defending his friend
William Prynne, a Presbyterian, c;

WOl'i.d, a defender of the bishops|.
"taged by this, but his %calling, " the law, was frowned upon

' by the Puritsh elders and magistrates. Consequently, he

echford became, 1in the Néw

Not only was he disadvan-

coﬁld not make a living and, at the same time, Jeopardized
his residency in the colony through his actions. Havigg
argued publicly for ﬁhe Episcopacy, he was called befoke -the
Court of Assistants on December 1, 1640. Here Lechfo
" confessed that he had erred in standing for the Chureh of
England and promiaed to cease this oontroversy and attend to
-his calling ,

However, he apparently daid not keep his promise. For
on July 5, 1641, he was requested by Dudley to express .his
objections to the government and the ecolesiastical forn of

Massachusetts. He submitted a defense of Episcopacy in a

k]
!

quoted by adams, Turee Episodes, I, p. 285.
®Felt, Eoclesiastiogl History, I, p. 422.

&
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“ wrote Ledhrord, oonld not find the author guilty ?; error,

| Perry's apparent bewilderment would Be justified if rigld

"nannsoript treatise. Dndley declared that the 1avyer's'

argumenta were "erronious and dangerous, if not heretical®
'and forwarded the manuscript to Governor Winthrop with the
suggestion ", . . that instead of puttinge 1t to the. presﬁ
as hes desireth, 1t may rather be putt into the nr%,au I
desire. ul )

i
1 &

It was then submitted to a council of elders, who,

although, of oonraa, ﬂhey would not affirm his bellefs. Iet,
beoaiise of these opinions, tﬁ\Sourt dnnie& him employment as
a olerk or. notary for fear of ofrending the «:lml:t-tmhela.2 On .
Augast 3 of the -same year, Leohford returned to England, ’
vhere.ho wrote his famous appraisal of New England, Plain~
' f
Ihe (hurch of Weymouth |
( Oonoerning Lechford and the Magsachuseits government
the Epiaoopalian historian Perry wrote:
‘That his prelatical views and his zoal in advooating , ,
them made him obnoxious to the magistrates, to the . y

ninisters and to the members of the Puritan church, ]
19;16011% The wonder is that he was tolerated at S

orthodoxy was the prevalent policy of % It was not.
o / v

-




For, seven years after peehford"e departure, John Cotton

wrote that the lawyer - .o T -

¢

i, . . was not kept out of our churohee for main-
ta.:.n the authority of Bishops; for we hawve in
our oh g8 8some well-respected brethren, who do
1nd1rrerent1y allow either Episocopal, or 1
Presbyterial, or Congregational Government. "

Concerning the first form of divergent wbrsﬁib, o -/
Angliean,iem, Cotton may well ha\;e been thinking* of the ehurohb
at Weymouth: The first settlers of Wessagusous (as 1t vas .
E N " then ca.lled) were membere of the aneted oompaniee of
| \\ Francis Weston and Robert Gorges and *. . . were mainly of
' the Episcopal form of relizlon. . . .*® Created a town by
the General.Court in July of 1635, Weymouth gathered into a
' church under the ministry of Reverend Benjamin Hull, who,
‘suggested Savage, ". . . seemed to be in éhe Epieoepal
o _Anterest. . . .*5. Hull 1eft t%town in 1638 and vas '
replaeed by Reverend Thnme.s Jenner, an orthodox
congrege.tionaliet. Almost 1mmed1ate1y, a number of the
eongregation gre' dieee.tisfied and invited Mr. Robert

Lenthal, who had ministered to some of ‘then in England, to be

Y

ll’elf Eoo legiastioa.l Histog II, p. 3.

2'1111am Hyde, '“Early History of Weymowth,* History

Weymouth sachusetts, Vol. I, Histori (Boeton.
,Weymou%ﬁ Hisfg‘ r%eﬁ SOOIQ%Y, 192:5), P. . -
. .3 o .8 .

- 14 vols.; % Little, L0 hers 1s a
diserepan y, for the lemuth town reeords gives the o .

minister's name as Joseph Hull.- . | L e
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. their epiritusl lesder. 1 Upon his arrival in Msssachusetts,

: ‘Lonthall waa -influenced by the opinions of Anne Hutohinson,
but Ootton ’faoon porsuadod him to renounoo them, . Yet,
Lenthall_and his supPOrtera helds aome other dangerous
opini.ons. callod before the General.Court in llaroh of. 1639,

.0
in the vorda oi’ Thomas Lechford: ,
A minister standing upon hin l{iniﬂptry, ag 6f the
- Church of England, and arguing agalnst their
Covenant, and boing eleoted by some of We to
) . be their Minister, was ocompelled recan somo
« words; one that made the electlopy, § 'got hands to
the paper, was fined 10 pounds, and. thereupon -
speaking a few orosse words, 6. pound more, and
payed it downeé presently; Another of them for 84y~
v ing one of the Ministers of the Bay was a Brownist,
or had a- Bro'nistioall head, and for a supposed
* . ' lie, was whipt: a%l those by the gonera.‘.l. or
' quarter oivill courts ‘
“he 'papoi" ‘which Loohrord montionod 'as a.n “inetrument " a
petition ", . . to. aet ap a church state wherein all the.
M might be oomnnioants, without any further trial of
"them. « . <% 4t also . . . would have declared against the

New-England design of ohnrog-retomation nd ' 2

£

Bnt ho must be

1] ate
an a.ttenpt t'g form a Baptist congregation.

inecorreot.

In Lenthallts examinatl

lon by the Conference of

Elders, his opinion concerning ba

;ism is declared orthodox

‘“Conference of the
Elders of Massachuseé ttgii'ith the Reverend Robert Lenthal, of -

by Cotton-~cf. J. Hammond Trumbull,

o " Weymouth, Held at Do ter, February 10, 1639, " The
Qongregational Quarterly, XX (1877), P 2ar. = °

2'1‘houe Leohror‘d W (I.ondon. N. Butler, -
16‘2), p~ &or . .

’ - ’ 3"&“101‘ m}.ﬂrlt p- 1244.‘. .

‘ I
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mm&xgh he 414 humble himself before &Emeral

‘ ’ court, in a conrareuoo with the Massachusetts elders--Wilson, .
, Af , / cxot‘lgcm,7 Symmes, ngde, Eliot, Newman, and Jenner--Lenthall
v / ‘ " stated th“af ﬁe'"woas ., . . for witnos'safng‘ ::he truth, unjustly
‘ - 39ast°"buot of my plsce . . .% and “that he and his flook : ’
SR : .. « “desire to reform ourselves, abd to go on aeoordifng to . o
'&e bustdma of tha ohurohes here. 't However, ‘he roJaoted the
“church covenant as being necessary.for the formation of a -
.' church (although Che 414 ascept the covenant of grase ahd
flatly denled Arminianism), and he qixostlo"neti whether his
©  first ordination was nullified. Having humbled hinself some-
what Lenthall oould have remained but he ‘chose to leave New

England. and returned home 1in 1642.

" ’ e c‘ . “ Q
dognism in the . . -

0X0 erYr ries . °

L7

e]

o A

The Episgopal' interest within Massachusetts proper,

though | “&eﬂxﬁtély pﬁsent was small. However, as the oolony

pushed its 1nr1uenoe into outlylng torritoriea, it was oon-

rronted by’ ra.r more numerous adherents t:: the Chureh of
; Qnglmd.. o d : -

Co Bordering upon the Massashusetts Bay Colony, 'the land- Z\
vV at ﬁ:o Piscataqua River (Dover, New Hanpshlro) had bee i

settled by 1628, perhaps as early as 1623, and had n:)rong

;.nonné.tion towards Anglioanism. In 1630 Walter Neal arrived

%o ngern ‘the area; he cmlod a. oonnlssion from 8ir

lrmmll, "Conference of the Elders . . .," p. éAQ.
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Ferdinando Gorges and John Mason. “Being so empowered,
nuoatu his preference for the utablishod charech. " nl It

vas to Piseataqna where %he Reverend George mrdett Journeyed
cafter leaving Salem, and it was here where letters addressed
}hrto the Archbishbp were found. lhen Winthrop thought
to summon- Burdett to appear before the General Court to
‘angwer a coptempt charge, tixe‘Govemor hesitated, lest
", ./, 1f he [Purdett] showld suffer in this cause, 1t would
Angratiate him more with the)archbishops, (with whom he had
intelligence, .etc.). . .. .32 In February of 1640, Captain
Underhill, an excommunigant from ﬁm _Boston Chureh, 'tr;.ed'
very hard '
P ] 1ﬁgrat1ate himgelf um the state of England,
and with some gentlemen at the river!s mouth, who were

very zealous that way, and had lately 891: up Gommon “ ‘
prayer, etg. . . .5

Dover was not the only settlement in what is now New ‘
Heampshire which 1nolinod towards the Church of Englanq,, For. ~
example, 1in 1640‘ '. . . &n Epiecopal sooiety is formed at
Portsmouth. . . .4 .

In 1641 the holders of the Hilton and Pigoataqua ~ ‘

tents traneferred their rights of juriasdietion to llassachn-

ttl. Howevor, the aotions of the Bay government tovards -

1 = - i r -
: Felt, Eocleglagtieal History, I, p. 185. ,

25. Winthrop, Jowrnal, I, p. 280. _—- ﬁ

3 s . :

MO, p. 3290 . ¢

fren, er.p.m. L



R P
- L4 * 1’

‘ A

. .
N
.
L. B, \ :
\ . - . '

- . ; ‘ . 40
the Anglicans of its newly ew'qu:.red‘ territory were something

leas than suppressive. )
At this time there was a division within the churoh
of Dover. Hanserd Knollys was the mini.ster, but a majority |
of his congregation left him and ohos\e Reverend Thomas o
Larkham in hie stead. Thus, the two churches exipfad, as
rivals. Knollys (s future Baptiet) followed a strict
gational péliey. He. refused to baptize ohildren of .
non-church members .and d4id not use the sign of ‘the oross in

|
|
. .
: baptizing, nor would he read any funeral service. Moreover,
" he wWould not admit any not sound in faith.} In contrast,
"Larkham received all into his church, even immoral persons,
who promised amendment, He baptized any children offered,
and introduced the Epispopsl service at funerals.*’
. A petiﬁon waa sent to the l{aseanhuae"bts General
Court asking.for assistance. Consequently, a committee,
; including Simon Bradstreet and Hugh Peter, was sent to .
investigate and to try to settle the diffiouity. This com-
~ /mittee was able to arrange a satisfactory compromise. |
Knolly!s excommnication of Larkham was reoa}led, the
sentences of oensure against Captain Underhill and other
supporters of Knollys were lifted, and Knollys himgelf was

digmissed from the church, having adwitted and repented

1 %‘&f New Hampahire, Vol. I
(Dover: rity ) unolils, 1923), p. 145.

2mt, Ecolesiastioal Higtory, I, p. 46l. '

v 0
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immoral eonduct with tWo of his maidservants.l Larkham was
'not pupished for his religlous practices.® ,

In May of 1642 the Genéral Court Julged Riechard
@ibson.. A minister of the Ghuroh of England, he had arrived
in New England 8 rew yea.ra berore and minist d first to a
" f1shing plantation in Maine, then at Plscatyfua, and :
presently was employed by fishermen working at tho Isl\e of
ghoals:

He, being wholly addicted to the hierarchy and dlisol-
pline of England, did exercise a,ministerial function

in the same way and did marry and baptize at the Isle
of Shoals which was noZonnd to be within our

A Y

Jurisdiction.
Angered at a sermon delivefed by Reverend Larkham against
"hirelings* (i.e., the épi‘scqpaey)‘, Gibson sent him an angry
letter. . . wherein he 4id soandalize our govermment, and
oppose our title to these parts, and provoke the people, by
way of argunents, to revolt from us. . . ." confronted with
this letter and charged uth ‘the above, Gibson could not dem
the acocusation and was committed to” the marshall. A fTew days
later he aamttaa the charges and submitted himgelf to the L
Gonrft's ravor: "Whereupon, in regard he wae a.stranger, a.nd
was to depart the country within a few da:s, he was dis-

charged without any fine or other punuhment. «3
e ‘ ' .

Wanthrop, Jowrngl, II; p. 2.

3 2A1though he followed many Episcopal r.ttes, Larkham
later delivered a sermon against the -épiscopacy itself.. ‘
AN

Ivid., p. 61.

Sibia. A *
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.On ‘September. 27, 1842, the Genez;al Court oonrerrici
1ts o1tizenship upon each-inhabitant of Piscataqua who had
there, M regard to o_hurch
'mmbership.l Samuel Haveriok was not ‘to be the only

"Episoopalian allowed to vote.

A amnar pattern of Anglican inclination and Massa~
dmsetta moderation may be round 1n regard to naine. on
.September 7, 1636 the loocal govermnent at sado mquirad ‘that "
"ﬂhe rates for the Episcopal minister there be pald quarterly,
‘“"the first payment to begin at Michaelmas next. ue Oon
Apﬁl 3, 1639 gir FerM& Gorges obtaipod a royal charter

. granting him the province of Maine. His form of government

broll:e‘l down the province into bdlyvicks, hundreds, parighes,

and fythingg.®

The following year he sent his kinsman, Thomas .
Gorges, to govern as Deputy Governor. Although a member of
A . .
the Church of England, the younger Gorges inclined somewhat

in a land where nearly all minlisters practiced (
Congregationalism gave him cause for toleration. He atatoé '

~ that he

"steered as neere as we could to the course of Ing..
land for ecclesiastical. We required no man to the

ocommon prayer booke or to the ceremonies of the \ -

&

a
———yy

lmt mwm&z_gm I, ‘PP 502-503.

 Bpext u,mzmw.p-ss-

. towards Puritanism; and the necessity of obtaining a minister:

-
-
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' Church of Ingland but allowed the Libertie of
Conscience in this partioular. . . .* '

However, 1t was required of
*, . . all the inhabitants from Piscataqua to
Kennebunk, which have any children unbaptized,
that as soon as a minister is settled in any of
their plantations, they bring their said -
children to baptism, and if any shall refuse to
subniit to the sald order, that then the partie
zgererusing shall be, summoned to answer this
ir contempt. "2 _
Algo ;I.n"1641, 'Thomas Jenner, presently preaching at
. Baso, wrote Winthrop that, while he preached the gospel to
' the inhabitants, he had not yet denounced the eplscopacy
because they were warmly attached to that form of church
government.“"' When the New England Confederation was formed,
. Maine was not invited to join *. . . because they ran a
different oourse from us both in their ministry and civil
]
administratlon . o e vt
By 1647 the inhabltants of Kittery, abandoned by

'mqmas‘ Gorgés and ignored by Sir Ferdinando, contracted them-

: selves/ into a formal government, to be headed by an elected
nor and five oounsellors. At the same time, however,
nera.l Court of Massachusetts reviewed 1ts grant and
deolared the patents of Gorges and Rigby (Lygonia.-—the Plgugh
Patent) to be within its boundaries and sent a commission to

i

' lloody, HA Proprietary Experiment, * p. 18. - :

2pe1t, Eooleslastishl Fistory, I, p. 447.
“winthrop, Journal, II, p. 99. ° |

.
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Kittery with an offer to receive it under Massachusetts' .
| Jurisdiot!,on. ReJected, the Court persisted, and a seoond
Com&iﬁsiol:n received Kittery's submission (November 20, 1652).
Its inhabitants were insured the equal rights and protection
epaoye& by those of . Massathusetts, and S
ooy e o san oolony une rmnces o the
. pendept of the religlous or any other test, and
Kittery was allowed to send two Deputiu to the
General Court.l
Two days later, Agamenticua ~(York) followed su:l.t'and wag
shortly afterwards joined by Wells and 5a00--again, With no
religious test required for oitizanship.
“‘“*‘Irr asquiring Maine, the ‘General court of uaseachu.
getts had to dsal with at least one irritating Anglioa.n
' ‘minigter. Robert Jordan arrived at Saco about 1640 this
' ehurchman moved to Falmouth and labored in the aroa for over

thirty “mgg. Marrying the daughter of John Winter, governor

of~the-conmercial-plantetion on Richmond's Tsland, Jordan
becane wealthy and 1nﬂuen1:1a1. This did4 not prevent h:l.m :

from being mprlaoned in 1654 yet four years later he was

2

sworn a freeman. Ooca.aionally he was haraasod for

praotising his religion, as 1n 1660:; -

"heroaa i1t appeares to this Court, by serveal
testimoneys of good repute, that Mr. Robert -
Jordan 4id, in July last, after exercige was

ended upon the Lord's day, in the house of Mrs.

v 1rohn Palfrey, sto of New d (5 vols.; ~
. Bostong Little, Brown, an . , D. 382.

S 2Bavago, w II. p. 569.

I
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Mackworth, in the toune of Falmouth, then & there
baptize three children of’ Nathanell’ Wales, of the
same toune, to the offence of the government of
this Commonwealth, the Court Jjudgeth it necessary:
to beare wittnes s.rt such uregular praotises, doe
therefore order that the seecretary, by letter, in
the name of this Court, require him to desist from
any such practises ror _the future, and also that
he appeare before the next Generail Court to ansrs
what- ghall be layd agt him for what he hath donne
for the tyme past.l

That he was not silenced 1s evidenced by future proa'ecut-ions.z
Jordan d1d not leave until Indians burnt down his house
during King Philip's War.

——

Conoluding Remark - : S
'&ts, in dealing with early 1nhab1tapte of the ¥assa-

chusetts Bay, settlers of newly acquired territories, or lone
ministers, the government of uasaaohnsetts 414 not make 11: a
rule to take harsh action and demand that Anglioans oonrorm .

{

to the Congregational Vay. Althongh there were cases of
persecution, the colohy's Qol:lcyn was evidenoed far more by a
_8pirit of toleration than has been generally accepted. This
was especially true in the fg_ase/,’c)m annexed areas. '

One reason for this was certainly fear of English
~1nterv‘ehtion and the desire to assuage the ai:prehen‘siona of
the rulers of the mother ocountry. Although the oolony vas
prepared to defend militarily the atatus-quo-«even against v o

. p. 436; quoted by Perry, )
. Charch, I, p. 105.
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‘the King's soldiers, 1t did4 }‘OF plan to provoke such an

attaok. Ir‘mn-Separatiat- Congregationalism was a paradox,
at least it left its followers Tar more comfortable than ‘his
loy logic left Roger Williams. '
But that 19 oertainly not the only reason, for
charlea 1 wa.s executed three yaara before Anglioans in Maine
g}‘anted ,the franchise. . AB ‘suggested in the previona

pter, the religious order of Massachusetts was a churach,
not a seot, a.nd:oon]l.d/t/herefcre afford a mo‘re.toleran;:
attltﬁde--ae long as 1t was not actively threatened.
Episcopal:!.a_ne in New Hampshire and Hain; iere' required to i
take a political oath &Sr allegiance, not a religious test.
n;osa Angliocans ipq were most séverely puhiahed—quorton and

‘Leohrofd-were censured not for their religion, but for their

threat to the soolal order. Richard Gibson's real offense-
wa.s that he fomented unrest, not that he was an Anglidan
minister. Belr-proressed Angliocans 11ke Maveriok_and Jordan

were harassed but they made Massachusetts their home. L
\ .
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CHAPTER ITI
THE msmmins

As the nassaohusetta Bay Colony moved into its seoond

‘dscade of oxistenoo, the magistrates and elders had mich to

be proud of. The attack upon their Charter had falled

diemally, and demands.from the Xing himself had-not only been

ignored, but defied. And if the populace was not totally
orthodox in falth, at least it had been defused from any

-explogive unrest which might tend to shatter the present

soclal ordon-npgar (’ﬂ\.‘ln‘ana ahd Anne Hutchineon, with their
most devoted roilowerc;\bwere .ou'teide‘the pale of the ocolony.
ﬂnppo ers of the Church of England were penalized if they
became too vooal, or quietly absorbed (dxough not digested)
into the oolonial ma:l.nstream. An economic declension may
have get 1n, due to a drastio plummet in immigration, but the
elders could take even this as an enoouraging sign. For

instead of ﬂoe:.ng' to New England, Puritansshad first defied ‘"
the Xing, and in 1642, were to take up arms against him. ‘The-

' overwhelming power of the Church of Englahd was broken, and

Arohbishop: Laud, tho Puritan's aroh-enemy, Was mprisoned

- tried for treason, ‘and - exsouted.

-

In England, the oontrol which Laud,
Oourts of the High Commissioh, exeroised over r
i - P H:I 47 »
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Political thought suddenly vanished, leaving'a vasuum, which,
in ﬁrn, was'goon‘ ewollen by many seots, preashing and
‘ printing t}'zousanda of ﬁwught.a on subjeots as diverse as
adult baptism and regicide. What Sir Ferdinando Gorges had
erroneously stated as happening to Massachusetts had, in
fact, taken place in his native land.-"ewarnes" of seotaries .
were mnning rampant. ' )
But it the a.rohbiahops or the Ghuroh of England had
lost their anthority, the leadership of the Puritan
opposition had not come %o battla unprepared. In terms ot
influence and mmbers, by far the largest group or rerorming
’olergy were the Presbyterlans.l Like non—Separating
Congregationalism in that it desired to rerorm, raﬂher than
' separate from, ghe Church of England, Presbyterianism yet
differed from the New England la.y in three mportan‘.'r
respects: 1t wished to replace the episcopacy with a
similarly comprehensive system, and 1§hus insiasted upon
regeneration only for .{:he elders; the church was to be
governed solely by the élders, jumout any participation. by
the members (not even the members! oonsent to-the elders' -
rulings); and synods were to havo binding authority over each

oongregatlon . 2

' lAt the Westminister Asaem‘bly of D1v1nes, only five
ministers were Independents. '
p A
2z1rr, on_the og of
P. 24.
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' to these men. Winslow prooeeded to desoribe the land as

. 49

The chﬁreh at Newbury - o
. Rlohard Mather would have us believe that the rrer-

ences between Presbyterianism and Oongregatgpnalism were \

Arreconcilable. When asked, in 1643, by eo;ne English

Pur:ltans if a body of Presbyter:l.ans could practice its 'ay in
Maasaohusetts, Mather answered that Af Christ has allowed |
only one dise:lpli.ne 'e.soeorrect,' and if th ,discipl;ne .' -

|
8, . . which we hear practice, -be (as we"are per-
ewaded of it) the same which Christ hath appointed, |
and therefore unalterable . . . we see not how . |
another can be lawfull; sand therefore if a company
of people shall come hither, and here set up and ‘
practise another, we pray you thinke not much, if:
we cannot promise to -approve of them.®l -

i

$

»  Yet, writing a few years later, Edward Wj.nslow stated

So also 't 18 well known that -before these -
unhappy troubles arose in England and Scotland,
there were divers gentlemen of Scotland that:
groaned under the lheavy pressures of those times, s
wrote to New Englgnd to know whether they might
be freely suffered to exercise their Presbyterial
j was angwered

1
1

i

A)

- Wineglow was referring to a letter sent to nnthrop 1n July ‘of

1634; in that same month-the. Court granted a townahip of 1alnd
bemg between Ipswich and Newbury, where four towns have e:,‘nee
settled, : - ’ |

. . . 80 that there they might have had a complete
Presbytery, and whither they intended to have come.

VY cha YO
1% S,

10y chard uather,
m egeg, p. 83; quoted

.2
M—ﬂ: p. 404,




‘Magsachusetts, the contrary may be sald of the pastor and

‘Ames, one of the fathers of congregationaliem, he stud_‘l.ed 1n

lWinelow, "Brief Narration,* p. 404. - ol \
20. Mather; Magnalia, I, p. 309.
T 3Footnote in Johnson, Working Providence, )
p: 1930 . . . )

" But meeting with manifold orosses, being half seas
through; they gave over their intendments; and as
I have heard these were many of the gentlemen 1
that first rell upon the late Govenant in SOotland
Although these Scotsmen never reached New England,
other Presbyterians did. Richard Denton, "Whose name no

memory of dishonour mars, "? minlistered to the inhabitants of

Watertown .in 1638/39; then he removed to Vethersfield,
moving again to Stamford, 'whep he . . . withdrew from New
England in 1644 on account of Presbyterianiem. . . .5

- If Denton was not suocessful with his miniatry,\.n

téacher at Newbury:
; For 't is well known that Mr. Parker and ur. Noyoce,

who are ministers of Jesus Christ at Newburry, are

in that way, and so know, so far as a single -

congregation can be exercised ip 1%, yet never had

the least molestation or dlsturbance, and have and

find as good respect from magistrates and people as ‘

other elders in the Congregational or primitive way.4 ,

The town, rounded in 1634, was named in honor or its
b |

firast mim.eter, 'rhomas Parker, who had preaehed at Newbury,
in Berkshire. The son of the great eeholar, Robert Parker,
Thomas spent many years in scholarly pursuits, eventually

going blind as & result of his studies. Assisted by Willlam -

~ . &

"linelow, 'fBr;.ef‘ ﬁqrratiqn," 1; 102:

,,,,,,
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. /Hollana.. However, his ren{g:.ous belleéfs diﬁ'ered from Ames,
’ | and Parker's ordination as a Presbyter was only stopped by
- : o his sudden rotnrn to England. Writing to a friend in’ ,'-‘
| attonda.noe at the Presbyterian-dominated Westminlster )
Aaaombly of D1v1nas, Parker gsked for holp in reme&va.ng the
o&nrusion caused in uaass@.qhuse';té" by Mabury's ohuroh govern- |
: mont. He wrote: o & :c S C e

- And although wee hold a fundamentall power or .
government in the people, in respect of election of MEIRS
Hinistérs, and of some acts in ciges ‘extraordinary, ~ o b
as in the wan®rof uinisters, yet we judge, upon '
o mature <deliberation, that the ordinary exercise of »
.governmont must be.so in-the Presbyters, as not to - . .
. depe?d gpon the oxpresse votes and euftrages or the
' people.

* He volced his preference in tho Minfsterlal Convention of
| 1643 a% well as in the fynods_of 1646 and 1662, and although '

his \a.rgumezts and {notlon @t aooeptad., they were - - }
é}&\‘,wrospo Yy heard. o . e : P , . .
. James Noyes, both a student and cousin of Parker,

soon. Joined him As teacher of tho Newbury churoh He shared
-Parker's oplnions, bollevlng that eoolosihstioal councils '

L

L

LI g'ogl toolﬂ to oovenant somc tha.t wére vesaels of

N o S ‘
.- B . " 1 ’ ‘ , L . iz [ o
0" 6. uather, , I, p. 48l ,
> . 2oninas l’arker, “True Gopy of & Letir Written by Wr. .
!.'(homas) -Plarker) . aglaring his Ju m t touching the
dovernment tised in dhnrol;xes of land' (I.ondoh %‘{:

' 1344) » PP Dt
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' beheading of our late graoious and most excellent King

™
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wrath, as for other ends, s0 to faollitate the o_onveruio‘li of
their elect children. ! In his treatise on church govern- °
man'iz, the “Temples measured . ..., " Noyes unqueetionably
stated his preference for Presbyterianism:
The church 1s to be carried, not to carry; to

obey, not to command; to be aubjeot not to .

govern. . . . . Af a11 members, young and old, A

children an men, 1f thousands together mnst Judge

and govern upon, conscience together with the pPrésge—
bytery, first, 1t must needs interrupt the work.

Second, it 13 work enough, a double labor for the .- ¢, -

elders to instruct the church how to Judge. There
is more t spent in informing the church, than in
determin the case. Must elders hold the hands
of the common members (as the master teacheth

v scholar to write) and act only by them? Third,
pride is an epldemical disease in a demo a.t:l.oal
goverment, is suffioclent to hold
of authority? Where there are no stan

no governors at all, the orrapring is
Ichabod. Fourth, conrusion and dis
inevitable.2

Lanared’

Upon Charles II's restoration, Noyes wrote, in the "Epistle

' Dedioatory to the Xing, " that the Independent Oliver Cromwell

was one of the "Usurpers' who was responsible ‘for * . . the
Charles the rn-st of blessed memory,* and that this terrible ’
ant probably hastonad Parker's death (altpough he dia not die

'S

M S
lerom a biographieal shetoh by Nicholas Noyes, in’
Mather, Mggnalia, I, p. 485. o 3

‘2Quotad by r.:oshua coftin,

and West N

~




<

unt11 1677).% S o -

Parker and Noyes not only woi'e Presbyterians, but
they aotively practioed this form of church govemment in |
'Newbury. In 1641/42 Leohrord recorded,

"0f late some Churches are of opinlon, that any may
be admitted to Church-fellowship, that are not '

extremely ignorant or scandalous: but this they are
not very roz'l'ard to- practice, except at Newberry. "2

'me vlews which these two ministers put into effect
at Newbury disturbed the other elders of Massachusetts _enough
to call for a atnisterial convent:lon, 11;5 purpose \being to

dlssuade Parker and Noyes from their present}spraotioe.
'Meeting in September of 1643, with Cotton and Hooker as

moderators, both sidesg presented thelr arguments and answered

their opponents, Among the desisions réao{ed by the - - .
Convention, the consent of the congregation was deemed

necessary for admieslons and excommunications, and the parish
churches 1n4.Eng'1a'md could not be properly xferomed without,

- at least, a renewed covenant.5 "But Parker and Noyes could

not agree with these. statements, and so the basic disagree-
ment remained. In faot, Parker wrote that there was "much '
conjunction* at the Coﬁv\bnjblon conoerning his assertion that

| 1Wemmh Chaplis, u%aage.m_%m_ez -
rgt Presiddnt of Harvard ¢ (Boston: ames R. Osgood
Se .

and Co., » P-

" . ZLechford, P ﬁg&&é&» Pp. 21-22; quoted by’
waner, greeds, p. e % -
“Swalker, greeds, p. 138. ' ' |

Y



", . . the rule must be so large, that the weakest Christians
1
u

.
may be received. . . .
‘ The relationship between the Newbury ministers and
their Congregational colleagues Was marked by a great spirit
of toleration. Cotton Mather called Parker "sweet-spirited?
and "a person of most extensive charity. 2 1t may be argued
that Nather was of a later generation and wighed to deempha~

size any contention that passed between hig forefathers.
Yet, a member of that first generation, Edward Johnsoﬂ, who
had no love for dissenters, wrote of Parker and Noyes.
« . o 1t were to be wished that all persons, who have
had any hand in those hot contentions, whioh have - .
fallen out since about Presbyterian and Independent
Government in Churches, would have looked on this .
Example, comparing it with the Word of God, and
assurodiy it would have-stayed (all the godly at
lest) of either part from such unworthy expressions: A

as have passed, to the grief of many of God's g
people. . . .9

o

It may also be poss“:‘lble‘that the differences botveen‘
Newbury's ministers and the other elders of Magsachusetts
were doemphasized due to one great similar;ty;.tﬁé fesr of
Pocrapy and soclal disorder. Therefore, 1t 1{{5' dot ‘really
surprising to f£ind that one of the pillars or;ye\y England
Gongregationaiim, John Wilson, tviceloa.lled.fﬁ}i)on Noyes to
" preach sgainet Antinomianism and the Hﬁtchiqéin faction.? 1m

e

,J‘Parker, "True Copy of a Letter . . .,"(p. 4,
0 | .

Mather, Magnalis, I, p. 483. )
®Johnson, Nonder-Working Providence, pp. 98-99.

4llioyen' article in Mather, Mggnalia, I, p. 484.
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the orucial gubernatorial contest between Winthrop and Vane; N\
ten residents of Newbury, includ;ng Noyes' brotherNicholas, - .
walked forty miles to Cambridge 80.that.they might take the
freeman's oath and vote for Winthrop. Only three cltizens of <—
Newbury were disarmed by the &nerﬂmt, and one of them,
Richard Dummer, the town's largest landowner, paid half the
town's contribution towa.rd.s the financial relief of ‘ f
 Winthrop.t '
‘A8 for 1ts inteﬁnél’churoh affairs, there is no
reoo;gl of any néx'ajor discord for the first -thirty;‘,yeare ‘of'
Newbury's exﬁﬁenoe. Johnaon desoribed the town's Presby-)
_terlianism to be or a moderate ne.ture. .
@ teaehlng elders in thils place have ocarried 1t
very lovingly toward thelr people, permitting them I
to assist in admitting of persons into church
society, and in church censures, 8o long as they
act regularly, but in case of maladminigtration .
they assume the power wholly to themselves.?'
However, the 1660's revealed mach disoord within the
eherch and suggests that underlying d:.eoontent with the
elders! arbitrary ways had long existed; In 1664 Parker's ﬁ
aalary was reduced from fho to £60. The following year his f
salary wasg renewed to 1te former level, but internal strife .
was to continue.’

A
<

<

. . 8 ;

lcorran, History of Newbury, p. 25. )
2qbted in Coffin, History of Newbury, p. 54.

- Sgotrin, History of Newbury, p. 69, . |

.
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In 1669, a 1arge portion of the congregation, parhaps
a majority, accused Parker of error and stated that he had
broken several a.greements ma.de with the church. When Parker
dzc]g;re@ that hig oritics were guilty of sin, they wrote a
retort (for whioh they were brought before .the General
Court): | '

'To these things -thus oharged upon us, the major part’
of .the brethren adhering to Jesus ohrist and his word
do answer, that we do not judge ourselves guilty of
. those, sins as you have publiquely charged upon us,
having duly examined our consciences and sctions by
“the word of God, and therefore cannot 'approve of your
proceedings therein but do conceive that you have
roceeded therein beside the rule that Chris# hath
iven his church to walk by, and have exerclsed lord...
“ghip over God's heritage by charging the major part
of the brethren of the church, af we concelve
unjustly, with meny sins. . . .*

sCree " Prpsbyter

Another possible reason, besides fear of ‘soclal
llisorder, ror the amicable ogexistence between i’mabyterian ,
Newbury and Congregational New England was the latter's de
facto acceptance of ecclesiastical 1nr1uenoe outside of- and
over the individual church. Onhe of the first aations whieh

brought Roger Willilams into conflioct with the New England

: lquoted by Coffin, 'Eigt’gg of géwmkp. 8l. It 1s
interesting to note that ve years after the gather.

- ing of the church at New : a witness to this event, John
Pike, testified that the ob,nroh was formed in a Gongregational
way, *%. . . and soe oontinued together lovingly a
cons:\.darable mmber of years untill othor dootrine began to

be presached smongst us.'*.-Chapla%h, ster, p. 17.
- It had Parker, in reality, begun as a Congregationalist
© and then d his mind in the *free air pf a New World,"

or had he deliberately and methodioally atthmpted to move the
church to his way of thinking?

}
0

~
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. clergy was his ﬁgtaat, along with Samuel Skelton, against’
the regular meeting held by the minis‘tara 1n the Bos‘)l:on area,

Williams *. . & prognoatioating that 1t might in time bring

forth a Presbytery, .or superintendenoy to the prejudice of~. _

the churches' liberties. ot ' \ Sy |
. In 1634, the elders of the Massaahuaetts' cs_hurohes

were called by the pastor and the congregation to settle a’

difference within the. Church of Lj'nn*, where some of the
brethren, opposing the pz:oi:aedings of Stephen Bachelor, had
separated from church communion. Through outside help, the
two parties were reoonci.led. ° ‘

Two years later Thomas James, Pastor of the. Gharles-
town Church, was acocused of holding a "spirit of Jealousy'
towards Zachariah Symmes, the teacher.

.. . they were constrained to call in the help of
the elders and messengers of the next churches; and
it being the case of an elder, the neighbor churches,
to whom they sent for -advice, sent most elders, but
rew othor sgsengers.2

This gatheri of elders found:James at fault and advised,

that if he land Symmes could not come to an accord, he should

. Teave.’ Jamea left.
lhen Jonathan Burr was 1nv1ted to Join-Richara nather

. as-minister to the Church of Dorchester, a question arose

2

chusetts His orical Socioty, 1848). Vv, pp. 189-190.
;_Lq., p. 191.

~.
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concerning Burr's opinlions as being close to Antinomianisa.
He wrote his opinions and forwarded them to Mather, who
reportetl them, perhaps, rather unfairly. A oon‘l:roversy
between the two ensued, ‘and they called for assistance from
other churches. conaequentlymé‘bmarme the
Governor, w:lnthrop, and ten minlsters from neighboring'
churches spent 'ropr days An congultation. Both Burr and

ther abologized and were reooncu:ed.l( ‘ '\

The Massachusetts Bo Body of Liberties allowed that ‘

", . . once in every month of the year, when the séason
/ * will bear 1t, 1t shsll be lawful for the.ministers snd
elders near adJoinlng together, with any other of tho K
brethren, with the consent of the churches, to asdémble ~ .
Cby course in each several church, one after anothér, to
the intent, after the preaching of the word by such a
minister as shall be requested thereto by the elders or
‘the church where the assembly is held, the rest of the
day may be spent in public Christian oonference about
the discussing and resolving of such doubts and
cases of conscience, concerning matter of dooctrine, or
worship, or government of the church, as shall be pro-
" ¢« pounded by any of the brethren of. that church, with
. leave also to any other brother to propound his’
objections or answers for further satiafaction,
according ‘to the word of God.* u2

\ - 01' courae, there is no mention that.these meetings would have
’ ' - any. bindlng anthority over the individual congregations, and \
" the brethren were granted certain important powers--to ocall
the meetings in the first plat;o and to propose and discuss -
questions ooncerning dootrine and gove'mgent. But, in fao;t,

as Miller noted, the elders had enormous power to

‘ laubbara, @General History of New England, p. 278.
" 20uoted by Felt, Ecolegiastical History, I, p. 440.



inferprpt the Word.® And 1t was the clergy, not the

o

‘This legal article was but one of a series of’laws which

- other churches should be asked to solemnize the event.

A e e

brethren, who seleoted the ministers to preaoch, the,i-eto;-e
making quite wnllkely a repetition of Wheelwright's provoking
fast-day sermon. Finally, the 'very fact that “the & dy of
Liberties codifled the legallty of regular meetings revealed
a dlstrust of the capability of _th>e individual congregations
to deal with matters whi;:p might become dangerous and
soclally disruptive (the examples of the Salem Church's sup-.
port of Williams and Bosfon'a of Hutcﬁi.x'mon were still frqah).

strengthened the discretionary powers of thé maglstrates and
clergy at the expense of the individual ohurehes.z

~HIn 1642 a c,ontz:ove?sy ocourred which 11lustrated this '
dlgtrust at the same f;ime',' contrasted the position of ) |
church and sect. When -the church members of Woburn wished to
ordain Thomas Carter as their minister, they Were advised |
that, sinoe there was no other chui-oh officer, the elders of

I

. « o but others, supposing it might be an occasion
of introducing tfm dependency of churches, &oc., and

so of a presbytery, were not so free to admit .
thereof, and therefore it was performed by one of ¢
their own members, though not so well to the - o
gatisfaction of some of the magistrates and ministers
then present; and since that time 1t hath been more
frequent, in such cases, to desire the elders of . .-
neighboring churches, by virtue of communion of : -
churches, to ordain such as are by the churches and

bt

lluller, rthodo , Chapter VI, "The New England
Way, " espeolally p. 182. ° - T ‘ -

,2803 Chapter I, pp. Bads
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people chosen to Ee their officers, where there are
no elders before. i

<

~ he proponents of the individual ocongregation, undefiled by
outeide intrusion, may have won the day af Woburn, but two
years later, the maglstrates and elders, invited to witness
the formation of a church at Wenhanm, round the ocandidates not
sufficiently prepared. They, thorerore, advised a postpone- v
ment, wﬁich was done.?

Perhapa the greatest act of external authority,
obrta.inly the most 1ronic, occurred in 1646, when the clergy
out—presbyterianized the Presbyterian minister of Hingham
Peter Hobart. A woman of that town came to the cambrldge
. Bynod to complain of her excommunicatlion. The elders were
just adjourning and had no time to consider the matter. ‘Then
a ‘minority of the Hinghsm Church invited the neighboring

eldérs to come to consider the problem. Qinee a majority 41a °
" not extend the invitation, these e;l.;lel}s questioned if they
ghould comply. It ,was@anéﬁaréa\that the ma.)Z:i.ty would
naturally not ot;mpla_ln of its own aot, and if .fhe mj:nority -
- Wwas not heard, *!'. . . then God should have left no means of
redress in such a case, which could not be. 143 4 oomica.l
thererore, did oconvene at m.ngham, sta.pulating that 11: came A
not to impose a dscision, but to give advioe. Hoyevor, these

.' J'Hnb‘bard, Genersl Fistory of New England, V, pp. 406-
Zpelt, mcieaigstiog_. History , 1, p. 529. S |

409.

"’;_13;9., p. 579.




. Davenport (in his “. . . Nine
(" . . Thirty-Two Questions

. 61
elders heard the difficulties and did reconcile the confliot-
ing parties. ' ‘

irit or Brotherl

J‘uat as congregatlonalisn, aa actually practiced,

©

moved steadily 'towards more.and more oontralization, so daid

" the 1deoloéy of the New Engiand Way shift quietly, though

peroeptivgly. Although naaaaohusettn Congregationalism was

not codified until the Cambridge Synod, the olprgy generally
agreed that the tiltimate ecclesiastical pover was dslegated
by Christ to the individual churches. The membera of each

e

ocongregation had the authority to" admit and excommunicate
members and to choose theilr ministers. Yet, the offiocer
obtained his authority from God, -po-‘l'z from the ocongregation.
Klders proparod‘ all ohuh;h business-~6.g., interviewing
church candidates and preparing oensures--and ran the
meetings; the congregation ". . . resolved 1teolt in practice
Anto a doing of what it was tofd. . . ."* In 1637 when John
Positions') and Richard Mather
| were questioned by English
Presbyterians as to the Congregadional Way, they denied . the
binding authority of eynods. dver, acoording to Walxer,

The congregationalism of both of these replies is of

the type of Barrowe ratier than of Browne. It gives

practically all power into the hands of the officers

of the church, and leaves to thg brethren 1little more
than the bare right to oonsent. T

[
ln,mer, Qrthodoxy, p. 183.
Zwslxer, reedg, p. 135.

’,
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-personts entry into the v1sible Churech, that infidels muat
‘give a confession of their falth before belng baptized, and

81x years ldter, when Presbyterianism wa/s on the
ascendent in England, Hugh Peter, no doubt wishing to be
politic as well as polite, blurred the distinotions between
It and Congregationalism, as he accentusted fe\vil of a

ocommon enemy:

"I do conceive that this sword will not be shea:bhed

which 1s now drawn, %11l church work be better

known. Presbytery and Independenocy are the ways of
worship and church }rellowship now looked at aince '

we hope Episcopacy.’is coffined out, and wil -

buried without expectation of another reaurrection. o
We need not tell the wise whence tyranny grew in

. churches, and how comonwealths got their. pressure

‘in the like kind. vl )

y on the other side, Samuel Rutherford, author of: the

S

‘mb Riggt g__r Pmsbxteriee, was ready to admit those

similarities which did exist be’tveerg- the two methods of
church govermment. 'hil; asserting that only the elders T
could conclude decisions, . ' -

¢« o o W8 &ge not a_@g?_g_s_s__emtgz of Elders only

to exclude people from hearing, yea and in an

orderly way, from gpeaking, reasonmg and disput:l.ng

even in our Generall assembly. .

Rutherford also aoeeptod‘baptiam as & oovenant which sealed a

that at the eloctsin of a minister by the people both parties

."lPrera.tor; remarks tdtR:Lcha.rd Mather's



’ o'niy‘had Cotton Joined this movement, but he has even par-

‘ co_ngregaﬁ:.onaliats vere reported to attend Separatist,
aervioos.a’ Not only,‘did'tl‘aege Independents accept only the

were bound to eash other by an oa\h-,zh&f phtﬁ',oh covenant--
might be lawfully svorn, although 1t was not necessary for
church mémbership.l . ' ) Voo ’

Robert %aylie, a- Scoteman and Presbyterian like

A
1)

Rutherford, but far less oonciliatory,fr-ote 8 seat‘hing
attack upon congregationaliém (or Independenoy\as he called ‘
1t) and upon John' Cotton especially. His pissuasive From the ‘
'Errox‘xré of thefg:l.me called the ".l‘:ndep?ndenjts ’tl'le smallest of

the seots and stated, "Conocerning their Original, the d
',Separatiste were their Fathers.'> He pointed to Cotton,. ¥the |
greatest promofér ‘and Patron ‘of Independenoy,” as originally

opposing th:l.'s scheme of church govermment, using the latter's .
letter of chastisement to Samuel Skelton as proof.5 Now, not

taken of “. . . the horxrible Errours of the Antinomians and
@181:5, with his dear friend Mistress Hutchinson. . . “4
Baylie, quoting COtton,, mtper asserted that ", .. 4n New-
England they give the right hand of Fellowship to the -
é’BroynistSVSacrame.nts,," while in Lohdon New England

T
. IRutﬁerford, Due Right of Pi-esbﬁerieg,' Pp. 86-88.
' aaobort Baylie, Masuasive From the Errours of
_Ll;_ (London. ‘published by a iﬁor&ﬁ 1645), p. 55. -
SMQ' po 58‘ ) ;b;d‘, po ’55; ! N J B

®m ., p.1065. T | " -
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regeneratev"into‘ their ohurehés, butr they’ wént even a step / N
0

il

z

further than- the Separatists, for they demanded an ascount

a oandidate's regeneration.. Yet, even Baylie admitted thgt
" there was one. trend axvnong",congregationalists towaz_'da a more .
?reﬁby‘l:erién—like stan ’

But the putting off thé power of Jurisdiction in the
peoples hand, briggs confusion into the Church, for
i1t makes the feetp above the head, it puts the
greatest power inl\the hand of the meanest, 1t gives
‘power to the Flocke to depose and exoommun:!:oate
their Pastour. .Our brethren were lately wont to
digest with the Brownists these absurdities, but now
they beginne to disIlke them, and rather then to
-gtand on. their Prior Tenets, they will limit the
Minor, asserting that the power of Jurisdiction
belongs to the people not fervently, but jointly
with their officers; so that .neilther they can : ‘
exoommunicate their o:rﬁ.oera, nor their Officers .can
excommuniocate them.

In his Keys of the xingdofn of Heaven and Way of the

ngggeggti}mg; Churches gefmed Cotton chose to answer in a
spirit of amicability, like Rutherford, rather than of harsh

partnership, as Baylie a14; his tone is quite conciliatory.
In this Cotton refleoted thd spirit of the General Court,
which, in 1645 ordered the printing and diapersal throughout
" the colony of a book, from England, called United gur Dutie:

L & boing principallie applyed and presented to the

. godlie, reverend, and learned brethren of the

' Presbyterian judgement, and the dissentinge godlie,

reverend, and learned brethren; commonly called

Indcpendent contending together about church - A
. government, earnestly dissuading them from bittcr . L :

speaking and writing against one another. It be:l.ng T

a subjeot in the general applioable to post

s

~

y %

1Ba;7119, A Qia'suasiye From the 'Erroggs of .thg”Tin'e,' e
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. Christian churches and states, dnd not unauitab;e" to’ W
our present oondit!:on "1 T ;

) The congregatignalism desor:t‘ped in X xg of the ‘ é.’ e
iggdo of Heaven 18 marked by groaf %alance between the ..1 -
. poxe:’s of the bm'ethron and that or the church orﬁcers. Yef
,although the brethren . mj.ght censure. eome of the eldera, they
might ngt censure all, who, then,- would pass sentence (4n.
this ;Coton difi’ered trom Rooker)? °And he denied that the
eldere ,tnr :. aynod hav authority, for 1\5 they proceeded
aooord.ing to thc word o %ﬁad |
T e ve they nay .consider o.nd oonclude sundry points -,
S expedien”t for the estate of their churches, whi .

— .-the ¢hurches Wwere ei'g:hér ignorant or doubtml of
befor(g/.2 A <

()

If a partinular ohureh was-in ‘error, and was corrected by
~ synod, “but still persisted in this error, the other churohios K
" " oould choose ‘to withdraw from fellowship with 1t. N |
‘ Defending the New ‘England. ministry rrom Bayne's '
oharge tha.t 11: had a.lloied sochism to run rampant Go:l;ton

atated. that hls fellow ministers 414 what Presbyteri;ns ‘would

v ~
(-o

have - done in the same situation--oonvone a synod oall the .
\delinquents berore 1t, and convince ‘them of or oondemn thom )
. for, eir errors.;'f He smmarized the@lergy'a power 1n a8

metaphor which M.ght have even pleased Bayne. . \«&

/..,

Qnoted bytr’%\lt olosi gtiec Hiato" ’ I,‘p; 545
John Ootton "Keys of the Kingdom of Hemn, 1644," .

1n Ziff m gotton, p. 121. A ‘
N " . w.’ p. 291 » ’) E ‘ . - . ‘.”.*--.

« e




A quoen may call. her sorva.nts, her ma::;.nera,, to

. pllot anfl conduct her over the sea to such an-

' haven: yet“ they -being called by her to such. ail ‘
T . office, she must not rule them in steering their -
<o “wourse, but submit herself to be ruledgEy them,

t11l they have brought her to her desi
So 1s the case between the church and

4 haveén.
r elders. 1

i, 0 In the Yay 47 the Congregational Ghurches: Cleared,

" . - Cotton continued his ‘own derenae am# 1ncreased his conoili-

-+ atory attitnde zouras Presbyterianisn. Although. our AN
. ' ) ohurohes notmoopt a11 the 1nhah1tants of a nation, he
a \\ ) asser‘ted we do not. soparate from Protestant churohes Wwhich ‘ |
do, but only i‘rom those 'hioh openly sin, *. . . or at least - .
4o not openly hofd rorth anx spiritual d:l.acerning of the - |
Lord’s body. . . . And in oorrecting Baylie, Cotton ahowed

suprene brotherly arroctfl.on tovarda..j’resbyterianism. R N

R ‘Nor do I yet underatand why he shéuld account the . \v
religion of New England another religlon, than - '
o * - that of England and_scotland and other reformed '
z . churches. ' Differénce in some external form of . ‘aﬂ* L
: T church -administration is not wont in the writings SR APY e
of’ ‘judicious divines, to make_up the note and gy
name of & different relj.g:.".m.:5 o : .

-

‘ ‘The sﬁm\and substanoe of" COngregationalism, 1ssued by
. the Cambridge Synod of 164648, echoed Cotton, both'in Qs
e~ . arguments and in hia ‘appeal for mutual /fo:!bearanoa in order
Yo further the tme Word of God. The "“Preface” to the n

Eg rm stated: ) ) .
" T .y Y S
B ‘ Ootton, 'Keye of - the Kingdom * p. 116. e

cotton, "'ay of the CQngregat:lonal churohea Cleared,

1648~anz1rr;.m'erm,.p.1ee.‘ .
T . ‘e e e '
RN ®Ibsa., p. 206. . : T

f
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This Synod having perused, ‘& consideref (with much ~

gladness of heart, & thankfulness to God) the o

- cofesslon of raith pablished of late by the ) T

Reverend sbyterian-dominated] ¥Festminister . ,
Assembly in England, doe judge.it to be very holy, C )

orthodox, and Judioiouh in all matters of faith Py
.'& doe therefore freely and fully consent thm@ ‘
for the substance thereof. Only in those thing
. " which have respect to church government &
s discipline, wee refer our selves to the platform of
" : " church discipline, agreed upon by this present '
assembly. . . .1 '
A9
T The churoh discipline prererred by the Gambrldge
Syndd was, of oourse, Gongregationglism, and while the
esgential féa.tizrea of this form were maintained: (e.g., the
church as existing before its orfiéers), the éwers as well
7 as the 11m1tations of a synod are designated. ' The synod has
no .?urisdiction, it cannot censure an mdi\'idual in error.
- It 1s, however, "Decisive 1n determining 'by way of discueaion
and disputation, what 1s truth, and 80 conseque‘ntly resolving
the question in welghty matters of Religlen. . . L u2 As for

, ... ~the Synod's declaration of truth, ". . . 1t binds/ the con- 4’

_ solence. " 3 That this power: over one'e oonsci]ence coutd be a.s
T . 'forcerul as power ove‘r one's body, perhaps more so, had been
) , " evidenoo;l by the olergy's domihance both uthin each churoh
and in general oolonia.l arfairs (e g, gatherlng of churohes,
dealing with heretiocs, and giving politioal support to the
magistrates) The "Prefaoe“ closed‘with a caJ{.‘l tor unity
,betwoen both rorms oi‘ ohuroh government. \

4

Co o L cambraage _s_znoa and Plattorm; "in u:u:Lr Greeds
- ’ * Po ;95- ' |
. Ibido ;- P. 191, . M. » p. 192. - L "‘: . R



= to Massachusetts, ". . . as members of a conscious oommunity

" e « « 18 difference about Church-order becom the =~ ———"")— ~
inlett of all the disorders in the kingdom?
hath the Lord indeed left us.to such hardness of
heart, that Church-goverrmment shall become a snare
to Zion. . . . If it 18 posslble, for & little - 9
falth (so0 much as & grain of mustardseed) to
remove & mountaine: 4is it not possible, for so -
- much strength of faith, as 18 to be found in all
the godly in the kingdom, to remove those 8
of Jealousie, & to cast those stumbling-blocks out
of the way, which may hinder the_ free passage of
. brotherly love amongst brethren?t

_ﬂmdhunohaﬁﬁﬁm . B E "

» :The one ohuroh shioh refused to send any rspresenta—
tives to the Cambridge Synod wasg Hingham and the reason for
this wasg 1argsly due to the policies of 1ts minister, Peter

Hobert. Hobart was a professed Presbyterian. As WiR¥low

-

teet led, X !\) o - | SR

1T 18 known also, that Mr. Hubbard, the minister at T :
'Hengam, hath declared himself for ‘that way; nay, .. :
which is more than ever I heard of the other two - - -
.e.; Parker and Noyeg], he refuseth to baptize mo - .
children that ‘are tendered to him, (althéugh this -
1iberty stands not upon a Presbyferian bottom, ; and '
yet the ci}ril gtate never molested him for 1t.

Hobart was born in Hingha.m in the County ot Norrolk.' 5
His parents were so pious that. their Puritanism vas attacked
S Aocording to John Waters, Edmund —

by iri'eiigioﬁa neighbors.

’Hobart Sr., his ramin.y, and many of their neighbors emigrated

of God's people’;

‘C ' lgﬂ g ng!Od and nat;om, p. . 2020 .. ’ ‘ " i'
S '2'inslow "Brief Narration, p. 403. o -

I - .- .
altaﬂaer, m I, p. 498 L ' S
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‘o - .. with an established ruling class and a church D '
. polioy that was clearly Preésbyterian. . . . They - K .
were willing to . go ‘Anto the *Wilderness" because )

. they had seen signs of Anti-Christ.l
~ Having bescome a devout minister with strong Pgr(itan
inélinations, Peter Hobart also decided to remove to New.
. Englana to escapé further persecution. Arriving in Charles-
‘ town in 1636 he was offered a post W aeveral churches, but
C deolded ‘to become minister at’ ngham where Hobart joined
his parents and brothers--Edmund Thomas, and Joahua. In :
fact; the tmm was settled to a 1arge extent by residents ’
%r old H:lngham. This ramiliarity with many or ‘the
. 1nhab1tants of his rormer home, in addition to a atrong
\\"”FJ ' nuclens of familial support may have greatly facilitated
B Hobert's practice of 8 Presbyterian form of church govern\..
' I:Qént: 4 -
" . ' Unlike the Bogbon church, whioch by 1640 inoluded
. less than half of the’ capital's population, the ’ o, :
¢ Hingham dhurch encompassed .virtually the entire . J
. town's one-hundred and forty families. There vas : "
. " thus an identity between townsmen and church e s
g . that gave gne paﬁtor a role of, unquestioned A
o authority. -
I L] . e ~
} “ In 1&45 a schism ocourred in Hingham whi
’ question Hobart's authority, ‘and which brought }ﬁero e the
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

- . .
| « ’ ) "4 ' '/3
£ M ’ ‘

2 Johin I. Watersah;mnghamh l{aasaol{gsetts, 1631-1661.

, ' An East Anglican Hierar in the New Wor mg; :

’ goelsl History, I (smmer, 1968), pp. 366-30. o
FE . 2 s

of. Waters. .The Hobarts and other Eagt Anglioans

R vere, within a few years, to £ain almost complete control of .
Ct the .political and religlous offices of the town from their i
S Yest county predecessors (who had not yet: rormed a ahnrch)

s 5 :
o ms-.v 362, - I -

. . L e
L4 N .
‘ ’ : . - o .
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magistraoy: , : . ’

!

I should have mentioned in the Hingham case,
what care and pains many of the elders had taken
to reconcile the differences which were grown in
.that ochurch. Nr. Hubbert, the pastor there, being
of a Presbyterial spirit, did manage all affairs
without the church!s ad.vioe which divers of the
congregation not 1liking of, they were divided in
two parts.l

The incident whi% sparked the division w,as a oontro-

. versy over the office of militia captain. The town
’residants,/ having gseleoted their usual captain, Anthony .

Eames,. then decid.ed to place Bozoon Allen, Eames' lieutenant, Q

" 4n his stead. llhen Allen's hame was presented before the

Court for conﬁrmation, the maglstrates ordered the matter to

Test until they had considered further. But tH¢militia,
. ignoring the order, agaln chose Allen. Eames refused to

abide by the deocision,- and both mgn led militia drills, with
about two-thirds of the militia following Allen. Angry words

. passed between the two parties, and Eames was brought before TN
. . - [ ] <
the church and oharged with 1lying. Hobart urged his prompt

axoomnunication. 'rhe captain complained to several of the

magistrates, who sent warrants to five of “the main offendera.

Hobart who ®as *. . . ther t3° three of the
prinoinal in this sedition,"’ao mpanied his brothers b0
Boston.> The minister haran'/g:ed the magistrates and 4a11ea, :

the complaintants “talebearers.® ‘Mg}ocusea denied most of

lllnthrop, Journal, II, Pp: 244-245.‘ ‘
;_;_g., p. 230..

yd
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the charges and were bound over. Then a.&bther.fﬁe were

' summoned from ;Iingham and charged with lying in the church
conecerning the magietrétea. These men demandg'& to know their
‘accusers, vhich Deputy~Governor Winthrop denled as neoeseary,
since 1t was not & trial. The accused refused to give bond,
and when two of them later egein were asked to give bond and
rerusea thése two were eommitted. Hobart, then,. not only
led his town 1n a petitlon whioh oriticized the power of the .
4 magistrates, but he hlmselt was fined for his contemptuons -
words and actions. '

‘He was therea;tez; /éistr;étec;i by bofh the elders and
the magistrates. when, in 1646, the .Court asked the elders
to ;n,eet with them to advise a polioy desling with problems
caused by Semuel Gorton and Dr. /Child' Hobart was ask.ed tp
leave the robm.ll 'And the following year he was not allowed
_‘to preach 1n Boaton at the marriage of oqe of his to'nsmen. '
One reaeon waa the fear that euch sermons might lndnoe the :

ola English custom.of a minister golemnizing the marriago -

_ceremony. But the other reason was : : ¥ A }

. « « that his spirit had - been discovered to be -
adverse to our eccleslastical and oivil govern- ‘< ‘
mzng and hg was a bold man, and would speak his

m n [ 2 * C »

onatranco '

One man, not mentioned by w:.nthrop, yet perhaps
:I.nvolved in the Hingham affair, was ulliam Vassall. He was

P S

A

P~ ;i ) , .
: ‘ A 2 -
“wintrop, Jowmal, II, p. 28? Ioia., p. 3.
¢

-

. ' -

+

.
N .
- ‘ , P N i
"
+ - ’” B . - . ’
. .
v 14
L . N N



e ' n2
one of the origlnsl l&sssohusetts patentees of 1629, but | |
removsd to Scituate in’ Plymouth Colony, where ro religious

- qualiﬂoation was requlred for oitizenshlp His religious

beliefs were definitely not Congregational. For when Qha'rles
éhaumy became minister to the ‘Church of Scituate, Vassall
withdrew from the church with several other persons and
formed a second ohurch. Chsunoy aooused h:l.m and the other
dissidents of 1rregu1ar1ties, 1nclud1ng a. rar more open .
policy o\r baptism. Vassall admitted to “'some difference'®
in their seoraments, and that they would reseive into
commuriion those who presented f""the; manifeststion of thsir”
grase, ' " yet did not belong to a partiouler-church.’ Vasssll

. acoused Cha.unoy of rejlecting ‘the former ohurch state of

Scituate, for when he became minister, Chaunoy demanded that .

all f:orme;' members be admit:ted anew and refused communion 'fo _
those‘ who did not follow this order.. ’jhat Vassall may have ., .-
been a Prasbyte;:;ian is s}}ggested in his.r;oll.oung comment: * :

"As for that some may, think that we incline towards .
the Scoi{tish discipline, .I congeive the difference - L
in that to §e, more in words than in substance, and

- not that we differ much in the main; and this 1s the

“great matter that:6causes reports to grow, like snow-
balls,lbigger and bigger by rolling._ But those- that
know ‘us fear not our inclining to the bishops; or to.
reoeivigg profane persons to the saoraments.*® S

[

1George Langdon, Jr., Pilgrim Colo History of .
th, 1620-.169 (New Haven, Conn.: Iifc University .
ess, » BP. 62-63. o
- 2

“Felt, Egelssiastiog; gistogz I, pp. 498—499.
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. Vassa.ll may have been rriendly with Hobart since he
lived close to ingham and hel& 8imilar views on church

goverrment. 1nslow believed this and declared Vassall to be
the :atigator T tho _controversy at Hingham. 1

~ Vassall/continued to cause trouble. .In October of
1645 he - p’eti ¢ ned the court .of New Plymouth P1To allow and
maintaine full and free tolerance of religion to all meh that

\ would preserve the Civill peace '“2 'Although a majority of

the Deputies seemed willing to approve, the magistrates, 1ed
by Governor Bra.drord spoke againat the meaaure, and in the
end, Bradford refusea to allow that the petition be put to a

* ‘vote, Shortly afterwards, ,Va.seall petit&.oned Massachusetts

* for the same religious rreedom; and later .appealed to =~ =

.Parliament,

..« « that the diétinotio‘ns which were 'maintained
here, both in civil and church estate, might be
taken away, and that we might be vholly govemod
. by the laws of England. . . .9
“Parlisment had, by then, engaged in the Solemn Lesgue and
Covenant with Scotland;  thé body to which Vassall was
~ appea.l:lng 'aa an orficia.l mgtmment of Preebyterianism. ‘He

knew it, a.nd the magistratee of New Plymouth and

-Society, Vol. srd Series (C ] saohuaetts
Historical Booiety, 1830), P. 115. i

. W, 8, pp. 55-66, quoted in Langdon,
Pllgrlm lony, P.

- 5 . - '4.'

Winthrop, ;_____g II, p.. 271.
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- Hassanhusetta also ‘knew 11:.
80 too. did another group or petits.onera iho shortly
.after Vassall, reiterated and expandsd his requests to the
General Oourt of Massachusetts. These men--Dr. Bobert Chilgq,
3
. Thomas Fowle samnel ndv%uoj John Smith, Thomas Burton,
L David Yale, and John Dand--oomplained that,
"lhereas there are diverse sober, righteous and .
godly meén, eminent forknowlodge ~and-other - -— ———
graclous gifts of the holy spirit, no wayes
gcandalous in their lives and oonveraatlons,
members of the.church of England . . . not dis-
senting from the latest and best reformation of
England, Socotland, &o. yet they and their
postori%y are detalned from the seales of the
covenant of free grace, because as 1t 1is |
. supposed, they will not take these churches - |

covenants, for which as yet they eee no light in
Gods wora. N E

. ‘This d.eslre for the allowance of Preabyterlan worship- ‘
was not soandalous, eape_cial;y considering that .the churohaa'
" of .Newllmr_g and Hingham wefe already praocticing that way. Nor
was their demand for an extention of the franchise; fora .
. - bill allowing non-freeman equal powér with freeman in town
affairs *. . . was drawn up, and réady‘to pass. . , "2
But the petition wentjon to demand that rio one be
banished unless convioted of breaking ". .°. -the known Lawed

of England in so high a manner, as to deaerve go high a

v

: J'Ialker eds, p. 165. 'I'he religioua persuasions )
" of the potitionera varied. - Maverick was an Anglioan. ’
Probably only Child and Burton were Presbyterians. ef.

Johnson, Wonder-Working Providenge, p. 240; and Winslow, -
mm,—a"'n‘fl!’“p- o I

‘ o unthrop,m&.n, p. 271.
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punighment.* And 1t blamed the spread of heresy in New
England upon the restriotiveness of congregational poliocy.
. : Whenoe (as we..conoeive) abound ah ocean of inoon-
: ’ veniences; Dishonor to God-and his Ordinances, « -
little profit by the llinistery, inorease of |, ‘
, Anabaptiem, and of those that totally contemn all ’
o Ordinances as vain, fading of Christian graces, I
. deorease of Brotherly love, Heresies, sohisms, &.
'l‘he vhole body of the Members” of the.Churches of

land; like sheep scattered in the w:i.ldernem\slo2
wi out a ahepherd in a forlorne sad condlitlon.

Robert Child, spokeema.n for t@petitioners, wrote to .

' the younger Winthrop in May of 1641, rejéioing that | _ -
". . « Lord p“lates-deanea, prebends, are fallen, " and hoped
that the same fate awaited the bishops.a\ His bilographer, .
George Kittredge,.believed him to have been a high Prquy_

] ferian‘ar;d used, as supp‘ori:.tve evidende, the petition itself |

e — e

and Major John Child'e comments upon his own and his bréther |
Robert's beliefs.? - . ' ' * L
T . In faot, Kittredge believed Ghildko have been 8o |
' devout that the dootor wanted a1l to place 'I:he colony‘
‘ unden the direct. control of a. Prum Parliament.
;Indned the whole, Remonstranoo if read with all “the.

" “oircumstances in mind, reveals itself at once as a |
paper intended, from the ‘first, for the eyes of the |
. ' L L

- - ‘ .
‘ - ZIpa., p. 16. ‘ . . .
L 5'}_¥thro§ papers, 311, pp.’ 160-161; qpotea in Geoige
. nttredge, or d the Remonstrant %;Lm.g
. . of the %g;oni%; :Soclety of % gohugetts, Voi. L
' W Bo ? ons Socie or Hassachusetts, n
’ s P <. - v ) ’

2 »

B S
“x1ttrodgs, Dr. Robert Ohild,* pp. 90-92.
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Presbyterisn perty in England, both in the Parlis- Q{ }&
ment and out, who had long looked 'askance at New -
England as a stronghold of ‘Independsney. Only in .

Yorm was it addressed to our General Court. . . .

What Child had in mind was that ' the colon sts .o
ghould be forced to t . !
This l'conspirscy“ theory is based upon much infer- '
ence, as at least one historien hes totelly rejected 18,2 In

\ Tact, 1t 1is quite probs.ble that the primary aim of the #

¢

Sc.oftland & /"

‘seriously hoped for support from three important areas within

petition was ot religious at all, but rather politica.l. ,
However, having followed the uinisterisl Gomfention )
of 1643 and the Hingham controversy ('both whioh a,rose largely

,'dne to the influence of a Presbyterian element in Ms.sssohu.-

setts), the Remonstrsnce may have caused the magistrate)s some

-

s,pprehension, especially sinoe it supported men . *. . . not

' dissenting from the latest and best rerormation of Englsnd,

4 Eduard Johnson aotually os.lled the

pe‘éitioning a "plot, o® and linslow seemed to agree with -this

Y 4

lxittredge, *Dr. Fobert Cnild," p. 85. BT
2 ‘ ' .

: cf. 8. E. uorison, lders of the B éo ' -
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1930).. In aﬁﬂon, Robert

E. Wall, Jr. agserts that the petitionere might well have

v
the colony: the Presbyterians, the Deputies, and the )
unenfranchised. - ef. his 8 ett The e
Dao%% ,1640-1650 (New Haven, gonn.: T%e mversi%y %pss,’

, . .. - i

Jor. Wall, sachusetts H e QOrucial Decgade,
p. 165. “Although Vass apparently was a Presbyterian, the
objective which tied him and hils assoolates together was more .
likely the political goal of upsstting the domination .of ‘
magistrates in Massaohusetts. _ :

’ 4They also may-have noticed thst 'I'homs.s Burton was a’
menber of Hobart's church. ' 5

5Jol;nson,___ngn_r___£lsm_2mm p. 241, -
. - i )




; opinion, for he stated, , ,
N

“ Now had a peaoeable reformation beene the marke
they dymed at, they would not have gone about.
\ this to make ‘the govergmpnt so much despised
o garre and nesre. . ...

But even taking thia :I.nto consideration, the magls- ( .

s ‘tre;{es desired te oontinue to follow a polioy of onoiliation
\ wath Presbyterianism, for they 4id not wish originally
o1l the petitloners before the General Court. WintESh

CIN
|

wrote,

"I had thought we should onély have declared of

henslons concerning ‘the Petition, willout questio

~ the Patltionera but, the Deptyes“palled upon it,
whereupon MF Fowlé- was forced

. ansT, &o., & the rest being led, 414 p’sently

;o peale to the Parlt, ete:; so as we are like to

- proceed to' some censure for their appéal, 1f not f

. the petition. "2 q- ‘

Qoncludig Remarks | ) T ‘7\
7 . As in, the case of the Anglioan threat of the pre ous :
decade the ecoleaiaetioal ahd political ruley{ of
) llassaohusetts feared the rellglous implioations of : g
. Presbytar\isaniam, while Tespecting thé political pover behind ‘
., ‘the ra:.th. This respeci’: (and fear), 1nnuenced tha colonial e,
\lea.dershlp 1nto tole tlng actual dissentmg churches in

‘ -Nembury and Hinghanh m 'in aoting with forbearance towards

oertain threata tol the’ PBgolal order. Hobart and Chilv were

~,

1'1:1516', M:;, p. 118. ., . \&

.2 C . v -
! Winthrop to unthrpp, Jr., 18 Nov. 164 s quoted by -
gt Winthrop, -and Letters of -John Win (2 vola.,

Little, 'n, an .., » ’ po e, '

*
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4 ?

: g for sedition, nog‘ banished. ’

Yet, there 1s more @r the elders of the cambridge

Bynod spoke’ honostly when they deolared their vholahearted

agreement with the dootrines laid down by the Westminister
Assemb]; After a11 bobh the gongregationalists and the

“~

, Presbyterians were Puritans; they held a oonmon repugna.noe

towards the epiaoopacy and had shared alike 1n its
persaoution‘a Compared to an accordance in faith,
ecolesiastical differences might justifisbly be considered -
minor, espeoially considering that those o.irrerenoes -wére not

’ ~near1y as great 1n practioe as they were in theory

Since 1t appeared that Presbyterian:lsm would neve S
become the controlling system in the colony, and -
Congregationalism would never become the controlling
system in the homeland, and since adherents of both
parties were united in Christian essentials, the
time hadtcome to explore ways of living together so .
that both might turn their attention to the :
..destroyers of doctrine. ,Puritanism was: moving into '
another political phase.l ~ : o,

~

Congregatlonallsm had cqmesa long way since it was the
tlny minority of .a political}y weak novoment. It had grown

1nto the dominant ohurch in 'hat was pno’?ing to be a world of

its own. As auoh 1t round mach in- common ‘with Engu.ah
Presbyterianism.. But the enjoyment of power ca.rrj,od with it

~respon31b111ties. And nowhere were these responsibilities' .

greater than in the a.rea or soclal oongrol. "i‘he ‘destroyers - .
of dé{trine" who had broken- 1oose An England found their
oounterparte in tho New World. As a_chgzreh dealing with.

C i . _9"/ . .. . R " .

1z1£f, John Gottén, P. 34.,

! ’

134
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- aects, Ne' England COngregationalism had to s.ocept the

'y f»" challenge o:r aohiam and defeat it in order ta euz:yi\re; S \“»\‘ ‘
T It 16 1n this conﬂict exempliried in the reddtion’

to the Baptists and ‘the Quakers, that. the nature of thé Nen
England church is best portrayed. '.|;o etudy Anglicanism and
.' - Presbyterianism in- contraet to Anabaptism and- Quakerism 18 to ‘
\{ Te undegst)and the paradox of Edlard Johnson, who could att&
LT " me signers or the Remonatranoe ‘because they daid not w:,ah to .
‘ worahip in g Présbyterian church but wantetl all of. New o
England to rollow that way, and, at the aame time, who could..
"", e 0T damn thof; wishiﬁg'mo turn Maesachusetts 1nto an "Army ror

toleratidnists. W yet even aga.inst the gohismatis . -

g " . "? ¢ -sectarms. the polj_oy o:f the Nev Englanq way dlftered only | o \
a. ;,ndegyee,notinkind. " . ' Q 4 |
R * E— SRR L

. - ‘w;,( , - - .1Johnson, WOnder-wérkitig 'Providen'ce, PP.. 240;29.;

269 o
. . j v , .
e p.i - . 3 . roo . .. ¥ . .
L. v o, . N
. . . 5 . . , .




.\, for I knew I could do nothlng for hih or'‘for .
| G & sald I ahould 1170.1
. w1nthrop. gwinthrop (aa like" the sectariana, whpm he - N

’ or 1nt1maoy uw Him. 'rhererore while in'England,

L] B
"y ) . ' ' . .

THE 'wns‘rs

. .
& . " Ay
.

" o« First therefore hee lald a sore affliction upon me
. vherein. +he laid me lower in myne own eyes than at
. any time before, & showed mee thie emptiness of all
'‘my guifts & parts; left mee neither power nor will,
: so as I became as a Weaned child. I could no¥ no
Y . more look at what I had been or what.I had done,.
nor be discontented for want of strength or - ‘
assuranceé, mine eyes were only upon his free mercy ‘
in Jesus Christ. I knew I was Wor of nothing, - v

"‘myself. I‘'could only mourn, & weep ‘to ‘think of
free mercy to such a vile wretch as I was. Though

. T had no power to. apply it yet I felt comfort in

-1t. I 414 not long continue in ‘ﬁua estate, but
the good spirit of the Lord breathed npon my eouJ.e

- . -°Q . 7y
- . This'mo¥1 and emotional oonression was not written

nnhesitatlngly oondomne&, ‘4n hia Protestant roots-aan acute

_awareness of God'a preaenoe and’ omnipresenoe, and a feeling
Cinthrop '
oppoged the episoopaoy and "poplsh" sacraments, and ronnd .
~h1mself sharing angumenta uth Separatists and ev’pn more -
politlcally and 1g;oc!.all!,y reprehqnsible charaotera. K L
'Gonrnlar John wmthrop'a Qche eldor) Ghristian R L

1

S ‘Expers.enoe,! in'R. Winthrap, Life and jetters of John » . - .-
m____g II,) 1'?1. - / AR |

- e "

¥ . * ' . - .
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‘ eetts, the problem remained®a oonfliot. o

“In such a conflict many made the choice to fdll;/w their God.},
. even in deﬁ.anoe df authority It wae né wonder.that . Tﬁomae ’

o : . ' . ' .-
oo - y y P 81
However, wh:l.le on the Arbella sailing» to a new world.
Winthrop eounded a dlecordant note. He stated that,’ since -
the voyage% basic intent was to eeek & new home , 3

'“. . e under a due forme of Government both oivill and

.ecclésiaetﬁ.call, .-+ . the care of’ ‘the publique mst oversway - -
. all private re‘speots'. ',“1 Granted that this was to enable the’

)
<

group to do further aervice for Go& 1,1: still remained LA

,quest:!. nable whether one oould mainte.in a personal relatlon-
,ehip with the Lord e.nd at the same time, be villing to niek
-« compronising tha”t 1nt1maoy for i;he gopd of the me..]ority Foff

Winthrop thia was a paradox whieh through oone‘cant struggle,
2 - *

~1.16 was able to oontrol. ' -

For others,\ who rolloqed the Governor b0 Maseachu-

3

'The dynamlc church prihociple inherent in the doctrine g

of: every man his own priest was in constant dishamony L -
g with the severe exterqal authority attemptgd in- / . o

praotice by, the . Puritan elergy and’ elders.

Venner, lead.er of the hloody Fifth Monarohy rlote 1n London -l
o . t‘ . o
o - oo ‘ B . .

lJohn \Vinthrop,‘ "A Model of chrietian Charity, R,

quoted. by Morison, ml_l_.dere of the Bay colom; p. 73. ’ .
2

o " “of. Ednmnd S. Morgan, The Tilemn e Sto L
o; John Winthrop (Boston. Litti__g_“r—e, Brown'ﬁl_an'd—ao% , 198 .;ii_.; N

Sfast, "Puritaiisn and New Settl%ment "p. 286. . -
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-, in-1661, sﬁent Tourteen jreara in Ma.ssaohuseﬁts.

: 8 . . :
to hell.*® " .

82,,

1 The oolony

K

had to deal with _many such obstinate persons, for axample “in

- 1640 Hug‘h Bu.et was round guilty of heresy--he held that he o
 was n-ee from originel sin-and banished upon pain of death.? 7

Others, though not banished, could be Just as unyuly,
and f#r more vogal. The tumult. within the church of Newbury ‘
has already been noted' there, ma.ny members of the R ’

) 'oongregation took 1t upon themselves to\\Judga their mim.ster
- in error arter e, oo having duly e’:camig a our consciences

J1ud

'and actions by the Word of God. . .’ The Wife. of Thomas x
"rrusler 'was fined for calling her ‘teackier a 11ar.4, Edmund S

sha.ll Wwas presented before the Court for’ stating that B
ur.l*'rhomae Dunham had preached blaspheny.’; And Elizabetn’ -
Leag was. arr;eted @ rar sayiflg, ?hat 1f the people,.,
followed Nr. walton's pr&aohing or minletry th.ey would all go

N
i . . . 3 - , . . .

r.‘ ‘ e ‘ ” -~ . ,& K ’ . ""' " ‘;‘
L Vgnr\ir was 4 qhurch member of salem ‘and rreeman ot . =k P
© . the’ oolony well as juryman and constable. of. Sidney - T
- Perley, The: 1 =1} chusetts (2 vals 3 Salem:
sidxley “Per Qy, F} . - ' . '

‘ ' "% - . ? ’ .
: shurtlefr s usetts Reoords, I, p. 312; f '
J. w:l.nth.rop, ,Lgm; p o o : e
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" Yet; ‘perhsbs most maddening for the ministers of ,
Ma.esaehueetts was the qulet. et‘ubbornnees which oharac’berized
many ofy their ehureh members. Tlie Salem Ghureh Reoorde gerve- ¢
‘to one such example. Brother Weston withdraw from the
D N | ¢hurch because, 1n’ part he wae not allowed to ask questione
! in public' _because- eertain othere, permitted membership, had
| - “not given satisfaction, and because this ghureh aeoeptgd eome T
" < - ‘f * who held communion ‘with. the Chure_h”ef Eng:l. - As Weston
AN euccinotly and boldly put-1t, ", . that' Ze chureh he e
l ’ | - counts to walk a.ecording -to’ her light or appreheneion \;.rid
. o he wa.lke aocording to hie.l. -& S - -
. ) o ‘, ’ Ae long ad these inoidente, though numerous, ,remained ”
; ieola.ted they were ge bubblee over & pan of boiling water,
| " mere vieile;.gne; of the,aheat within. But when dissenters

~ * fouhd common poiu;xd. for protest and even began tO form o Cs

.‘ Y

dieeenting groupe w;lthin the coleny, the orthoaoxy of Maesa-ﬂ / ’

T '.-1‘,, ehueette was eeriouely threatened. S '.v Coe

) . . Establighed religions are, . ae we, have seen, embodi- ‘
L. ments of the prinociple of eonservatiem, but if.this s
, o is so, then the révolutionary forces of a soclety ~
. must_form their own religlous orgsnizations, '} : § I
. - . ' parallel but antagonistic.embodiments of the .°. ’
.. ¢ ..: principle of revolt, These organizations, born of * ..~ , v
«« 7 | 'a' négative attack to the sontemporary established’. - .
, eooio-eeono and politioal;\ey tem, axe . : <.
. traditionally o 1ed sedts. <

2Werner Stark ylogy of R n, A8 £
ete dom (2 volsa.; ! New Yorks \For University Press, v

- ) ( --sectgggﬂg Relig;gp_ R
ce T oy PN T
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' The earliest aeot .1.n New mgla.nd was the Baptists.-
, \ | Beg].nning hdividuals proi’eﬂsing their beliefs inde-

- pendently;” the Baptists established )ﬁh&me‘elves in Rhode N
¥ . Island, -and after attempbing to. form ohuréhes within '
saohuse‘A:s, ﬁ.nally ‘succeeded 1n 1665 and in the oapital
L 3 ‘ of Congregationalls)m--aoston.‘ These physical manifestations ',

only underscored the far more real and preaent danger Ehlch

-the Baptist bellefs threatened the established clergy-—an
open deniaa. and challenge “to the New Engla.nd wa,y in genera:l. ‘

q.nd covenant theology in partioular. , The Baptists Were to ;
try the Massachusetts magistrates and ministers sevprely,
yet, even in this case,- the ‘demand for. orthodoxy, was.

cplored ot black and white, ‘but with deﬂnite ahades of o

. .
~ gray" N ! : " : ’
\ A W N ~ ’ > ,“'
~ 0 . - 4

; g;etoriog; Precedents = . .. |

Voo Although Baptists claim desoent from both the Bibleﬁ

*° "+ and early perseouted groupa, 1t will be oonvenient to trace
. o - -their’ anoestry from the .Reformation, because 11: was from
© -, ‘there that ‘the New England Baptlsts took their ba.slc beliefs, ~

g and, beeauae the attltude taken by the l&ashaohueetts € e i
';Q ' authoritles against .these.sectarians ¥as colored by -

prejudices agalngt the Ansbaptists of the prévious oentury,l

e} ,'- s : . ‘ - .f

1At Amne Hutchlnaon's trial Thomé.s Dudley may ha.ve
. been under the ghadow of. the Anabaptiat revolt at Munster,.
when he sald, "‘These disturbances that have come among the
: Germans ha.ve been all grounded upon révelations, and so they
L that vented them have stirred up thelr hearers to take up
against their prince and to cut e throats of one




Y
’

o felt that infant baptiem was 1nva11d since only an adult wee
: capgble of” making the dec.ts:lon to follow the way of God-o K
hence, their name-antipaedobaptiete, or Anabaptists. '

':
S’

- as was moet olearly evideneed by their.brutal seizure of

,order. One, historian hasg called Anabaptism ". +. . the

;1ees than the deetruction of the very basis of soeiety 5.

.rather believed that -each-man, by hig own choice, was saved -
_ ‘or damned. -of, Rufus Jénes, Studies in Mystioc Religion

3 ’ . > ) - . ) - .. . ‘ 85
When both Luther and zungli were willing to draw.the

" 1line of reformation at the state ehureh and Parish system, a

group of rerormere, led by ex-prieste and artisa.ne dema.nded

a total commitment to the regtoration of the primitive

eyetem of church govemment——oongregationalism through the
volunte.ry consent of regenerate adults.l These 1nd.1.vidnals h ©

Many of these Anabaptists were militant millenariane, '

mmster. They were reared not for their religioue beliere,
but becauae they were a threat to the eetablished eoeial

17

oulminating effort of mediebvel Christian Commun:lsm c. LR

)
while another stated that the more ‘moderate Refomere, 11ke

Zwingli, considered LD ﬁhe Anabaptist Movement nothing -

another, anid thege have ‘beern the - fruitas of them. '
Three gpiﬁdes, I, p. 505. The sixteenth century. Anabaptists
were specifioally” oondemned 1n the anti-Ba.ptiet ordinance of |
1644, .

lTheae early Anabaptiets were, not deterxnlnistic, “but

(Lgndon: Macmillan-and co., Ltd. ,

s 2E. B. Bax,- Mse and Fgl of the Anabapt;_.et (New - ° .
_York: Maemilla.n co., )03), p k< 42 . ‘ :




iteelf."‘?’ Writing of ‘these rad.i'eels' . Who in doctrine were".
- very olose to him, Luther characierized them as those

¥, . . who- are ever inclined towarde revolt, interfere in
- ’politieal matters and arrogantly desire to rule, w2 The

artisan. and proleta.rian memberghip of the movement onlx

increased the fear or those in power. <

‘ Anabaptiste moved towards a non-violent position. But even
o _ ’thia threatened authority Theee seetariane denied serviee
v . -An the military, refused to aecept oivil orfioe, and avoided

'1a.w courts. What was most subversivewjnowever, wa.s their

- refusal to. pay taxes for ‘a state ch7,reh and their ‘bellef in .

. religic’;us toleration.s Sinee it was oommonly aoeepted that
o , the church buttrees‘gd the state afld the state, in “turn, |
‘ protected the ehuroh this eonoept of complete voluntar;;sm
) wa.s, indeed, revolutionary / ' ‘
' Several Anabaptists emigrated to England settling in
. Norfolk Suffolk and e eoaﬁtal towns, and made man,y
converts. The first’ Englieh Baptiet .minister is generally

. '~ reoggnized as John Smyth. Having taken hie orders,fin the

IR 1A. C. Undorwood History of the English Baptist

. (London: * The Carey Kingsga’ﬁe Fiess, LH., 196 ’I), p. 24.

. o Y Quch:ed in stark, @eio;ogx of Rel;gion, II, p. 69.
’ 3

e . 4n 1527 ". . . opehly claimed and: proelaimed religioua
1iberty. Hem;y Ki g, A Summer Visit of Three Rhéde
5l anders. to shugs 16 :

86

. After the Munster uprieing was crushed the remaining

The Arisbaptista’ £irgt confesslon of. faith, issued .
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,

Ghoroh of’Engi.‘and in. 1594, Smytp was to beoome' suoceesively a
Puritan, Separatist, and Baptist.: HﬁeJ was & leoﬁJrer and’
, prea,oher 1n Linooln 1n 1600, but by 1606 he had joined a . .
group of Separatiets at Gailnsborough, remoxing with them o . |
. Amsterdam.. He became aoquainted with and 1nf1uenoed the '
Pilg}c'ime' spiritual leader John Robinson" However, through '
reading the Bible and witnessing the Merinonites, Smyth . -, -
beoa.me a “Baptist and formed’ a new church- by baptizing first |
. ‘himselr and then his followers, 1netead of by a mutdal ’ '
"covenant. He preferred Arminianlsm to Calvinism ‘and wrote in

: favor of religioue toleration. Smyth died in 1612 and that
sane year, his one-time follower, Thomas Helw;m led a group,
, baok. to Engla.nd to form the.First General (1 €., Arminian)
Baptist mlurch ‘ By 1626 there:-were at least fou:e more such- |
, ohurches in the London area _alone. - ﬁ

‘The -firat Partloular (1. e., calvinist qQr determj,.nist)

Baptiet Churoh of England according to Rufue Jones, :was
formed 1n SouthWark _London, 1n 1616, 'under the ministry of -
Henry Jacob.” Jaoob, an Oxford gradvate, emigrated to zéaland |
and after oonferring with John Robinson, grouped some’ fello' '

\ . ‘E o - ‘ N ' : . ]

fé ’ '1Underwood Historx of the Er_lglish Baptiets, pp. 40.
. o B

2Jones, g%sticg Religion, p. 415. - Underwood (pp. 56—

58), while not refuting Jones aesertion, .believed it unclear L
. whether Jacob's church rejected Infant baptism or- merely L
baptism in a parish .church.. Heé further added that a *- -
Particular Baptist Churoh was definitely formed in 1638 under : .
" “John Spilsbury. Chaplin, in hils Life of Hénry mneter, ' a
-P.. 203, -citing Deane'!s History of Scifuate, referre . v
"Lathrop as. "sh+Independeht minister.” : . :

. . L,
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Englieh‘ exilee into a congregation. He then became a :
V.&
Baptiet and hie congregation moved to England. Jaocob was
succeeded by John Lathrop, WHo, with thirty followere,

.emigrated to New England in 1634.' These ﬂret Particular

,Baptle}:e, rather than emerging direotly from the continental ‘

.Anabaptiste, u, . . arose as secessions from an Inc}ependent
church -whose Celvinistic 1deology they retained. ",lf o
- When the Givil Wa-.r broke out, the Baptiste were, P r-
haps, ‘the 1argeet- gseot. in England and, renouneing their
a.ne.thema to mlitary service, provided Cronmell with m&ny
. ofﬁ.eere, including a num'ber of -generals. Thelr 1deas
eonoerning toleration 1nf1ueneed 'ahe Nel Model Arnw and the
lProtector himeelr 2 L /
""" In New England, vhile there were some Baptiets vﬂfo :
emigrated to Massachusetts, William MeLoughlin aeserte (and
ﬁﬁie paber nill a.ttempf? to support) tha.t the growth or ) .
’ Bé.ptiem wae ‘an mternal matter and, as sueh, was Calvlnist )
rather ‘than Arminian 1n rusn.t;ur-e.:"s
paocifism, and their congregatlonal approaoh to ohnreh governh

ment was eimllar to the eetablished ecoleaiaetieal order. In

.~ ,' g

“]'Underwood ‘

;bm. pp. 74-80. : A

3!1111 MoLc ughlin '
R4 the ? (2

e Baptists
ambridge: - Harvard Unlvereuy Presay

I po 60 ‘In .

short, the Bapt¥st movement in New England was -essentially an - -

1ndigenoue, parallel movement to that or Englend. a.nd not an
brtehoot or extentlon ok\ g0 - -

-

These ‘Baptiets reverted to P

v
£
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-Ra.ﬂher than reinoah'natione of the German terr?oriats of a

threatened the religious order or Massachusetts, ‘80 too did

89

fact, Anabaptism, ironicslly, was the common ancestor of all

who practiced congregatlonalism, ﬁhether Independent or , _
‘Baptist. But unlike Congregationalists, the Baptists had-mot  ©
" compromiged their 'belier in voluntary support of the m:\.pis-
try. By ‘rémaining uncompromising Calvinists, they also

challenged the New England Way in four critical areas: -
. .. Tirst, the right or efficaoy of the b ptism

# 6: infante—a o lenge which began by refuting

the continuity of the Abrahamic covenant on which .
the whole Puritan system rqsted; second, the v .
right of separatism or schism--which challenged e
the concept of uniformity of belief and practice R
in a Bible Commonwealth in Covenant with God; - :
third, pletism and zeal in the face of 1ncrea81ng

- formallsm—which challenged the Puritans‘to
‘return to their fundamental ideal of a voluntary
church of. visible believers--but which the Puritans

* chose to deride as perfeotionism tending toward
antinomianism, and fourth, the New England doctriné
of preparation for graoe--wh.tch challenged :the .
conservative naturé of the Bible Commonwealth, by .
urging a more direct reliance upon God's grhoe and
.less upon the institutionalized oontinulty of - . "
church growth.l .

‘ 'hnndred years before, thesé New England Baptiete lere, in
) fact the consoience pr:l.clr‘ing the ‘New England Way. . ( :

Outss.dethegg‘ B ,,\/'

Just as the Anglicaniem and. Prﬁsbyterianism of Eng],and

‘the rise of the Baptiat aeot in the mother country grieve the *
‘oolony's leaders. ) But the Bap 18t menace \proved.far closer
“to home - than England It vas as f a eo nital viru

7y

(YR
¢

ll(oLdugl';lin, New_England g;esgnt‘, I, p. 28.
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ever threqtening to bresk-outs - - )

. Some few of these Baptist people hairg been among the
~ plant @ of New-England from the begmnipg, and have

" been

90.

by come to the communion tﬁf our churoges , Which
they Joyed, reserving eir particular pﬁ;bg
unto themgélves.  But at length 1t came to pass at,
while so or our churchesg used, 1t t§¥ be, a little

‘ cogency towards. the brethren, which would -
weakly tnrn eir backs when infants were brought forth

‘to be .baptized in the congregation, there were some of
these brethren who, in a day of temptation, broke forth

into sm%?téog; Eractié_%ﬁ that grere Justly of ensive
unto ; es in this wllderness. . . .

Fear of this gohism Wwas first noted- in Ne' Plymouth, :

dnring the time Roger ¥illiams preached. }Jtsagreeing vith

 some of the leadpra of the Plymouth church williéms asked for
“a dismission to ‘the Churech of Salom. Many were umviliing to.

, lose 'nllans but submlttad. to the mder Brewster'a requeet ‘

;,.uthat thie be done, for he :gared oo o tha.t he would run

‘the sage course of rigid separation and anabaptisti'y, that
Nr. John Smith at Axgsterdam had d.tme."'2 While preaohing 1n

New P.lymouth and’ Salem, w)illiams oertalnly revealesd Separatist

mcunation tovards antipaedobaptism. However, shortly after _
banishmant lulliama not only became a Baptist " but organized .
a church. In uaroh or 1639. Iinthrop wrote. : ' .

B [

e

- tqndenoiea, but there is { record, at**this early stage, of an

.v'
"

At Providonce thlnga grew et:l.ll worse; ror a

sister of Mrs. Hutchinson, the wife of onhe .

Soott, being -infected with Anabaptistry, and ,

going last year to 11ve at Providonoe, 2
‘1 ! L , , ¢ :‘ ‘

“\ st ‘

)

1. Mather, 1a, II, p. 552*
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Mr. Williams was taken (or rather emboldened)

by her. to make open profession thereof, and ° Co

accordingly was rebaptized by: one Hol a

poor man late of Salem. Then Mr.e m 1amsf

rebaptized him and some ten more.” They. also
i e izt of infane, e vemp
K | This Ezekiel Hollimén was oharged, in 1638, with’ .
,negleot or publie ‘vorehip and _Grawing many to hia opinione.zr.
- He was one of the first settlera of Dedham and an original
-eubseriber to it ehuroh oovenant., He ‘soted as a town 1ee.dar
in 1636, and. vas referred to as “goodma.n Holiman. ** In 1637
he moved to Salem, a nd (ehofﬁy arterwarda, Joined wuliams ﬂ.n b
e Providenee ~ Not only Holliman, but other membere of the Salem
) Ghurch-@hie wife Mary, ‘John Throgmorton, Thomas 01ney, Stukely
Westoont,. their wivee, and the widow Reevee--were all eensured
. by Raverend Hugh Peter for leaving Salem ‘and Jgh.ning the
Baptist church at providenoe.s‘,
ﬂ A Tew months ai’ter his baptism, Wﬂli&me turned-

Seeker but ‘the.church” endured, perhaps %o, Williams' ohagrln.

' .For, 1n January of 1642, Winthrop reoorded an attempted armed

',‘oonrliet at Providence between two groups of "anabaptists,

1 ,
J.. Winthrop, _o_u_r__hggl I, P- 29%,

Felt Ecg;eg;gstiog History, I p 534. ' _ '

Town Recdrds of S C()5 vols.; Salem. Essex
?Institute ess, 6 , P o ,,’fk ; | e
. . BB.OkuB, ﬂigtogx H » EEE g! D. 680 ; ’ g
\ \ B 0’ B ‘“,; .
P - ’ ! - g »1’ ®
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-one group being only against -the baptizing of infants, while

A
"~ the’ other, prodded. by Samuel Gorton “.". . denled all

magistratsy and ‘churches. ¥ Williams, however used hia

.‘mfluenoe to avert blood;hed.?'_

As in Providence, so too d1d the’ Ie{and of Aquineck*_

nurture Baptlst dissent. John W:I.nthrop wrote in 1641,
" “Mrs. Hutchineon and those of Aquidayo Island

brosched new heresies every year. Diverse of
“them turned professed anabaptists, and would ot

»

wear any arms, and denied all maglstraoy among . e

Chriptians, and maintained that there were rio
chu es since those founded by the apostles and
" evangelists, nof eould any be, nor any pastors
ordained, nor seals adninistered but by such, ‘and

th4t the church wae to want these all the time _ - ' - e

she continued in. the wilderness, as yet shé was.?

\The following year Richard Beilingham wrote to New.
Plymou in. hopes that 11: would Join Maasaohusetts in keeping
quineok Is],(md outaide of any colonial um.on, for the 1aland.
vas rull of faotion and aeditioue beli'ers which had been’ - \

4, f o

,epreading 1nto the Bay: . CL < : “ A
" *We have had some experlence hereof by aome ot their

: undertakers, or emissaries, who have lately come . .
amongst us, and have madé publigk defiance against R ,
magistracie, ministrie, churches, & church o v
‘¢ovenants, &c. as antl-chrietian secretly also

souing ye seeds of Familisme; and Anabaptistrie, s e

e i
!l'lo groups of those who ﬁere d.isanned 1n tt;,ee-Hutohin-

son. cont‘roversy left uabsaohnsotts in 1658 One@dy aettled ‘ﬁ

L . 4
——— - - » 1 )

SRR § P winthroi; ned, II, p. 53. Leohford stated = ° g
. that most of ‘the 1nhab1tan of Providqnce were Ansbaptists. - .-
.(Plaip-Doaling, P. 42). . o
2Jo w1nthmp, m II’ pv39 . l .o, ' ,. . _,‘“ . e
5Bradrora ‘ Ant;




at Pocasset (Newport), they were led ’oy John c:l.arke, who. was

to become Ehe first minister of the Baptist 'ch'uroh preaently
N - formed there. The others 1nhab1ted Portsmouth, at the head’ x* )
) - of the 1sland. Eighteen of them entered into a oivil o
oompact- t%elire of these were members of tha Boston church.l _ R
> < Even Plymouth colom was troubled by Baptists. In -
1634 ﬂeverend John Lathrop led a company which settled in
_'/‘ ‘ éeimate and established s church. Gonq,'ernin,g,.the subject of
- '. * baptisem, fﬂis group . . . seen not ell to have been fully ’
o= bd’ttled on this point, and theyzfound ;}hens in Scituate
ready to eympathize wg.th the;n. When Lathrop was repla.oed
by Charles Chaunty, the churoh oontained 'members holdlng

[ o three belliefs conoerning ‘baptism. 1nfant gprinkling, ad.ult\ B
o . :mmeraion only, or 1nrant 1mmersion (theflatter being
: ‘.Gnannoy s poaltion) y ¢

e

' In 1649/50 the Plymouth General court, prodded by a
‘1etter of concern from the Massanhnsetts govemment, quelled )
an attempt ‘to form-a Baptist ohuroh at Rehoboth. mu

i

> attempt was led by Obadish Holmes, a former member of the .

. o ’ ) church of Salem. This attegxét seemed to have been 1nsp1red ‘I
| by Aquineck Baptista, ro;vm ‘that same year nlliems wrote }:o o
N Winthrop: i
. . - — -

George E Ellis
sggachugett

R Deane, g;sto;% of goitug,te; quoted“by Chaplln L_;_r_g
g_m.mau

>
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‘ . . ; ) FASL seakonk a gx‘eat many have lately concurred
” . .with MNr. John Clarke and our Providence men,
O * ' about the point of a new baptism and the manner
’ L . gy dipping; and Mr. John Clarke hath been there _ oo
, o : ately, dnd Nr. Lucar, and hath dipped them. I - i
. . > On October 2, 1850, Holmes, John Hazel, Edward smith, Joseph
. Y
* »,  Tory, Willlam Deuell, their wivop, and Mrs. James Man were:
preaentod before the Court #,'. . for oontinoung of a meet-
ol S "the
1ng upon Lords day from house to house, contrary to the
order or this’ Court. W2 An order to cease and desist was
%’ 1sswed, and Holmes Wwas. ordered to file a bond o2 %€10.

Three years later, in another town of New Plymouth

9

“'John Cook, who appears to havq been an anabaptist, oauaes
great divieions in the Barngfable Church.'*d -, |
Bordered by this seotarian menaoe, Macssaohusetta ‘
ooxﬁd not expeot to escape unscathed. Hovevor, the\go ors
of the colony were soon to roalizo that their ohier oonoern
. was proteot,tng ‘themselves and their charges from an internal
_threat.' ‘ S

" s-Ihe Fivet Baptists in the ,

-

»” .
L o Aq was the case for New England generally, thore were .

~

Baptists '.H.vlng iithin tho oolony of nassaohusotts almost

e | pubnoauone of the N a.nsott u'b vx, 183\’\
N quoted by Henry Burr rY O :131: 1n Nev
A : w__ Phnadelphia. Anorioan B&p 8 lcatlion soolety,J
p. 8.
. ’
o . Nathaniel Bhurtlorr Booorda or the go;og; %1‘ Ea'
S W 12 vols., Boston: Commonwe of '
. sachusgetis, IT, p. 162. , -

. R Folt, Eoocl g;jgtiog; Hi gg_x_'z II, p. 117.




- rrom its 1noeption.f Writing to Iaaao Backus 1w1772, Joh.n
Devis, Paetor of the Second Baptist Churcéh of Boston, stated .
that.Seth sweeteer was Wrst Baptist to settle in M.assa.-
chuaetts. Davis added §, because of his Baptist 'views,
sweetser wa.p denied the right of an 1nhab1tant as well as a
' sha.re 1n the common land of Gharles'sown, where he lived.

7 Sweetaer arrived, in Massachusetts in 1638. If he Was -
a Baptist upon arr:wal he probably kept his opinibns to
'himself for not only\was SWegtser aooepted as a freeman 1n

1639, but that same year vas made a member of the- ohurch.?

And lke did share in the’ commons, gb his name was'on a
Charlestown 118t of division in 1657/8.°

It was not until 1668, thgd; s:vee}:so: beocame trouble-
some to the authorities. In that year he was one of two men
’. fined severeiyl for circulating a i:etit‘ion asking 6lemenoy for
" the Baptist Thomas Gould, who had been sen'l:enc'ed to
'banishment.4 No wonder--Sweetser's son BenJamin was an early ;
' member of Gould.'s Baptist church in Boatpn.
| '“ The Tirst serh;s confrontation with a Baptist in-

lyweaohusetts ooourred in 1642, " when Lady Deborah noody,

]
M
~ -
j * M N ® . " “ .
. ~ e ¢ -

luol.oughlin, New E__qglang ﬁissent, p. 14. = .’ L

Zsavags, mw;m v, p. 230,

"nmm-a Frothinghan, Ir., g%g;_ﬁﬁg_%% .
town, (Boston: Charles . Little and James = .
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' {u:-s. King, and Mrs. John 's.'ngon were brought before the
_ ‘ county Court at Salem. "./ . ror ho'ulﬂlnge that the | S
- . | baptieing of infants 1s noe ordinanoe or God. "'1
| \ haa settled at Lynh in .1
hsmdred aores by the Geheral COurt and ‘the ne;ct year 'bought
the estate of Mr. John H‘umphrey,
the colony who returned to- England.. The County court oould

, /Wlere aht was granted four
former Deputy-aovernor of

not persuade her to renounee /this dangerous qpinion, and .

thereupon the Lady Moody \_// .

. « « Was deslt withal by many qf the eldere and

others, and admonished by the church of Salem, .

(whereof she was a member) but persisting etul

and to avoid further trouble, etc., she removed

| » to the Dutch against the advice of all her

- o ~ friends. Many otherg, infeoted with anabaptism, .
"o " removed thither aleo. Ehe was after

. excommun10ated.2 , ‘ , : \
‘ $.. . 7 Lady Moody end her female oompam,one serve to
i R < emphasize the 1mportance of .women as contrlbutors to eohism

within Hassachusetts. Women had:been causing a great deal of"
\ ~ o trouble in England; several had even begun to preach:

| y " %, . . the lace-woman began with making a speech
- \ o to thils purpose; that now those days were come
' and were fulfilled which was spoken of in
: : Seriptures; that God would pour out His Spirit -
< upon the handmaldens, and they should prophesgy,
g : "« and_aftér this speech she made a prayer for
« almost half an hour and after her prayer took

;ﬁ:: zl?;tha readl%ﬁ" %‘ext%ﬁ‘e W -

1m1a

- ,w&p-m-"" -
;o ' 2J‘.,~,F1nthro'p,- M:\_Ila p< iz26. ° ’
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w

Lad,v lloody ‘
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analyze the chapter as ‘well as sge oou].d, and
" then spal;e upon the text. . . \

This desoription could have ﬁ.’bted Annhe Hutoh’ipson equally i
well, for she a.'l.so believed in propheey and passed critical
oomment;éJ upon the biblleoal text., S e '

Women were causing such a dist\irba.nce in New England,

o

that 11: proved difficult for the Massachusetts clergy to

defend 1tself, espeoialg’;g:inst thrusts by the English '
Presbytsrisns. William e stated that Independents let

women vote, preash and d propheecize in church, and asked,

"Whether Independents admitting women not' only
to vote as members, but somethimes to preach, ’
.expound, speak publicly as predicants in their
oonventieiles, be not directEy con%rary to the
Apostles! doetrine and practice, and a mere

\,-' ' politio}é invention to engage that sex to their _~

- party??® . .
" A8 far as they related %o the Gongregationalists of n,z
:Esgland, these charges were false, -a8 John Cotton was quilck
~ %o point out-.-women were not allowed to spesk with authority,

nor were they permitted to' make bold inquiry >

But to state that women were not allowed to speak out

4,

or propheoize 414 not méan that th:l.a 414 not ocour. In 1652

© Mrs. Holgrave of Gloueester va.s presented before the county

Court, for stating

MY 8 B RE . : ' “I ] - ‘ a
- Barclay, Inner &ue, p. 157; quoted by Jones,
p. .

mstiog &e_]églon, g ' ’ ' My o I

Cotton, “"Keys of the Kingdom,® p. 144,

‘
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- : , Ve 1L »
. « «+ ¥* AT At were not for the Law she would
‘never oome to the meeting, the Teachér was soe
dead and accordinglye she d1d seldom come and -
with all perswaded Gudwife Vincent to.come to
her house on the Sabbath days and read goode
bookes, affirming that the Teacher was fitter
" to bee a,lLadye's chambermen than to be in y©
p‘ﬂ-pito i ’ N

-

. It eholild be remembered that so great an indépendent thinker
.8 Roger Williams was persuaded to deolare himself s Baptiet - 6
. by a woman--Catherine Scott, Anne Hutchinson's sister.

Very often women joined their husbands in dissent,
such as Ezeklal and Mary Holliman. Many women even took the
initiative. The Baptist Samuel Hubbard, who moved from

"God having enlightened both, but mostly my wife,
into his hdly ordinance of baptizing only visgible

by Winthrop as

believers, and being jealous for 1it, e was most
earnestly struck at, and answered twice publiecly, .
where I was also sald to be as bad as she, and
threatened with imprisonment to,Hagtford Jall, ir .
we did not renounce it or remove.® . oo

Not every husband took his wife's "enlightenmeﬂ;“ as
harmoniously as Hubbard. Mary Oliver of Salem -wag desoribed

-

+ « « (for ability of speech, and appearance of
zeal and devotion) far before Mrs. Hutchinson

and so -the fitter instrument to have.done hurt,
but -that she was poor and had little acquaintance.

. Refused admittance into church membership in 1638, she grew

angry 'and spoke uncivilly in chureh, for which she was

dommitted. After a few days, Mary acknowledged her error and

| | o |
»* 'Felt, Eooleslastios) History, II, p. 62,
: 2Backus, History of New England, p. ix.

o
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vas released.’ However, I'ehe continued.to hold erroneous . .

opinions, such as, “That all that dawellin the same town, and
‘WALl prerees\t}}eir faith in Christ Jesus, oughi to be .
,rece'ived te’ the eaeramen;te there. . . ." Five years later o
Mary was whipped Por eriticizing the magistrates; she took ‘
her punishment LR with 8 masculine sp.‘l.rit, glorying in :

al Although dejected aftervards, she reteined

her suffering.
enough spirit to reproach the eldérs in 1646, for which a
cleft-stigk was ﬂriven through her- tongue Her husband
Thomae annoyed at her actione ", . . was driven te go, home

, in 1648' or 9. . . . v He did return a few years later.

Eceno'mio Bge%mund ;

the Bgptists ‘
‘ In 1644 Thomas Painter, a joiner then living !\/
Hingha.m, refused to allow his wife, a church member, to brin'g

"\ ' ) their child for baptism. S This prefrerence ror adnlt baptism #

[ Y

'wae ‘probably recent, einee four years before, Painter had
' allowed his infant son to be baptized. Presented before the -
Court, he was ordered to allow the sacrament. Palnter. not

only refused, but also -caused a dipturbanee in oha;mh\

[
] R ~
-

-

1. Winthrop, Journal . I, pp. 285-286.

2Sa\rage, Geneg:_l,ogieg Qﬂ_.ct:_l,on_a_.g I1I, p. 311

‘ ) 3W1nthrop stated that Painter was not a member of the
! Hingham Church. However, Painter's name appears on the
’ Boston Church Records as a member. 'of. The Records of the

. First reh in Boston, 1630-1868, ed. by Richard Pierce.
x ' 'mma%gone of the Colonial Soe:l.ety of Massachusetts, .

" Vol. XXXIX, Collections (Boston: ‘Colonisl Society of uaeee- .
chusetts, i961), p. 31. | R

,
- . ' [
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) ‘ealling the ceremony Mgntichristier. ® He again was brought

before: tho Court..

. c Whereupon a:rter much patienoe and clear oonviction
e " i of his error, etc., becguse he was very poor, 8o
' ~ as no other but eorporal punishment ocould be :
. fastened upon him, he was ordered to be whipped,
not for his opinion, but for reproaching the - -
Lord'!s ordinance, and for his bold and fvil
behavior both at home and-in the court;

s

: Painter further irritated the elders by- boasting that God had

T helpe_d him endure ‘the punishment. - Thereupon, a few.of his
neighbors stepped forward and condéemned him as a liar and an

iQler. Painter returned to Boston, whére, in 1649, he wag

gzgag 11bez“-ty to erect & mill.. Later, he settled in New-
port Joining 01arke 's Baptist\ ohurnh* his name 1s on the
1131; of Ne!port rreemen, dated 1655. )

' > , , 8001010g15ta have genera.lly identiried sectarians as
economlocally and sooially unsuocessml Thomas. Bfoult for’
example, has writtend - '

}

Being unworldly and nonconrormist turthermore
religlous movements in their early stages do not
seem respeotablo' and tjgerefore seldom attract
established and successful people. Such people

, _ g.o xt w%ah to rejeot the world; it has been good
o - them,

Painter would seem to support this contention. -
. . e - B

1 ' | v
, J+ Winthrop, Journasl, II, p. 177.

ous status for low social status. . . .*"

@

5Hg.m‘ltz, %o;glagz’of Ral:lgio%, p.-70. of. Stark,
clology of n, II, p. 168. e « « the sects su’bsti-
.%ie Eg NI%
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. But he may well ha.ve been the exception. For those
dissenters studied in ‘thie thesis proved to be of varied
economie baekgrounds.' There were, like Pa?hter, men of
modest mesns. Benanual BoWers was a modest landowner,
reee.tving in 1652 only twenty aores in a cambridge land.

) division--whioh wgs among the emallest gra.nts.l

John George, e

“’ ' - a, member ot Wd'e Baptiet ehurch was a ohimney cleaner a.nd
received a small portion in hia tom's .1land divieion in

©1657/8.% ' ,

o Yet, other dieeenters were quite well-‘bo—de. Richard '

Dummer of Newbury he.s already been mefltioned. Disarmed in

-

the Hutohinson controversy, he was the town's largest land- }
owner. The Baptist Townsend Bishop's grant or land in 1635, ' -
. three hundree acres, ‘Was surpassed b& none.:5 ‘The General | 5‘
Court gre.nted La&v Deborah Moody four hundred acres. Thomas )
Gould was among the twelve largést partakers in a Charleetoyé . ‘1
lend division of 1667/8; this ocourred tWo years after he had ‘
spoken sgainst infant baptism.* ’ L
Most fell somewhere between Painter and Bishop F:er

* example, ' meny digsenters living in Essex: County can be found

o co gown Reoorde of Salen, I, p. 14. = " . v.
| LA %Qleswwnﬁd Regords, -p- 80- .
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in its probate records. This in itself was a mark of some

. S C0 , - :
. economic suocess, for the poor were not likeiy to have their
- wills pi'bb'ated. Thepe reoords ‘reveal Riohard doodale, a ®

‘member of Gould's ‘Baptist Church, with property valued at
£528-not including an estate in conneotiout' Seth Sweetser

' at £270«-including seven lots of land; and Vﬂlia,m \H.tter at

£132,t

Eerly Prosecutions . | 1 |

The Sakem Q,uarﬁrly Court Records reveal geveral
Baptist .prosecu.tions also oeeurring at the time of Paintert's
er;'ee‘l.:.i“ In June of 1[645, Thomas Patience, Jamee'Hubberd_, the

w%fe of John Tilton, Jr., Mrs. King, and William Bound and

his wife, all of Lynn, ‘were presented for holding that 1n1‘ant

baptism was no ordlnanoe of God;- Hubberd and Mrs. Tilton had

argued puplioly against 1t. Mrs. King and Mrs, -T:l.lton had

' . already been before the 'Gourt with Lady Moody. After the
‘names of Patienoe, King, and Hubberd the Court marked “Gone

aWay " and l'Gone.

Goodman Joseph Redl;nap of Lynn was also brpught
before the Court, in 1644, 'or refusing 1_;o allow a child of -

. “his . to be Baptized. His wife was ordered to have the

sacrament performed, and if her husband objected, he wad to
" :

be taken to Boston and Jailed. ,Governor Winthrop, being .

pir_esent , agked why Redknap Would not allow the baptiem:

A)

1 b 'i:e Records of Essex oun uee 11 r

(3 vols.; Balem: . Essex Ins 101,

I,.prp. 350-551. m“town Lgd Reoords,. 15

s
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Mr, Redkﬁap sald *he would. not #oble ye Ct. & he ~
is 'not satisfied in the thing, he himaelf not

“ being in fellowship. I would not Justify my self
norlie'ﬁloondemne eelr he would Have noe hand
in .

'.wmthrop then tried to soothe the diesenter's consoience"by

telling him ﬂfat he need not directly partioipate in the
baptismal ommny, but merely allow it to be done. .Howev_ér,
Redknap remalned uneatiefled.

’\ Two years later he was /again presented before the ,

- Court, this time for withdrawing from 1nfa.nt Dbaptism; he was
Joir.ad. b:_f Joseph Floyd (or Flood) and his wife, Matthew West,
and Mlchael Shaflen. In November of 1651 Redkna.p was ‘
summoned. | } o : !

.« . o Tor usually 1eav1ng the congregation at t.he )
time of the administration of the seal of baptism.

He ansWered that 1t was necegsary, on account of
the eondi‘bion of his family.2

In July of 1652 he was admonished, not only '¥. . . for wilful

absence from'public ordinanoe on Lord's day, * but for .

"o, . being at a private unwarrantable meeting ud

d Redknap was admitted a freeman to the colony, and a8

L .
far as the records show, Tived out his 11fe in Massachusetts,
dying in Boston in 1686 at the age of 110. Even after /theae

prosecutions the government allowed him to earn a liviné in -

A 2;b1d., p. 246. 2% d., 'p. 258.

“relt, Eoclesigstical History, I, p. 53l.
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' the colony; 1n 165'? he was permitted to "drawe beare"\at a

epring between Selem and Lynn %, . . gluring the pleasure of
ol . N L ’ ' ‘ i} o

Conoerning Redkna.p'e eo-defendante, Matthew West, a

" freeman, evehtually eettled;in Newport where he ue.a on the

freeman 11st of 1656. Joseph Floyd. ¥as to move ‘to Chelsea.
However, Michael Shaflsn seema to have remained 1n Sa.lem.
Having been a.dmi*tted to ‘the freemanship 1n 1642 and chosen

ra.ter and eonetable 1n 1645, he vas 118ted "as a juror in
1686.% . B N

These proseeutione ‘d1d not prevent w1n1:hrop from

| eteting, in 1644, that “Anabaptietry increaged and spread in

the eountry.‘. . WU coneequently, the magistrates propoeed.
an anti-Baptist ordinance which, having been rinet approved
by the elderg 4, .. with some mi}:igetione,." was apéroved by .

" the ‘Deputies.s The ordinance, dated November 13, 1644, began

by gredging-up the fearful spector of Munster and oelled
Anabam:iete : .. ’

L2

. « + ¥° incendiaries or comon wealthe, & y©

‘infectors of persons in mailne matt™® of

religion, & y© troublers of churches in .all ‘
. places where they have bene. . . .4 '\

It proceeded to describe how euoix people in New England .
. - . ,

o lsego; Quarterly Court Records, II, p. 59. . ,\3‘.‘

\3 229_!_5 Records of Salem, I, pp. 137, 140, Yo4.
37. winthrop, Journal, II, P 1770 SR
‘shurtierr, Mas ﬂueette Bay Records, I1, p. 86.
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1nstigated diasatisfaotion and un;'est by denying the lawful-

~ ness of the magistraoy, especially where it oonderned matters
_of 1'.‘he ﬁ.nst ta‘ble of the Mosalo code. Therefore 11: was
ord.ered that any person in the oolony's Jurisdiction vho .'
W, . . shall-eith® openly condemne or-oppose . . . % infant
baptism, secretly seduce others from this ord:l.nance ‘deny the
ordinah /e/andﬁ powers of the meglstrdey, and who ehall
after conviot:mn, oontinue these practices, such persons

"ahallbebanished]" ' .

, The wording of the law was strong, but 1t is

\ significant that those subjeot to ognvlction were ones whp

" “openly" practiced. these 1llegalities. Winslow defended the ‘ !
‘ ~ . . . ‘ }
ordinance by emphasizing this point: - o L
tPig true have & severe law, but we never did or . '

< 'will execute\the rigor of it upon any, and have men
living amongst us, nay some in our churches, of
. that judgment; and as long as they carry themselves
__peaceable, as J itherto they do, we will leave them to
%gd%hourgelve having" pertormed the duty of brethren :
Gm. A

" . If in praotlce the government was am‘bivalent towards _

Baptists, in theory 1t called for orthodoxy, a8 the Baptist o

menace seemed to increase. In 1645 several merchants 1ed a

tion oallﬂ.ng for a,repeal a.gainst this ordinance and the
"traanger, enactment. Thereupon several elders went to
,,‘I;.hg Deputies and magistrates,

)

lshurtlefr, Magsaohusetts Bay Records, II, _p.'85.

2Ed'ard Winslow, "Hypoorisie Unmasked," %gnicies of
the Pilgrim Fathers, ed. by Alexander Young (Lon n: _
M. Dent 'anli Sons, f‘ﬁd., 1910), p. 405. _ o

. : . 1
, \ “ b . .
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N . ' s . . laying before then what advantage 1t would C
~ . " give to the anabaptists (who began to increase

o N very fast through,the /ponntry here, and much more
) 1n England. . . .

L The ‘Court refused to acquiespd to the petitioners' requests.

‘ -~ ’ One of the reasohs\‘éz Ga.mbridge Synod was oonvened
was the hope that, through a concerted effort the elders

ocould resolve the divergegt oplnions regarding the su'b.ject of .

‘.baptism. . One opinion was held by “. . . some amongst us who
‘de thinke that wPsoever be 7® state or y©® pgfenﬁs, baptisme

»  ought nbt to be dispenced to any infants whaodver. . . .42

The two leading ministers of New Engla.nd were not lax
" an real‘zing the Baptist threat nor in,warning their country-
men. Writing to Reveren& 'L'nomas shepherd of Cambridge in
1647, Thomas Hooker stated:

*T like those Anabaptists and their opinion every
. day ‘worse than other. - The euppressing of what .
books they please, and the correspondences they’
hold here, and the carlages of some subtle and
.0losse spirited persons amongst you, vV seem .to
me to keep pade and proportion with them
omnia, is an 111 presage, that unlesse you
- very watchfull, you will have an army .in the %
field before you know how to prepare or oppose.‘

_ That same year John Cotton issued his Grounds and -
1 - » [

: 1.)‘. linthrop, , II, bbq 259-260._ Thomas
Fowle, who was to s:!.gn e emonatranoe with Child, was one of
’ ths petitioners. v e ,
. ‘ 8hurtietf » IIIy 'P. 7.
LI 3 .

l?'elt,

PR
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stance threatened the foundstion of Massschusette' -

;eoolesiaatioal order' v
"For if godly parents do withdraw thelr children

from the covenant, "and from.the seal of the . ,
covenant, they do make vold- (as much as in them .
11eth) the covenant both to themselves and to .
thelr children, and“then wil} theé Lord ocut off

such souls from his people. "

at

To deny the icovenant by rejecting the baptism of infante o;.,

PR

tho regenerate was to:deny the special relatlonship-that
existed between God and His chosen people. It 1s no-wonder
that Cotton condemned the evangelizing of the NeWport

Baptiate;—clarke, Holmes, and Cranda.l--as a capital offense,
ur, ., . that denying Infants Baptism would overthrow
all . . . and therefore they were foul-murtherers. . , .”'2_
But the anti-Baptist ordinanoe,\ the Cahoridge Synod,
the warnings of Hooker and Cotton aia no\f‘pre_\r.ent the further
contagion of Baptism. In 1645 Townsheﬁgl Bishop of Salem Wwas
presented for rejecting infant baptism. A freeman snd member
of the church, Bishop. had an iritant son baptized as late as
1642. One of the largest landownira in the town, he was }{
eleoted selectman in 1640 and, ironically, in 1644 was one of
. thoae ohoeen to discover which Salem reai nts were not

attending ohﬂroh S . Shortly. after his arrest, Bishop leﬁ: Salem. .
: A

- I

cha.plin, Life of Henry _llxgater, p. 173.

John Spur's tostimony, quoted in John c‘larko L’_L;.,
gland, Colleotlons of the Massachuse
y, Fourth Serles, II '(Boston: Hassa.o
SOciety, 1854), p. 56. -

"Smown Records of Salem, I, pp. 14, 49, 130.
A . .

\
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‘ . . 1% A
f ' The following year John Wood of Salem Mr. george

'I‘aylor of I..ynn were presented ‘before the Eeeex Quarterly

Floyd, his wire, and William Bo'ditoh'e wire were oharged
. with withdravwing from the ord.lna.nce of baptism. The Floyds
were admonished. ‘ . ’
In 1648 the Court, being informed that Edward Star-
bnek of - Dover now held g 'pfe:elon of Anabaptigtry,  ordered

“‘his case to be heard at the next Court of Aeeietante, ir the

b o —— A

RN Court for wimm:xg their ohlldren from Baptiem. Joseph . -

“ ' evidence could be “Prepared imtime:—This-was & serious
. charge, einoe Starbuck was a very important man in Dover,
he.ving been.elected Deputy 1n 1643 and 1646, In 1643 he was
also chosen an elder of the chuich. 'me Maeeaohueette
authorities d.id not ohange his opinions, 1n fact, Starbuok
later became a Quaker. However, Starbuck remained in Dover
‘until '1669, when he left to eettl;e Nantucket, of which he had ™

2 . been a‘chietf‘prompter.]" ;_

!

/) The epreed or Baptiem throughout the colong of naeea-
+ chusetts Bay eeemed to be increaeing, but thus far had been

la.rgea.y unorganized. However, a eerles of events eoon
ocolurred whieh gree.tly 1nten31fied the growth of this schism
and may have led directly to a serious vleible erack in the
pretended ‘orthodoxy of uaee’aé&hueette. :

I b 4
5

~

. : L5avage, W IV, pp. 171-172.

~ 14

|

S !
T !

{

®
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One or the towns wh:l.ch provided more than :::I:a share

of achismatioa was Lynn. Perhaps the most 1re.scible of the
Lynn Baptists was W.‘Llliam Witter, who lived at Swamnscot, two

miles outside of town. In February of 1642/3, Witter was

presented before County Court for speaking ageinst infant .°

baptism and ". . ./ for saying that Mr. CoBbett taught things
again Jhis own consoience. ® However} he was %, . . ;villing
to see the light-. . . %, and was ordered to ". .. . acknowl-
-edge his-faith next lecture and ask Mr. Cobbet's
forgiveness. ol Yet, in 1646 Witter was again _presented -

e o« o fOr saying, y¥] they who stayed whilee a child
Ae baptized doe Worpp y© divell, ... . he further

‘sayd, y© they who stayed at y© kaptizing of a ohild
dia take y® name of y° Father, Sonne, & Holy Gost in
vayne, - brogke y© Saboath, & confessed & Justitied
y© former 8p030h.2 \ > _
The. CQurt sentenced him to make a public confession o.r his
error at the Church of Lynn, or else be disoiplined at the
next General Court. Witter did riot make such a confession

and was, thoreforg , ordered to appear before the next Court .

. of Aésistapts. It was not recorded if he.made such ad\e’ 0
County ) )

appearance, but in 1651 Witter was again before the
. Court, charged with sbsenting himself from public ordinances
for nine months.and. *. . . for neglecting discourges, and T~

being rebaptized. ud He dled where he had lived, at Lynn, at

W I, pp. 51-52.
2Shurtlefr, Massgohusetts Bay Recorda L, pp. 67—

"z._s____mm,qg__r.pm .

l

—

©
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the.age of ‘sever‘r.ty-ﬁve. : ‘ -
witter.waa acoused of be‘:l.ng_ *rebeptized” by three

representatives of the Newport ﬁaptidt Church, who had oome
to visit him'at his request. Isaso Backus 1dentified Witter
as a member of the Newpoff oongregation, who because of his
age could.not Jou;neyﬁ;here:l .0n .T‘uly: 12, 1651, as witter, a
fow of his.neighbors, and the visitors--John Clarke, Obadish
Holmes,  and John Crandal--were worship}:&ng together in ~the
0ld man's home, two constables éntered an?l arrested the

»

strangers. -

The constables brought the trié to a church service -
"at Lynn, despite Clarke's warning: '

Since we have heard the word of Salvatlion by Jesus
. Christ, we have been taught as those that first ~
, Trusted in Christ, to be obedlient unto him by word :
and deed; wherefore if we be forec'd to your

Meeting, we shal declare oyr digsent from you both 3
by word and gesture. . . . - .

Clarke was as_good as his word. When they entered the _
- meeting house, the congregation was in prayer. He thereupon
put Ki‘ﬁ*hat ‘back .upon his head, sat down, and bbéan reading. . .

i

]

.lBackus, gis%% of gew mglgng P: 175. This had o

led Dr. H. Lincoln, lcle for the "Examiner and - .
Chronicle, “ December 23, 1875, to speculate that Witter wrote - ° '
the Newport Church that there were peirsons in his neighbor-
hood who wished to be baptized, and that the trio's journey
was & prosetelyzing mission. If so, this would be reason
enough for the fear engendered in the government by this
inoldent. of. Nathan Wood, The .gietoﬁ« of the First Bagt%st

h of Boston (1665-1899 ade. al American Baptist

cation Soclety, , Po 16. Also, Williams had - ~ |
already written Winthrop to warn him of Clarke's
prosetelyzing mission at Seaconck (see page 94).

2 .
Clarke, Ill Newes, p. 29. ‘-

“

&




.Clarke tried to speak to the congregation, but was interw Lo )
rubted and then silenced by the minister. - ° s o ‘
v ) . The constable of Lynn was ordered to bring "’meJ

Newport Three" before the next COunty Court held at Boston,
where they were to be charged with attending a private .

A

> ‘ ‘meeting on the Lord's Day, disturbi.ng the peace of the’ Lynn

‘7

' Congregation, Y. . . seducing and dra!ing aside of others L

a e

after their erronious judgements and practices, " and

suépicion of rebaptizing one or more pe.rsonsu?' . They IT'G .

v -y + . ‘ ‘
d each sentenced to pay a heavy fine or be whipped, but A
®: . .,the Court Sentehoed you not for your judgement or L :
2 A
"

Conscienoe, but for matter of fact, and praotice. o o
Thus, if these' men had’ kept their opinions to themselves,
they would, 1n turn, have been left undisturbed. - However, in

A3

worehipping with 1nhab1tants of Massaohusetts and in . ’
/dishzrbing a ohuroh, SN S . # '

. ¢ +#% gll this tends to the dishonour of God, the
despising the ordinances of God amongst us, the
| peace of the Churchés, -geducing , the Subjects
o of this Commonwealth m the truth of the Gospel -
+0f Jesus Christ, and perverting the strait u.iee
Of the I-ordo Qq L ) ‘3 .

' B sympathizers of the accused paid the fines of 0 arke

and cz—andal and of.rared the -same for Holmes, but he refused.

" A deeply ‘religious man, Holmes had first settled Balem and
-

\ - ,was accepted as a church member in 1640. Five 8 a.ter he,

" lgrarke, I11 Newes, pp. 30-31.
2 : \
Ibid., p. 34. Smg., b 32,

o . . R
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was d:l.sm'iad\ed to the new church in Seaconck (Rehoboth). In
1649 he complained to the Plymouth General Court/againet his

- minister, Samuel Ne'ﬁan, who had acoueed.nolmes/or taking a
falge oath in Court; Newman admitted himself “to be in error.l

. However, that same year, Holmes oriticized Newman for allow-
ing a memﬁor of the congregation to be admonished without
seeking the oonsent of ' the whole membership. The church

split over this 1asuo, and ihe minister's party having a bare

. majority, Nevman castigated Holmes, who

b-—— —toldthemthat-I-should-renounce_them, ‘ - -

and not have any more fellowship with them, —

til1ll either they saw their 8in, or I further

light. . . .2 ‘
Several other members -Jolned Holmes, who had become a .
Baptist, and the group met regularly, until the New Plymouth
\magiatratés ordered the meetings stopped. Excommunicated,
Holmes left for Néwport, 'he;é he became a preacher in the
Baptist church.

Holmes was publicly whipped in*Boston, but he did Hot

_regret this astlon, ". . . for before my return,.some sub-
mitted to the Lord, and were baptized, and divers were put '
upon the iay of enquiry. . .'.'5 One so 1nf1uenoed.wgs_John

sﬁur, who had been admitted to- the freemanship and the Boston

.

201arke, Ii; Neves, pp. 53-54.
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Church in 1639 and who had his infant son baptized in 1680.

However, Jusé before the arrest of Clarke, Holmes, and

Crandal, Spur was admonished by his church 4. . . for his

insolent bearing witress against Baptisme and singing and the

church covenant as now ordinances of god. . . . o A few

Wweeks later he was excommunicated for the above, as w'elﬁl as
for withdrawing from oommunion. Immediately affer Holmes was
whipped, Spur met him and blessed his fellow Baptist. For
this open contempt of the magigtr'aoy, Spur himseir was

P

»

sentenced to be fined or whix:;ped. " Although a mere 48., Bpiur,
like Holmes, refused to pay the fine. A eympathiie:z,.
however, did pay it. \

The Baptist heresy continued to spread. In 1653 John
Warren and Thomas Arnold were fined and Henry Felch -
admonished by the Middlesex Quarterly Court for 'absent:l:ng
themselves from pn‘plio ordinances during the ceremony o‘fﬂ
‘malp'l:i.:snn.2 Arnold and Warren were- resldents of Wat%rtoin;
Feloh had once 1ived there but had moved to Reading in 1647, . ‘
There 1s no ev:.dence that Felch &nd Warren (who was a qeleot— ' ‘
man from 1636-40) left the colony Arnold, a freeman,
remalned in Watertown, Tor he was selected hog-watcher in

. : : /
165‘7.3 In 1656 Benenual Bowers of Charlestown and Cambridge

: 3! tertown ecords (8 vola., Watertown. Watertown
Historio Socle 4), I, p. 53. © .
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was also convioted of absenting himself from 't‘h'o ordinance of

baptisa; this mai'ked the beginﬁd.n_g of over twenty-five years
"or prosecution by }:he, uaasaohusétta government against the ‘
Bowers yamily, who moved from Baptism to Qz:akerismtl ‘

Bowers may have bocn influenced lnto renom;ming
infant baptism by an 111ustrious relative, Henry Dunstor,
£irst President of Harvard College.? His biographer,
Jeremiah chaplin, bel:.eved that 1t was very possible that the
perseoution of clarke, Holmes, and Crandal--*. . . Puritans

. 114

b

T : ‘“I’ﬁ—tﬁé—ﬁ‘ “faith, save mainly in the one point of
* \

* NoLoughlin, New 1 d sent, I, DD. 17.18

baptism . . .%-—caused Dunster to review in earnest ‘the

-3

question of infant baptism.” He came to believe that there

_was no specific allowanoe in thé Bible for the slnrament, and,
in his sermons, he 'began to argue against 1t:

#If parents! church-membership mskes their ohildren
" members, then John admitted makes his first-born a -
church-member; excommunicated for 7 years makes
suppose 4 children non-members; restored in y© 9th
yeare makes his sixth ochild a member. BShow me
where Christ ever intended such a covenant.4

P

1Luoius Palge, gto br1 : etts
1630-1877 (Boston: ton and Co., 453

2Paige, History of gigbriggg p. 345. Bowers! wife,
Elizabeth Dunster, was ¢ my cousin Bowersg' in Henry
Dunster's will. Savege thought she was, perhaps, his nlece.
of. Savage, Genealogioal DMQonm I, p. 223.

Ghaplin Life of Henry Dungfer ) 112—113.

S %, p. 114; quoted from the Dunster Mss. in the
- Library o

Massachusetts Historioal Soolety.

\‘.
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_ Upon.the birth of Hls-own ohild in 1653, he refused
to have the infent baptized. The, Cambridge Church was much
disturl;ed; many of the oon'grega%ion began to incline towards
‘Dunster's position. The minister, John Mitchell, was hard
pressed to resﬁerewdisoipline, eepeoie.llf since Dunster "hed ,) -
been his teacher. The Massachysetts government watched - |
closely -and was seriously alarmed; since Harvard University
reared the future olergy of New England 1t would notdo to
have 1%ts President and most learned scholar a professed |

\ Baptist. Called to Bosfon, in Feb::uary of 1654, to meet “with
a group of ministers, Dunster declared th;’t n1plY mgtituted
"Gospel worship hath some express word of Seripture. But
‘Paedobaptism -hath none ral The Overseers of the university

{

were willing to allow Dunster remain as President, 1f onJ, he 1
would remaln silent oA the ‘l:c:pfl.e,2 but when an infan |
. offered for baptism on July 30, 1654, Dunster rka } spoke
against the sacrament.

ghortly before he was %o be presented before the
County Court, Daneter resigned. On Apribs 1655, the court
' found him guilty, not of being a Baptlst, but #'. . . tor ‘
dieturbanoe er the ordinances of Christ upon the Lord's
day. . . .'"0 He was sentenced to be publiocly admonished on |
the next leoture day. His successor as President was Charles

: Ghe.u;loy; whose views gconoerning baptism also Were not

21116, puriten age, p. 307. .
2;1;;:1., p. 308. Xamg. o
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orthodox and hed caused probiemé in the Churd of Socituate.
But although Chauncy belleved in 1mers;.oti and not sprinkling

) of’ Mfants: he agreed to- keep his iopinlonﬁ ‘striotly 1o
| himseI%.a A
When, in 1657, Dunster was presented for refusing to
have a second child baptized, he wae joined by Thomas Gould

./1

. a
' \J

of Cl}é.rlestown, who was charged with a simflar offense. They
may have known each other previously; 1t 1s eveq possible
o that Dunster sta.yed at Gould' 8 home in 1656 and influericed .

\  him to become & “a Baptist.” T _(
) - Gould was admitted to the Charlestown Churoh in 1640
. an;l made a freeman of the colony in 1641,, “In the latter
year, he had a daughter baptized. He then n;pved but returned.
b ' 1n'1649 and, three years later, rented a farm belonging to
John Winthnqb, Jr. He w;r.s also, at that ti\me, readnitted \'
into the church and e]_.eo?eci‘ a sel_ectman.s ‘
During this time, Gould began to have doubts concern-
+ ing infant baptism, and, in '1655, refused to have his second
daughter baptized: e 2
| “It having ﬁeen a long time a soruple to me . -
: about infant baptism, God was pleased at last to - ‘
~ - make 1t oclear. to me by the rule of ‘the gospel,’ e

- that children were not capable nor it subJects
‘ . Tfor such an ordinance, because Christ gave this .

lro;d. , pp. 400-401.

o 2 Chaplin, Life of Henry Dunster, p. 200. This was A o

" what Baokys believed. McLoughlin, however, stated that this '

' may not have been the case--New England Diggent, I, p. 5l.
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commission to his apostles, first to preach to o
make them disciples, and then to baptize them, "
whioh infante were not_capable of; so that I

durst not bring forth -y child to be a partaker .

of 1%; so looking that;«m;y child had no right to

1t, which was in the year 1655, when the Lord

was pleased to give me a ch11d° I stald some

space of time and said no{hing to see what the

church would do with me."

After much argument within the church, Gould was suspended

“from communion, on! ‘December 30 16566. He was also presented

before the Court at Ga.mbridge and a.dmon.tshed for refusing to
bring his child to baptism.

. / , . "
gould remained in Charlestown, participatilg ima —

land division in ‘1657/8.2 In 1665,- he Joined with eight
others to form the First Ba.ptist Church q;}éoston, with hﬁ:
a8 1ts first minister. Harassed and even ordered banished,
Gould and hia\wlleagues remained as an overt dissenting geat
within a colony which called for orthodoxy. Congregational
Massachusetts was 1ike & man who, between fits of coughing,
proclaimed his health. oY o ' ‘

Conctuding Remarks

Arising without a power base 1ln England, the Baptists

were, nevertp"eless, a more serious {gghreat to the Massachu~
setts Bay Colony than eitl_zer Anglicanism .or Presbyterianism,
for they struck at the very skeleton of the body politic.
Winthrop could claim to be building a oity on a hill for all

1!ood First Bagtlst chur @ Pp. 42-43. ' /
gg;glog'cown Land geogrds p. 80. _ K :

‘.
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those who, like Witter and Dunster, would let nothing stand
between their intimacy with God. The authorities R

the world. to watoch, because he and his brethren were

covenanted with God. 'th.s oovena.nt like that of Abraham,
had to extend to their seed in order for it to hsve any
mea;ma.ng.~ But was thls really voluntarism, upon which
COngregstionalism vas supposedly _bs.se‘d? This-question split
the religious populatioén of the colony ;between those who,
like Winthrop, hitched thelr collective consoclence to the

rising star of a prosperous and successful Massachusetts, and

disapproved of fhis\division, and the philosophy upon which
Masss.chusetts was founded seemed to demand ths.t the schis- .
matios be punished.

C Yet, there were other factors. The colony and its
churoh were secure from external'dangar. A time of _beace asd

.. growth is :got the time for a church to aggravate an internal

disturbance. Secondly, the overwhelming majority of these

' Baptists were residents of the colony, and many were church

<

- Members and freemen Wwho followed the Cambridge Platform in

BN Y LT
]

s

Fd B .
-all matters of doctrine save only one. - It would not have

"been easy to punish meighbore and friends for a single

divergence, especlall) since the queation of baptism could

not be resolveé. even among the' elders. F:.na.lly,/rrom the

oontinuous Jeremiads of the ‘ministers and magistrates, one o
wonders whether the govemment could have stemmed this seoct, ‘
even 1f 1t had vehemently tried. It must have, 1ndsed, been
frustrating to whip a man like (Obadiah Holmes, only"to have

3

-



him state that the Eblows‘ were as faliing rose petais. :

" Gonsequently, the elders and magistrates'reliéd upon
- ' the same formula they used againét the Anglicans and ‘ |
_Presbyterians—-éall;né for orthodoxy while striking at i
dissen{: only when 1% threaté'ned soéial order. At least the '

= Baptists were' Calvinists and gathered together in a
oongregational way. Far different was the next outbreak or ‘
. . schigm. Quakerism not only threatened thé sooial order and

‘ cévenant theology, but 1t denled the foundation of New
% ' England Puritanism--determinism. This was Yo be the last and
| greatest of the early attacks upon the Massachusetts Church -

and staée and would test - just how far ﬁhey could be pushed.

o .
- P
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‘ A d:l.ﬁérenoé of opinion is relative to the pa}tles i
involved. The chasm whioh appeared to yawn betwaen the

cohgregatlonalists and tho Baptists of New Eng;.and proved to &

1

- ' ' narrow considerably when both' groups had to contend with the .
. ! g
.o rise of <Quakerism. Henry Dunster, who bravely and defiantly
‘ denounced the ordinapce of infant baptism, wrote in 1}15 L
B; . ‘@gteasiomof Fai_gg—j;gd G_h_gistigg" Experience, , N \ S —
o "I hold no fayth which 1s not grounded on ~ N
. . revealed Word of Ged in: the worlde, the only :
o rule of fayth and manners, so that’ they are . ,
. _ . not to"'be heard though thay came as angels
2 fI‘Om heaven’ o e o
. he later added . give not eare to them that“\.looko only
# ‘ " . to be fed by heaven ca&tinge off ordlnanoes. "' e *them®
e -, . to which Dunster referred wre the Qua.kers,- and 1in thie - ' .
v attitude he was in complete ‘agreement with his own '

!

parseoutora. IR o )

g'me essence of Q,uakerlem is the beli/af ‘that there- 1s
a heavenly 11ght vithin the soul of. m xiah. - This 1ight 13 - ‘;’w\.

.
2
- . . . v T
. - - * N
.
, . .

. ' g . 1 ° ! . ' . ) . L.
X Coal “Chaplin, WM, pp.‘ ‘257, 289, . Y
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a Tay eimanating from ‘the Lord, which, if followed, would

‘always lead man to truth, and to the ‘perform'an"oe of God's
1111 . George Fox, the great organizer or Quakerism, aaw
dramatioally, - j o : '" &

‘%, . . that every man was enlightened by the Divine . .’
Light of Christ, and I saw it shine through all, i
‘and that they liered in 1t came out of -
condemnation and osme to the Light of Life, and
became the childreén of 1t; but they that hated it,
~and did not belleve in it, were ocondemned by 1it,

- though they made a proresslon of Christ. This I

» saw in the pure openings of the light, without the '
help of any man, neither did I then know where to .
find it in the soriptures, though atte{wards .
searching the aoriptures, I found 1t.*

'I'he Quakers had a Protestant heritage, and they and
the congregationaliats ‘shared many traditio d bellefs: '~ 4
- {nspiration drawn trom the martyrs under Queep Mary, ‘ '
,  opposition to ritusl, eimplicity of life-styl respect for
" lay leadership, weekday meetings, the desire to build a oity
of God, and the bellef that one must be diligent in worldly ) \
"business and yet dead to the world.  There were even several )
dootrinal similarities: the dependence of man upon God for
righteousness, and salvation, an inward oonvergion, and the v
need'ror ooﬁtant éffort by every true Ohristian.z ‘Even the ]

_Quakers' belief in a divine light was shared with a

.

1\1. . Bralthwaite, The Be : L e
(2 vols.; l6ndon: Maomillan an 2), I, p. %; -quoted
from Fox!s Jo (London, 1891), p. 34. of. Rufus nes,
Isaac’ Sharpless, and Amelia Gunmore, ars ‘
eric lonies (London: - Maomillan Y ) . XVi- .
gnugh Ba,rbour, er Puri 4 (New

Havon, Oonn.. Yale Univers ress, ’ er I; p. 136,
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predecessor; in his Drag-net, .w'ri/tten two years before Fox
. o }:égan preashing, the Baptist Denne stated: / , 3o
UNow God is light, and God is spirit. If then
Christ lighyeth every man, God lightethgSvery
. man. The Spirit 11ghteth svery man that
' ‘ . . cometh into. the world, "l
There were, howevef, .severe dootrinal dlfrerenoea.
Puritan miniaters asserted that even the regenerate were
capable of, and could not rerrain from engaging in, sin,
Quakers held that thoae saved by Christ were totally oured. T
Paradoxically, Quakerl charged Puritans with allowing men too
much eelf—importano‘, by stresaa.ng the need for self-
discipline and the dootrine of eleotian, in which some men
would be saved no matter what they 4did. ' *To Fox this sounded
B immoral as well as snobbish. " The Quakers gave NGod all the
oredit; man should keep himqplf ;:pe‘n to the light, but the
1ight #as from God, and the deeds a man did were due to his
following the Spirit. . They felt that the Pui'itan pastor
7 overslmpliﬁed conversion, making obedienoe dapendent upon
v biblical oommandmenta. Instead, each man should rind God for

himself, and only from within.a .

. . In olarifying thesq differences, the aociologist
Thomas Hoult cites Tawney as ldentifylng tvo conflicting

tendencles which grew from Calviniam: . '

Jonea, MM: pp. 422-423, quoted from N
DOMO'B m.: ‘ o

. ‘ Barbonr, gggera in Puritan England, p. 141.

31p14., pp. 138-145. ~
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One was an individualistioc spirit, to which democ-
racy owes a great deal--the 1dea that man 18 '

. ‘beholden to none other than God. This spirit saw
itse logiocal consequences in the Queker refusal to
bow down, doff the hat, or use titles for any '

" person, no matter what his soclal status might be.
The other strain was & oompelling authoritarisniem,
which was carried to its logical ecnclusion in
Calvin's Genevan theocracy f.nd in the Puritan
settlements of New England

This spirit of 1nd1viduausm led Q,uakers\ denounce the need
—— for uhurch ordinances," such as baptism, communion, and the
marriage ceremony performed by ‘clergy. They opposed f}attery
T~_ -and any distinotions which would place one man over another
y \Ithey did see the need for 0ivil maglstrates, but only to
. stop evil-doers) A Quaker meeting-was a simple gervice--
T sllent meditation with, perhaps, a short prayer or exhortation

by a person whom the Spirit moved. No minister presided. In

m Quakers denounced university learning in genoral,
and the minister speoifloally, as superﬂuous and ml‘ﬁleading.
Fox challenged the clergy:
“Have any of you ever had a command or word
. immediately from the Lord, or 4o you speak of
- otherr man's experiences? To_receive and go

) ‘with a message, and to have a“word from the ;
@ . Lord, as the prophets and apostles 4id, and

I mm, is quite another thing. *2
John Nicholson, who journeyed to Ne LEngland, bltterly
‘attacked 1ts clergy:

I "t

Lgoult, Soololomy of Relision, p. 2%9.
uzBra.‘l.thwaite, 80, I pp. xxxix.x1; quoted from

Fox's m pp. 126- -

¢
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Now people consider, the Soripture was not given
for men to talk of, or make trade of, or for men.
to get money by, as your hireling teachers of
this world do, who have 80 much a year for
preaching, and talking of the Scriptures, of
things made ready to their hands, other mens
ot»nd.iti.%ns, saying in such a Cil%pzar, ag% au;h a
verse, to Yord God, 8 wri or
your instruction, W en"EFul%e'peopTG ?ﬁ fgrd—"'
ne'rer spoEe unto them. . . .1

Just as the Quakers would dsemphaeiziihi mlnistrr/ v .

‘80 would they exhult the /j.ﬁdgidua-l’ ~“Wife that has the same

spirit that raised-up 5 Jesus chr.‘l.st/is equal with God,'* Fox

'onoe sf::s:l:ed..2 The sooclial ramifications o‘:l’ such a belﬁ.ef are

manifest. All Calvinists 'ag!mitted in theory that whatever ¢
interferred between.the 1ndividual bellever and God Was false
and should be denled. Yet, Presbyterians, Congregationalists,
and even Baptists would assert that a minister could serve

the runotion'or a gulde. The Qﬁakers refuted all such .

external support, and in doing so, raised the individual to

major importance.. It 1s no wonder that Winstanley, the
Digger and proto-Communist, was a spiritual predecessor of

- . the Quakefe, or that"gohn Lilbourne, the leading Lavelier

and champion of individual rights,' converted to Quakerigm.
Long after the Congregatq.onalists of New Eggland had
compromised their oity on a hill, the Quakers, ariainé
easentially from the tradiixg‘and yeoman classes, aotively
gruaud to traneform their fellows and, through them, the -

r .

: 1Josoph Nicholson, The S d of the Lord Lifted
gg New England (London, 1660), p. 4. ~
* Zgtark, Boclology of Religion, II, p- ‘106.

i
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world, so that the will of man might be harmonized with, that

of God. The end of ‘s&\e early Quakera, whioh they kept

passionately alive, was to create an earthly soolety in the

)‘\
likeness of the Xingdom of Heaven.l

-

Earl eaotion to Qugker

<, "Havlng heard of the great thinge done by the mighty
; =" power of God in many nations beyond the seas,
whether He hath called forth many of our dear
brethren and sisters to preach the' everlasting

* gospel . . . our bowels yearn for them and owr :

hearts are filled with tender love to those precious’ 4

‘ ones of God who so freely have given up for :

o Seed's sake their friends, their near relations, _ : "

. . their country and worldly estates, yea, and their- l

) v lives also. We therefore; with one consent freely o ‘

and liberally offer up our earthly substance, |

according as God hath blessed every one—-to be - ‘

speedily sent up to London as a freewill offering :

) for the Seed's sake." : ‘ \
. | " The Quakers dirrered from other Puritan churches and \’7 |
Protestant sects in their ao __gz_g;l_ dedicated and energetic , 1
drive to prosetelyze, not merely England, but the entire ‘

' world. Since the divine light was within every man, every

man” could be saved. Hence, the English "seed" blew on the

,A : wmaé of falth as far oaaf és aniey and as far west as the

colonies of New England. - ~ "
The first Engllsh‘;qﬁakezpe’ arrived in New England in

1656, but the megistrates and ministers of Massashusetts had

v lBraithvaite,. Quakerism, I, p. x111.
Jones ake i Col o, p. x111;
quoted from a let! er 1ssue : naker mee held at

Soalehouse, near Skipton, Eng a.nd in 1658; Devonshire House,
London, in Portfolio, l6-1. :
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811‘98»0&‘ ‘recetved unfavorable reports from England and the
Barbadoes.l. Several” New England min:lstere, then in England, =~

- wrote home to their brethren and denounced the new sect; one

such was Thomas Welde, a leading decrier of the Hutchinson

' schism, who co-authored,. in 1653, The Perfect Pharise under

I

Y

Lot

5

Monkisah - &line . But even beroro receiving this
1nformation, a number of the Massachusetts clergy were -
famildar with the practioes of Quakerism.
Reverend Thomas Parker mte to his sister‘ living in
Cotton,
Wilson, and Noyes had already tried to oqnvince her of her

- Parker wrote:

As early as 1648, .
England, chastising her for beooning a Quaker.

errors, but to no avail.

*You will not join in private prayer with your own
husband, but onely to condescend to his infirmities,

for you say, you are above ordinances, above the .

Word and Baoraments, yea, above the blood of Christ .
himself, living as a glorir%efd aaint and taught
1mmed1ate1y by .the spirit.*

Thus, Congregationalista and‘PreAabyterians were

_alike in fearing and denouncing this dangerous sect, which o

led a wife to disobey her husband, her minister, and to
ape%k\blasphemy. Cotton Mather, whose Magnalig Christl

.Amerloana tends to ameliorate or ignore controversies mmong
- the £irst generation of New England, penned his bitterest

A . : . ;
vindictives against Quakerism, whioch he called %. . . the
. . " . . [
sink of all heresies . . .%;

leoorge B:I.shop, ow 1 a irit o -
m‘ LOI‘ (I‘Ondbn. T.. & e’ » pO . ' ©

®pelt, Eocleslastioal History, IT, p. 20.
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'« » » We gee the vomit cast out in the by-past
. ’ " ages, by whose ke 8 of seducers, lick'a

' ) _np agaln for a new digestion, and once more

. . exposed for the poisoning of mankind.

? .« . . they have been the mogt venemqus of all

to the ohurches of America.l

4

Mather may have had a two-fold reason for this
bitternese.' The first was that, “although Quakerism seémed
) the anti?heéis of, not only congregaﬁioné;lism, ‘but
calvmxstié mitanis'm, “this seot spread throughout moch of

T . New England, including a large portion of Msssachusetts. The
g second reasoh was the irksom t that, \despite the influx
0 : of Quaker missionaries from England, the over;liolm.ng !
| . ) o ) ’

' 2

najority of Quakers in the colony ¥ere residents.

Sandwich ‘ , | | ‘ ;

~ Although the threat of Qud:erfsm to New England was
dramatically manifested by the arrival of two woinen' ’g '
nieslonaries in Boston harbor in 1656, this movement may have -
had 1ts inception in 1637, as an exodus of £ifrty-rive men |
who, with their families, departed from Lynn to build
Sandwioh, in New Plymouth. Two years later, the Plymouth
General Court heard a oomplaint_,(probably from the mir}%ster‘,

¥illiam Leverich, that the town's commigsioners had been -

: ] ’ nax RE. . MABSSAC i ’ } .
AACALD. C . RBBAC
‘Were resldents. of. Jones, or the Amerie lonies
p. Xix.-"The Quaker missionar?es sim'%% ave sI%%vo '
direction to tendencies already powerfully underway.' .
. , . : ) b M
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« « . receiving into the sald town divers persons ,
- unfitt for church socletie; which should have /
; beene their ch:l.ete/eare in the first, and have
L disposed the greatest part of the 1ands there B
- already, and to very few that are in church C %
societie or fitt for the same,- so that without . :
. speedy remedy our ohiefest end '111 be utterly
"frustrate. . . . ,

The commissioners at fault were ordered to appear before the
| _ Court, and, in the meantime, not to dispose of any more land.
| The Court then ordered that no one was to ‘be admittéd ‘to the

o’

‘town or assigned land yithout first obtaining approval from

Reverend Leverich and churoh. 1

) Religious affairs vemalned unsettled 1n Sandwich, for
in 1661 Leverich wrote a letter of oomplaint to Reverend John

[

ﬂ.J,aon, oconcerning his fellow townsmen:

’ : " u,'. . ‘divers of them transported with their
B (though not singular) Fancies, to the rejecting
/\ of all Churches and Ordinances, by a new
cunning, and I perswade my selfe one of the
last but most pernicious plot of the Devil to
undermine all Religion and 1ntroduoe all
_Athelgme and profaneness. . . .

Leverich added that he had considered leaving the town, but
| we, o, kdb divers our honoured Friends . . . at
, (a&._\ dissuade ; sob : at o
least for the pregsent." In 1650 the Court decreed against 7~

slandering s church or its minisgter or profaning the Sabbath,

Records.
\gdon, T pml;llgg
p. 2. of. Georgo n, Jr. im
ew_Plymou 16 16 1 (ﬁew m’wen,
onn.: Yale University ess, ’ p. ¥

21.angdon, - u lony, pp. ss..sv, quoted from -
Henry Whitford's ou or W {London, 1652),
Massachusetts His r ) eo ons, Serles III,

B ] | iggmbridgo: uaesa.ohnsetta Histor:.oal Society, 1883) PD: 3,60-
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and the next year it required people to attend church. This

legislation did no‘t prevent Leverich from actually leaving
Sandwich  in 1663.° From then until 1675 the town remained
without a minister.l o / L L

_ It was at this b"_oint that th; difficulties in
Sandwioh revesled themselves to pqssesaiq,uaker' charscter-

isties. On October 7, 1651, at the Plymouth General Court,

", . . Ralph Allin, Seni of Sandwidg, and Richard Kerbey were

sunmoned to answare for theire deriding, vild speeches of and

conserning Gods wé™d and ordinances. . . ." At this same

Court, the above men With eleven other Sandwioh residents, as

well as Arthur Howland of Marshfield, were presented
¥, . . for not frequenting the publick worship of Gog,* '
2 Allin ana Kerbeytweire fined

4

oofxtrary to the Court'!s order.
£5 for their bad behavior.
This type of 1irreverent behavior was ldentical with
what wag ococurring in England. Men and wonen not only -
refused to worship 1n church; they came to denounce the
 service and villif—: the minister. Itinerant Quakers would

1Thia diffioulty between town and minister occurred

in several other New Plymouth towns. of. Langdcn,%. |
%, p. 67. In a letter written in 1656, the magistra

sachusetts complained to the Uommissioners of the
United Colonies that, in New Plymouth, there was a lack of
1, . . a due acknowledgement of encouragement to the
Minnesters of the Gospell; '¥ instead, there. seemed to be
", . .8 orying downed. of minnestry and minnesters. . . .!'¥
Jones, Qual n merican Jolbnies, pp. 57-58; quoted
from Reeg gmatmmi_w

Shnrtlorf of th of New th,
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' ohaséise orowds with dire wamings or brazenly challenge the

most erudite Puritan soholar to an open—-air debato. James ~
Naylor, one of the most renowned Q.uaker leaders, ‘even dared - v
-0 ride a mule into Br:.stol while, danoing before him, a . \Y ..
group of women shoute “Hol Holy! Holy!" o
. " This similari between English’ q,uakers and these
l‘ Sandwich d1ssenters continued. On March 6, 1654/5
y " Att thls Court, Peter Gaunt, Rslph Allen, sen:.!'
g and Gorg Allen, appeared to answare for neglecting
to frequent the publick worship of God; and being
required to speak to that pticulare, Peter Gaunt .,
' , afeirmed hee knew noe publicke vizable worship now
’ in. the world, whereunto the said Ralph Allen
agsanteqd, but Gorg Allen geoented' the ocase was 1ert
to further oonsideration.
‘ On February 3, 1656/’7 Richard Kerbey and others were !
| ordered before the Gourt, for meeting at the home of Willlam
‘ J - Allin, f. . . att which meetings they used to invey sgainst .
minnesters and maglstrates, to the dishoner of God and
contempt of gowvment. . . . o Nioholag)lpsall, formerly of .
" Bgston, had also attended the meetings; he was ordered to
leave the colony by the end of the month. These were the . ‘
- £irst of many charged with non-attendanoe.‘-’

The 'growing nmber of defendants were how

specifioally 1dent1ﬁod aa makers, they echoed the practioces
- of théir English brethron. In March of 1657/8 several
T +
‘ WMang_ _fined “. . . for theire nnreveront carrying

——
T—

. _ lshurtlerr Reoords ; m 1_11 gr New HW

III, P. 74.
mgvo, p.. 1110 m-, ppo 130’ 147 mo. .
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themselves before the Court, oo;ning in before them with
'thoire, hatts on. ... . The previous year, Sarsh lcérboy,
having ignored the Gour‘t's admonit&on against dlsturbing Q

- public worship, was whipped. Jane Laund.er was warned to
desist such disturbanoe, or she would. suffer the same punish.-
ment.Z of course, none of those arrested in Sandwich for
Quake:}'ism were on a ;191: of subseribers who pledgbd‘mone:jr
t'owards a minist;r's salary, although many did contribute
towa.rds the constmction of a new meeting house.3

‘ In an attempt to silence thege Qpa.kera, the COurt

invoked a t'onty year old order and ‘declared, on Octo'ber 2,
1658, that nine Bandlg.oh ‘men, most of whom were known

‘Quakers, were non-legal inhabitants, since fhey Had never .
. . been approved by the church. Therefore, they were denied any

| | .power in the town meeting, until they produced evidencef of
| their'logal adﬁittance. At this same Court, six of .th n;n;,
as well as five others, were fined £5 eaoh for refusing to
take the oath of loyalty.* ' |
. These admonitions, fines, snd whippings seemed only
s = %o intensify the fire, rather than drown it. In 16568 James

— Cudworth ‘of Flymouth wrote, concerning the Quakeri,

. 'lshurtlefr; Records of the Colony of New Plymouth, '
I1I, p. 130. i

2; bid., p. 112. - ‘ o .
g; tory of Sapdwich, pp. 10-1l. '
Shurtlof.r cords of the Oo
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"They have many Meetings, and many Adherents,
almost the whole Town of Sandwioch is adhering
towardsg them. . . . Sandwich-Men may not go 1
to thé\ Bay, lest they be taken up for Quakers.

Cudworth himself lost his maglstracy, captainey, and votep -
because he had entertained gome Quekers.

. Yet Sandwich was but an extreme example of 'Iha.t.'as
eccurring througlioht Plymouth QOlony. In 1657 the oolony"
passed a law'rining anyone who transported s Quaker there.

‘Heavy fines were 1ssued, agalnst refusal to take fn) oath of

fidelity to the government and against meeting w}/thout the
Court's approval. It was made illegal for a Quaker to ride a’

. horse. When the illegal meetings cohtq.nued,” the Court
appointed men to attend thege meetings to persuade the

Quakers of their error. In June of 1669, .

' Wheras by an order of Court all fremen of this »

., ocorporation, as Quakers or such as are manifest

' encouragers of such and soe judged by the (Court, or
such as shall contemptuously speake of the lawes
theref, or such as are judged by the Court grosly
vsoa.ndalouae, a8 lyers drunkards, swearers, &, they
shall lose their freedom of this éorporation.? :

At this Court, therefore,. w1\1an Newland of Sandribh and
Henry Howland of Duxbury, for entertaming and ailding /
Quakara, lost their right %o vote, along with Rithard Beare,

a common drunkard. S )

However t‘he governnent of New Plymouth was fighting
a losing battle. cudqorth was reelected militia ocaptaln by

zshnrtietr,
ITI, p. 167,
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’iais fellow townsmen, despite the Court's disapbmval,:.l In

(

1669/80 'a man wrote.a letter

« « «» tending greatly to the prejudice of this
govment, and inourragement of those commonly

ocalled Quakers, and thereby lyable (according

to the law provided in such case) to dis-- -
franchligement, yett wee att present forbeare

the. sensure u%till further enquiry be made '
into thinges.< - T )

The coﬁrt had reason for hesitancy, for-the man so ‘a_,ocueed.*

- was Tmaso Robinson, son of the minister to the Seroby

congregation and spiritual guide for the settlement of New
Plymouth.

Massachusetts folloved the same pattern as New

Plymouth, and what gandwich was to the latter, 80 Salem was

to the former.® In fast, Cotton Mather claimed Salem as the

origin of Quakerism: . .- - M
I . . ’ . . A:’
% ’J,.,- - ’ , /
Lengaon, Pilgram colony, p. 74. |
2Bl:mrt:larr, Records of the Colony of New Plymouth,

s'rhe question arises as to why oertain towna "seem'ed

to generate more. dissent than others. Concerning org

d, Hugh Barbour asserts that Quakerism .
0 e erever there was no settled and strong Puritan
ministry. It 1s possible that this contention may be 2

extended to New England and offer & ggt&g oxplanation.” In
the Hutohinson affair, for oxamgle, Dorchestor and Cambridég

°

remained highly orthodox; both had strong ministers in Mather

and Shepherd. In contrast, the Hutchinson faction grew so
strong in Bostdn largely due to the theologiosl rift between
¥ilson and Cotton. Salem was highly wnorthodox; Williams, a

Separatist, exerted great influense over itg churoh, whose .

minister, Skelton, seemed to be inclined towards muoh of
Williams! thinking.  Concerning Sandwich, the key to the

dissent may have lain not there, but in Lynn, vhere moti:t/,/

]

a
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I can tell the world' that the first Quakers that

ever were in the world were certaln fandtioks -

here 1ln our town of Salem, who held forth almost

‘all the fancles and whimsies which a few years -

after wene broached by them that were so called

in England with vhom Yet none of ours Qgg the A

- legst. ..muni______al_g-
Rager Williams, a,p a separatist offered the first grea.t
challenge to New England congregationallsm. Then he and his .
Salem followers, moving to Providence, established the first .
Baptist ohurch 1n New Engla.nd. Lady Debora.h,Moody, a member
of the Church of Salem, Was one of the rirdt persons
proaelsuted Tor denying Anfant baptism. But besides this .

diééont, there were ocourrences in Salem which roreaﬁadbwed
Quakerism.” In 1656 the magiatrates sent a messago to tho (j

ocmetable o:r Salem. e ' !

'Wherea.e we are eredibly informed that divers
perdons (both of men and women) within your town,
do disorderly assemble themselves both on the
Lordts days and at other times, oontemptuously
refusing to come to thte solemn meetinga of the '
church ‘there (or being some of them justly cast -
out) do obstinately refuse to submit themselves, ,
that they might be again received; but do make P
oconventions, and seduce diverse persons of weak -
capacity, and have already withdrawn some of them
from the churoch, and hereby have caused muoh (not
only digturbance in . the church, but also) dis- '
orders and damage in the civil state, so as if ‘ .
they be suffered to go on, your town is like to

"o

the town's inhabitants ofiginated. Lynn's first minister,
Stephen Bachelor, genera much dissent within his own
church, so much so, that and his gupporters were in the
minority Gonsequently, he desired to be d.ismissed from the
church. This was in 1636; the .f.ono' jr, a group left
the town to settle 'Sandiweh. . ‘ :

Qather, Nagnalia, II,__~p." 523.
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be deseri;ed by many of the chlef and mst%l
members, to the great dishonor of God.'l

The constable was empowered to warn these persons that thelr

-,(igz(ndnct would no longer be suffered, and that they must con-

,/ orm to the laws of the colony, -or else the magistrates
promieed personally to reform the evils. | '/

The dlssent in Salem, which the letter d.esoribed “rit
the Quakers far more than any 6ther group, such asythe
Baptists (no specific ment:l:on of Anabaptism is made). The
-emphasis that women were déeply involved would tenzl to \
aubstantiate thils, for in no other sect were women so
elevated; the dootrine that the divine light was within g;;
would naturally help-the female. The e.dverbs “disord.erly, ,
"oontemptuously, * and "obstinately® fit the Quakers, who
wotild often denounce ministers and magistrafes (in oompérison,,
Baptists were far more sedate). The emphasis placed upon the
conversion of several others reflected the Quaker emphasis
upon prosetelyzing. )

| - Shortly after Williams vas baniahed Massachusetts
: 'became embro:l.ledxin the. Hutochinson oontroversy. Anne o
'Hutohinson's greatest offense, and the one for which her /
ascusers finally dereated her,' vas the belief that God\spoko
direotly to her, apart from the Biblo. S |

" That her particular revelations 'abou: future -

events are as infallible as any part of the
__Scripture, and that ﬁl;e is bound as mmoch to

: 1Bmms, gistg_x; of New England, p. 62; Felt,
- Eoclesiastioal History, p. . :
oo .

N




\ believe them, ds the Soripture, fir the same holy -
Ghost 1s the author of them both.

9

This, of course, ocould be 1nterpreted as the divine light,

- and, in faot, several of her followers, including William

\J

Coddington and Mary Dyer, ,became Quakers.

There were other early presages of 6,uaker1m. on
November éz, 1646, the Boston Church admonished Mrs. ‘Sara.h
Keayne Tt %, . ¢« hir Irregular grophesfing in mixt
Assemblies and.for Refusing ordinarily to heare in the
Churches of Christ.* she feiused to answer the church, and

__ shortdy afterwards, . . . falling into odlous, lewd, and

scandalous uncleane ‘béhaziour o + +* with-an excommunicant of

Tannton, she herself was exc;o‘mmun.‘l.c'.aa.t:edl.."'.a In 1651 the church
emommunioated Richard Llppinoott haviné tvioe admonished

him berore, because he withdrew from church fellowship. When
Lippincott was asked why he acted thusly, his reply was that, |
". . . he wanted commission to speake. e « % —TIn the suﬁe ) .
year, the same punighment was dealt to Anne Burden for the

o~

same offense,

o « + the,cause thereof arose from her withdraling
. from the fellowship of the church at the Lords
ble, and being dealt withall by brethren shee
uld’ Give no Reason of 1t, save only shee was
Cémmanded silence from the Lord and being called
before the Church: ghe refused to Come, and aa.yd.
. ghe could not ioyne in the churoh in any thinge

'?’J. Winthrop, Journal, I, p. 246. -
2 Records of thé First Ch 1nBoton, pp.4s 49,
Mrs. Keayne Wwas the daughter of Thomas Dudley.

/

Srbsd., p. B2 - ‘“Ipsa., -pp. 55..54§. R
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At thie‘time, Nioholaa Upsall was also “exéommunic_ated' for - A

3 14

withdrawing from church fellowship. . . o ' " S ‘
'I'he Massaohusetts commisaioners, holding court in - ‘

Maine, gummoned George. Barlow before them in 1653. He Was o

", ... charged with entertaining visionary opinions, and ‘

expressing them to the diaturbanoe of the publie pes.oe. wl He

wasg ord?‘ed not to preach or prophealze, upon panalty of £10. . R

In the e ‘year, the General Court cha.rged »John Baker,

‘resident of Cape Porpus, Wells, with *. . . abusive and

PAO

c)‘ppi'obious speeches . . ." sagainst the ministry and for . ' :
defending private meetings and prophesizing. He promised tp
cease public prophesizing and was censured.z In Septémber of
16563 Henry Bachelor and his wife, of Ipswich, were f)reaentad
berore the Essex County Coprt for their many absences from
“ publio worship *. . . and ghe for unseemly behavior in the
meetings to the disquiet and grief .of many. u® ) E

All this occurred in Massaohusetts before the arrival’
of the frirst Mglish ‘Quaker missionaries. The incidents were
isolated and, except for the aotivities in Salem,
individualized. Punlshmenta were fines and, in the case of _ .
erring church members, excommunication. But the latter was a
rather empty gesture, since those censured had already

geparated themselves froxfn the church. And the threat which-

/ -t

1Felt Eccleslastiogl History, II, p. 119.
shurtl.erf Massachusetts Bay Records, III, p. 160.
gggﬂ lz gcnrts of gsgex an, I, p. 308. o .
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“the maglstrates made againgt Salem in 1636 d1d not seem to

have been carried out, for Salem was to be the center of
. & )

Quakerism in Massachusetts. 1
'Rarly Prosecutions | ‘ S |
' The first Quakers to\arrive from Englag@iwere two ,

'women, Mary Fisher and Ann Austin, who came by fray of the

‘ . . -\
Barbadoes and arrived 1n Boston on July 11, 1656. They were
immediately cast into prison, where they remalned for five
‘Weeks and were not permitted to ‘see anyore. Their bodies
were examined for marks of a w176h. A1l their books were
oconfiscated and burned. Artéx"\ this imprisonment, Fisher and
Austin were plased on a vessel bound for-England.

The first anti-Quaker legislation followed a few
months later. Any shipmaster who knowingly transported
Quakers to Massachusetts was to be fined ‘the enormous sum of
" £100 and faced imprisonment if he- did not return them from
whenoe they came. It was further ordered that any Quakers

entering the colony
", . . shalbe forthwith committed to the howse of
~correctio, & at their entrance to be severely
vhipt, & by the master thereof to be kept ocon-
stantly at worke, & none suffred fo oonverse or -
—— " speake with them dureing the time of their
imprisonment, which shalbe no longer than T
necessity requireth. B ! ,
Anyone who knowingly imported or kept any such heretloal
writings w?’uld be fined £5 for each dooument. And, if any
perions within the ocolony should *. . . take upon them the

hereticall opinions of the sd Quakers, or any of thelr bookes

.
\
< .

<

Yy
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or papers . . .,* they'fac‘ed a Tihefbr 40s. for the first

< .

oi‘fanse, £4 for the seoond,. and 15.‘ persisting--banishiment.
) Finally, . ' : .

s

~ .. .1t 18 hereby ordered, that what pson or paong
. 8oever shall revile the office or psons of magis-
trates or ministers, as is usuall with-the Quakers,
such pson or psons shall_ be- severely whipt, or pay
- the some of five pounds.l

In weighing the punighment, the legislators appear to have "
been worried at least as mush (perhaps more 80) by the threat ‘ “
to sooial order-—represented by the magiatrates and ' |
“ninisters--as they were concerned with rellgiotis orthodoxy:m Mt\ ‘
Rather than accomplish its desired erreot, this antil- |
‘ ., Quaker leglslation may be sald to have had the opposite ‘
effeot, as was dramatically demonstrated by Nicholas Upsall. '
:Jnimself an excommunicant, he had tried to see Fisher and
Austin in prison, and had paid the Jallor Ss. per week for
permission to send them food. When the Acts of OOtobér, 1656
were read before his inn, Upsall said, "'. . . that he a14
1qok at 1t as a sad fof:;unﬁér of some heavy Judgemeni; to
~ fall on the country.'® The magistrates summoned him the very _
_ next day. Upsall oautloned them “'. . . to take.heed lest ye Z
' ghould be found fighting against God.'* Endecott, not known o
for a dpirit of amicability, must héwe‘taxen this s a grave
s ineult, for, d.a.sregarding their own laws, the magilstrates /
, T fined th) aoocused £20 and banished him, Endecott stating,

A

a ’%hm-tletr, Massachusetts Bay Records, ITI, pp. 415
6. , : f
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. gdditional thrde pounds for not attending ohuroh.l Perhaps
- . N\

B pMigug puniahments. Anyone transporting Q,ua.kers into
__Massachusetts was to be fined £100 and imprisoned until it
was paid; ‘anyone entertaihing or concealing a Quaker was

: ‘ 2 ester Town Records. Fourth Report of th
Record Co gsloners aton, , DPD. , 40.
3pugustine Jones, "Nicholas Upsall,® |
gistorigg; and Genealogiocal Register, XV ( 80), .

h
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. 1T w211 not bate him one groat.'" He was ordered to depart—

within thirty days, and betore 1eav1’ng vs,s fined an

the magistrates were 80 harsh, .because Upsall himself once.
held politicsl authority. Having served as a selectman of

‘Dorohgster in 1638 and 1642, 2 a8 well as the town's first

' balliff and rater,® he was now crajcizing the magistra.oy, he
had to be made an example. .
Many more Quakers followed Austin and Fisher from

England and were dealt with eoverely. For example Mary

Clarke 1eft her family, sailed ‘bo Boston, and publicly con— -
demned the magistrates for their persecution of her fellow
Quakers. sShe herself was severely whipped, imprisoned for

three months, and sent back "% Englana.®

. In Ootober of 1657 1318 were passed 1ntenei.ry1ng

1Hallowe11 Quaker Invasion, pp. 47-48; Shurtlefr -
. Massachugetts Bay Recor. 8, III, pp. 417-418.




offense, was to have his tongue bored through with a hot

& / ) 141
_ fined 40s. per hour of such entertainment or concealment, and .
imprisoned until paid. Any foreign Quaker who returned-after

having been punished was, for his first offense, to lose one
ear and kept at work in pi'ﬂ.son until he oould bie sent away,

at his own expense; for a second orfense, he wals to lose his

‘other ear, eto. (a woman Quaker was ta“be severely whipped

1nstead)f§ A Quaker, man or woman, found gullty of a third

iron, eto. The law significantly added,

And 1t 1s further ordered, that all and every
Quaker gﬁiaing from amongst ourselves shall be
dealt w¥l g guffer the like punishment i.s the
law provides against forreigne Quakers.

The following year, in May of 16568, the General court' N

' passed more anti-Quaker legislation. This law not énly

lumped together foreign Quakers ". . . and such asoursed
hereticques arising amongst ourselves . . .," 1t almed at -
punishing

« + «» every such person or persons professing any
of theire pernitious wales, by speaking, writting,

or by meetings on the Lords day, or any other
time, to styengthen themselves or soduoe others to .
theire 4i 1ca.1 dootrine. . . . '
'J.‘he word “professing® is of key mportance, it is
reminiscent of the famous anti.Baptiet ordinance of 1644,

which ordered the punishment only of those who ", . . ghall

iy

either openly ocondemne or oppoao e « ¥ the cong'rogational

pp. 308-309.

2

1Bhurtlerf Mass g&usetts m Records, IV, Pt. 1, \"
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Way. In other words, ‘one could be a @uaker and remain unmo-

lested as long as he kept hit/ opinions to himself and did

not, in any way, oontest the authority of the maglatra.‘&e or

' .minister. ‘rhe law provided a pensglty of 103. for anyone

aftendlng an illegal meeting and £5 for anyone speaking there.
If any such person had already been whipped for a-like
offense, he was to be kept at work 1nap_r1’son until security
was given that he would no longer continue in-this heresy.
Otherwige, he was to be baniahed and upén ;ggiurning, such
person wﬂuld face the samé pens.lt{ies as a forelgn Quaker.
Punishments against Quakers and their aympathizera
steadily increased after Upsall's »b?.nishment. On October 23,

| 1657 Willlam Marston humbly petitioned the General Court for

a iremittanoe of the £15 imposed upon him by the ﬁampton
County Court for keeping two Quaker books and one such paper.
Admittiné he had broken the law, Marston was remitted one..

~third of h:.s ﬁ.ne, he promptly paid the other 610.

Yot many of those arrested w,ére as apologetlc as
Marston. The County Courts held at Ipswich. and Salem alone
reveal that, between 1658-1661, there were 138 gonvictions
for attending Quaker meetings and absence from public wor- ’

In July of 1657, Cassandra Southwick of Salem Was

/ w. 308-509.

Par10we11, guaker Invasion, p. 127.
L] ( ,
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first of many e\tﬁ prosecutions aga.inst her and her fa.mily.
she and her husband, Lawrence, were both members of the

Church of Salem, and he was a freeman. A glassblower by

"trade, he once oparatad a glassworke at Salem with obediah

Holmes, Who beosme an important Baptist leader.l

On May 10, 1658 nearly two d\ozen persons- (inolud.tgi"g
six Southwicks) were presented before the County Court for
holding a %. . . Disorderly meeting at the house of on,e '

" Nicholas Phelps of ‘Salem on,the Lord's day in t:lme of the

-

public worahd.p.

'I‘wo foreign Quakers, William Brend and William
Leddra;, were also -present, and wei'e tmprls?ned. When tﬁey .
refused to work, the jailor whipped the two Englishmen. He .
was espeolally severe with Brend, who was an old man. qund

vas beaten so savagely, that the magistrates had to promise

to puniah the turnkey to appease the angry- populace.

s:.gnifioantly, y.ererend. John Norton held no such sympathy for
the Quaker:
\ : .
“¥illiam Brend attempted to beat our gospel ordi-
nances black and blue, if he then be beaten black
and blue, it is but Just upon him, zand. I will
appear 1n his behalf that 4id so."

The magistrates d1d not discipline the jéi:,lo;-, other than -

/Lmlsting that 'tl(o witnesses be préeent at rﬁture whippings.

AN °

.7 1

o
Perloy, History of §g;em, II, Lp. 53.

', I, P. 219. \\




(Many of those charged with attending this illegal
meeting &thod before the Court with thelr hats on. Almost

'half of the accused repented and Were ieleased. The
remainder admitted that they were Quakers and were either
Tined or imprisoned. ' Fhelps, owner of the house, was Tined

- "40s. He was also fined for defending a ‘Quaker's writirig and |
',‘ jailed for prot‘essiné himgelf to be of that faith. "La.'rence,
éasaa.ndra; and thelr son Josiah Southwiock, already 1mpr1;oned
once for Quakerism, reviterated.‘f-heir faith and were returned
to Jall. They were a.lso fined, as were three others, 25s.
each for abeenting themaelves from publie worship Four more
persons of Salem were presented for thls same orrepse. This
Gourf prosecuted several other Q,uake.‘m, and in one such oase,
the Southwicks' daughter Pm'Sided vas ordered *. . . to be
set by| the heels in -the stocks an hour for calling the court
pergeoutors. wl ’

‘ ~ For a clearer perspeot’:lve'or the types of persons
‘being punished, one sﬁonlil teke a b];osezf e;amin;.tiop of the
Qusakers wfxo had been, or would soon become, arrested. The
magistrates and olergy pdrtraygd them as wild animals. That

Quakerism was daetruoti#e to the New F.:ngland Way is oertain,
- .but its adherents were far from being violous
revolutionaries..
Like their Baptist pounterparts, many of these 'Nev
England Quakers were well-to~do. For example, probate

-

1§§géx Quarterly Oourt Records, I, pp. 10 . :
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records reveal that Lawrence SOuthuok had an estate valued
‘at nea.rly £200, even after ﬂnea and mprisonment.l Ana
i Nicholas- Upsall was wvalued at £543.2 ' g f /

.The ocoupatlions of both these sects var.‘l.ed greatly.

. While John fmsll came to Massachusetts as a servant, Henry ]
. Bachelor arrived with four servants. Most sectarians were of
qiddling stature—-e:;i:her yeoman farmers, such as Samuel -

Gaskill and Thomas Arndld‘ ,.or artisans.” Bachelor was a | ,

Erewer, Joshua Buffum a ahlp—build.er and carpenter, Edward ',”'
Wharton a glazier Lawrence’ Southwiok a glassblower Ed'ard
" Harnet and Michael Shaflen tailors, Edward Drinker a potter,

Thomas Gould & wagonmaker, Joseph Redknsp and’Willism King

coopers, and Nicholas Upsall an innkeeper. - John Kitchen,

'I'homas Olney, Samuel Shattock, and the husbands of Ann\ . »
Burden, Elizabeth Leag, .and Catherine Scott were all shoe-
mekers. : -

As was the case ‘economically, so too did the
politloél influenoce émongat these men vary greatly. l‘lany»
‘were fréemen (e.g., Townsend Bishop, Thomas Gould, lilllam ’,l

King, Samuel Shattock, and Lawrence Southwick). Severa.l also

served on grand and trial Juries (e.g., Bishop, George

Gardner; King, John Kitchen, Joseph Pope, and James Redknap).

John Kitchen and Michael Shaflen were even constables of ‘
Salem. Joseph Flood wag onoce balliff of Torchester. Ezekial . -~

.- lgggbg,tg Records of Essex County, I, p. 319.
‘ _-'2A.; Jones, "Nicholas Upsall," p. 28.
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I3

' Holliman, Townshend Bishop, -and Nioholas Upsall had been ‘_
: \ ,
selectmen of their respective towns. Edward Starbuck had\ .

4
even served as Dover's Deputy to the General Court.

) :
Wolves in gheep's G;othig } * : . -

In Jul:;' of 1658 the thrse SOuthwioks, with San|1ue1
shattock and Joshua Buffmn, wrote from prison to the xﬁagis-
trates of the Salem Court. Refusing to admit having done
anything which necessitated imprisonment, they asked that,
since they had suﬁ‘erec} as the law declared (four of them had T
‘been whipped,’ 1:fc1nd.1._ng Cassandra Southwiock), they'mlghj: now ‘

\

be released:

Friends let 1t not be a smal thing in youT Eyes.

ye Expossing as muoh as in yo¥ ye séason & time

of y© yeare. ‘.« . . We know 1if y® spirit of

Christ 4did awell & Rulg§ in you these things ‘
would tske impression ypon you' harts, . \

They prodeeded to place fie blame for much of their suf fering

on ¥, . . false Reports & ung;ounded Jealousie of heresie\ and-

sedition . . ., but conoluded that, if need be, they wergi S

willing to die in the service of God.’ ‘ I :
The - folloung October, the Court d.id release the )

priseners, only to further order them to depa.rt from na.sstL

chusetts, mm 'if refused, meant benishment upon pain of ‘

death. They left, but Joshua Buffum sailed to Englamd ana .o

returned with a seour ty againat -the ora.er.2 Samuel Shas Toal:

M 4

ggex Quarterly ggt geoords, I, p.
®savege, genesloziesl Diotlonary, I, P
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tenoe of peace, you come to p;::ls;m{ﬁie people.*
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muet also have returned, for his name appears on the 11st of

Salem Jur’frmen in 1684.1 ‘

The General Court then reiterated the reasons 1%
consldered the Quakers dangerous:.

Whereas there 1s a pernicious sect, comonly.
called Quakers, lately risen, who, by word &
writing, have published & maintayned many .
dangerous & horrid tennetts, and doe take &ipon
them to chainge and alter the received laudsble
customes .of our nation in giving ocivill respect
to aequalls or reverence to ‘superiors, whose )
actions tend to undermine the authority of ecivill A
government, as also to destroy the order of the \
churches, by denying all established forms. of
worship, and by withdrawing from the orderly
church assemblies allowed & approved by all
orthodox proffessors of the truth, and insteed N
thereof, and in opposition thereunto. . . .2

e.emphasis here was olearly upon sical manifestations of

elvil and religlous disobedience--writing heresy, ‘acting with
disr’ ect towards sui;eriors,' and %hdr wing from ’propgr'
church’ agsemblies. As Endecott told three English Qua.kéra‘
before ordering th‘e;;b right ‘ears oropped, *You are greater
enemies to us than those: that oom? openly; since under pre- _
3 o
- In oonéequenoe, punishments were again stiffened. Any
foreign Quaker ¢5}1s¢overed in .tﬁ/e/ colony was to be Jai;.ed

2

; 1-1’erley, "Higtory of Sa.lém, II, p. 9. shattook had
‘been imprisoned 1n,165§ for interferring with the sllenoing—~. -
.of the English Quaker Holder, who tried to speak in the Salem

Church--Sewell, History of. . . . erg, I, p. 194.
. “churtlert, Wagssshusetts Ba¥ Records, IV, Pt. 1,
' pp. 345-3486. : g S
‘ 58“911, History of 5: o s Quakers, I, -p. 220. . ?"

LS




' without bail until the next Court of Assistants, Where he

" them,’. upon- oonviotion, wa.s mprisoned for a month (unless he

t

a severe 1aw by. a petition 1% received that same month from

*obdurao , ’EB rve sity, land mal 1ty gives raason

dw
- or {pin of. Leydedt. . . . '_“1 Clearly, it wae ‘the fear of

. 1658 the wire of the b&nished samuel Shattock, as well as

\ daughter-in—laﬂ, and. e, mother of the, banlahed/J/ shua Burfum
were rine& for absenting themselves from pnblio worehip. But

Ty

,,there-were néw names-g-John 1, Thgm'ﬁs Bracket! and.the - .
o o mli‘gﬁ»w’,pp. 448_%‘49. ! . : ’ a p‘
D o~ ’ | R } & o
) » a a \q i / :~ . ’
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wduld be tried by a Jury. - If e.onxrioted “he was banished upon
ps.in of death. Any inhabitant becoming a Quaker or derending Ty

voluntarily lert the colony's jurisdiction). If such person,
havlngv been bouhd over untgil the nexj} Court, remained
obstinate, he was banished upon pafn of death, " #°

Th.t's Court ‘may well have 'been persuaded to pass such .
>
twenty-rive ‘of the coipny's leading citikns. This- pe,tition
aakedﬁror ‘the penalty -of banishment upon pain of death foxr N
three reasons: the Quakers malign civil government° they.
subver“l: both religion and the oh?rch 1ns‘b1tutlon, and 1t was

feared that "!. . .. the 1ncreaae and atrengthening of their -
"'. . « To ehend.‘l.ng a renewal of the\spirit or Muncer,
eooial upheaval, andtnot the purity of~ rellgious tenets,‘(

which most worried theae clitizens. . -\

But: a.rreets for Qnakerlsm continued. In November of

theﬁSouthJok'B daughter, vaided, <their son, David, their: - h :




/
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;rives of Henry Traske,. ‘Anthony Needham, Johﬁ Kitchen, and
George Gardner. Hany of these were again presented bérore )
tha court a year later for the same. offenae.l Soon aﬂ:er,
| Small moved to Rhode Island,  but there 1s.no evidence that
- the others left the colony at this time, although Gard.ner d.id.
move to Nantucket in 1668.°
' '.l!hese were xéesidents of Salem, but, like an epidemj,o,

Quakerism was beginning to spread throughout the colony.

Thomas Pitman, constable of Marblehead, complained to the

General Court in ;ji‘oh of 1659 that Jamés Smith and hig wife,

", -. who are adiering to the Quakers and an evile Nexa.mple.
'to‘otghers, " had been absenting themselves from pablic wor-
ghip.% In November of that year, James Rawlings of Dover was
admonished for eptertaining Quakers. Thomas :si& neer of Saco
. and Richard Nason of Kittery were fined £5 and disfranchised.:
Riochard Swayne of Rowley was fined £3 and ﬂsrrapohieed for
.the same offense; Zacheus Gould was also fined £3. Thomas
iisoy of Sslisbury was fined 30s. and admonished by the: -

5

“— Governor. Yet, although the-flnes were stiff, and several-

men -lost their right to vote, the convicted were not
. R . \ g
g gex Quarte :Lz Court Racom II, pp. 134, 193. )
. 2 Savage, g_qgag;og;cg; Diotiow Iv, p. 108.-
Perley, Eistorz of Salem, II, p. 68.
arterly Court Records, 11, p. 183.
5shurt1err m ,ggusetta Bay Records, v, Pt. 1
406-407.
9
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.deputy of Dover, who moved from Baptism to ngkerism, stayed
. in Dover until 1669, in spite of a petition fqrwarded by .
 geveral of the town's residents in 1662, ". .. agt the

imprisoneéd or banished, whioh was the 1aw
~ This last point ehould be emphasized. For native

_'Quakers .and Quaker sympathizers were, in fact, often | :

tolerated within Massachusetts. This Was especially true 2%

[
Ri

when they caused no open disturbance. The above-mentioned
Richard Nason, although fined resided in Kittery untll his
death (his will wgs probated in 1694). His fellow townsman, |
Anphony'ﬁmery, another Quaie: sympé.thizer, was eleoted -
constsble in 1658, and although disfranchised the following
year, served as th/b town's representative in 1680.1 It haa .
alreads ‘been mentioned that Edu.rsl Starbuck, olaer and former

spreading, &c, the wioked errors of the Q;.,;gkers amongst |
theém. . . ."2 And in remote narbleherad James Smith and his
wife, whom the constable had complalned against, rems,ined in
that town at least until 16’?4.

In llasaaohusetts proper, Quakers wero also tolorated.
!I!hia vas espeoially true of Salem It was previously noted

that Sanuel gshattock served oh a Salem Jury in 1684. His

fellow Quaker,‘ J’o e Buffum, who retnrned ‘Prom mglmf with

/

" lgayage, aenegogmg; m,otiom IIT, P23 IT, ,
- p. 118. : -
Zanurtiers, m-by_e.t_ts_m.&__u v, Pt 2, -
po mo‘
Sgavage, Genealogleal Dictionary, IV, p. 117.

®
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’ security ageinet his banishment married Damaris Page in 1663

and was granted in his father's will, o share of land. in

., Salem in 1669 (although the will was not probated

" o.. beeause the witnesses would not swear but only
affirm . . ."1).‘ Samuel Gasgkill, puniehed for sbsence from
. church and for attending a Quaker meeting, also rema.ined in
Salem, marrying Provided Southwick in 1662' a later wife had
one of his chi.ldren as late as -1688. 2 In 1658 Anthony

" Needham and his wife Ann were brought before the Q,uarterly
Court for attending a Quaker meeting (and she for non-
attenda.noe ‘at ehureh), he repented but ahe was rined then
and punished afterwards, culminating in a Whipping in 1660.
However, tney spent thelr remaining lives, approximately
forty years, in Salem.® . )

In November of 1659, Zacheus Gould was admonished by
the County Court for his disrespectful behavior at the
_Sabbath worship. cThe deposition against Gould follows in.

, because it 1s a detalled example of why these Quakers
fZ!ed the magistrates and minlsters of both England and New
England such anger, fear, and utter frugtration: '
n, . . Zacheus Gould in time of singing y© psalm one

- Sabbath day in y®© atterngg % sate him downe upqn ye "

end of y® Table (about w minister & .cheife of
y° people sit) wil hig hatt fully on his head, & his

1Sa1rage, genealogical Dictionary, I, p. 289. ° (
p 391 2i:gi<_l.., II, p. 234; Perley, History of s'g;em, I,

Ssavage, Genealozical Dlotionsry, IIT, p. 265.
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&

‘back toward all y© rest of y® yb' sate ‘about y®

& though spoken to by y® minister & 2 othega, ether
to shew reverence to Ordinance, or to wtdrawe, .
yet altered not his posture & y© Sabbath following,
arfter that the Congregation was {dismissed in y°©
afternoone, desire yg Congregation to stay & tgere-
upon spake saying yt hee had bin informed how yt ye
last Sabbath day hee had bin commanded out of the
meeting house, but it was not foi want of age,

. nether had hee anything to doe y' command®d him, for
y© house was non of his-.-also he sd that he had heard
much s%g:oh of y®© ministers of Christ, & hee confest.
aleo, t they o%uld not bee too much honored, but .
8d hee we knowe y' there bee a Company or.h:lreiings
who if they fre not their mouthes they prep warre-
agst Iu' guoh 1cah speakes of Chapt. 33 «v, 7th__gee
John 1O%A. hee sl hee would not reade but--they
might read at their leisure--also hee addeéed that hee
had bin informed what a learned speech y® goodma Coms
made, but he was told by some or one, Y was now mor .

neariy Related to him, ynB himselfe yt hee was a proud

~

where-.-upon h%e ‘was desired to hold his peace,

hee repdded y* they had nothinghto doe to injoyne him
gllenod, y© house was none of theirs who did injoyne
him, whereupon hee was told yt hee would find ye
oon%rary, ereupon hee oft dared us to do our worst.

probmatical, base, beggarly, plok thank fellowe Lot

It should be added that, despite the troublesome type of

fellow Gould seemed to be, the General Court remitted the £3

he owed the colony, for a fire had destroyed much of his
o , - :

Yhippings, formerly used upon foreigners, like
\ - »

Willian Brend, Were now applied move liberally to the backs !

of oolontisl Quakers. Along with several Rhodqxlaland

Quakers, Provided southwick, Mary Traske, and William King .of
.t ' s . ‘

1 - ) ’ 4 . :
Esgex guarterly Court Records, II, p. 162.

p. 426.

r's

.
.

Zehurtler?, Magsachusetts Bay Records, IV, Pt. 1,
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_Safa\'ero orderod 'hipped by the General Court. 1
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The same court ordpred Edward Wharton, also o Bafe
whipped with twenty siripes and-jailed, ror he had ?
¥, . . acoompanied the quakers & pulated them rrom one plaoo
to anotier. . . . W He had already been fined £5 and 10s. by
the County Court for absenting himself from public worship
and‘fp'r his refusal to assist the Salem oonstables apprehend
some ‘Quakers. Wharton was later ordered banished for

" esslsting in the burial of Willism Ledira, the English

Quaker, ‘whom the authorities had hanged. ~He refused to leave
salem, ?vever, and died there in 1678.%

The oclimax of the q;nakor prosesutions (or ”
persecutions) was the execution of the Englishmen-li].liam
Robins&n, Marmaduke Stephenson, and later, William LetLdra-
and Mary Dyer, fgrmer resident of Boston and friend of Anne
Hq‘bo.hinson. All were foreign Quakers (Dyer “living in Rhode

~ Island), all had been banished upon pain of death, and all
had returned to the ocolony. Roﬁinson, Stephenson, and Dyer

were sentenced to dle together in Boston in 1689, and the
three of. them marched to the soaffold, accompanied by a large
armed guard; the authorities were obviously romwhat' the

1

. 428 shurtler;, Mw& 1v, Pt' I,
po . ) .

: ado, po 407- ) @‘ : 'l “‘- )

SJoseph Felt,
Settlement (Balems w.
* 4Savage, ealo c'. 1ot ,- P. 494,
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, . gbndemned would aro\uee the sympathies of the onlookere.
‘, "l‘hrough the 1nteroeeeion of, her ramily, Dyer was spared e.nd
sent back to Bhod.e Island. Soon, e_he returned to Boston’ )ar_xd
o ,ve.e executed. Léddra shared her fate in 1661. |
' To take these exeoutions, extreme as they were, as’
evidence of .a demand ‘for religious orthodoxy, 18 to misread AL
the intehtions of the magistrates. For they punished the
Quakers as ‘oriml?els,‘ who defied e.nd displayed contempt for
the oivil law--the orime of sedition far overshadowed that of
heresy. in an e.pology to the King, the General Court blamed ' oy

the Quakers themselves for the exeoutions: \
\
The Quakers died, not because of theire other ‘
. erimes, how oapitoll soever, but upon theire :
. superadded presumptions & 1:’1\00rrlgible ggntempt -
of authority; breaking in upon us, notw“lstanding
theire sentence of bannishment made knoune to
them. Had they not binn restreined, so farr as
) . appeared, .there was too much cause to feare that
. .- Wee ourselves ‘must quiokly have dled, or worse;
and such was theire insolenoy, that they Iould _
not be restreined but by death; nay, had they at
last but promised to depart the Jurisdioction, &
not to re ed wthout leave from atthority, we
' ghould have binn glad of such an oppertunity to
- have sayd they should not dye.l . ,

N © ' Mo attempt to oonvlnoe the King was not enough; two .
A\ eimilar appeals were written and sent to the- towns of Massa- -
/\\ ehueette. The first, while etating that the exeoutions needed
~ ' }x% Justifiecation, proceeded to Juetify them. Remembering the
ﬂr\st English Quakere to arrive in Massachusetts, the appeal
app;l.auded. the authoritlee'rwondmus restraint, for Aqstin and

\
A -

lehurtlers, Magsachusetts Bay Records, IV, Pt. 1,

-

P

. P. 4b6l1.
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. Fisher '

", . . were only seoured to be sent away by the
. first opportunity, without censure or punishment,
altho! their professged tenetg, turbulent and
contemptuous beshaviour to authority, would havo
Justified a severe animadversion, yet the ]
prudence of this Court was exeroised only in
making provision to seocure the peace and order
here established against theilr attempts, whose
design (we were well assured by our own
experience as well as by the example of thelr
predecessors in Munster) was to undermine and \
ruin the same., . . ."

_The antl-Quakér ordinances were then catalogued, and 1t was °
demonstrated that those executed had clearly broken the lavw.
Of ocourse, the government's 1n1'cia.1 leniency towa.rds nary
DyerQwas emphasized; all whlch went to prove, %!, . .that we
dnsire their 1ife absent rather than their death present.' ul
The second doocument added reasons why the executions
were Justified. Quakerism threatened the rund%mentals of
true rellgion as well as the magistracy. The colony was
compared to a house; Just as a man may lawfully d.efe;d him-
gelf against unwglo&me intruders, be it *'. . . & thief or en
‘usurper . . .,'# ‘8o too &J_.d ‘th.e m_agl#fates have a rifght~ to
"defend their charge, Massachusetts, against those who
threatened its peace and seourity.Z ) ’ ) o

Ognolugg‘ £ Remarks _
» Not aéa.inst the Anglipans, nor the Presbyterians, nor
even the Baptists had the government of Massachusetts taken

, II, pp. 213-214.

2;b;’ d., pp. 214-215.
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such drastic measures. It 1s é.tgnifigant that the Quakers
were the first Siemen't of heterodoxy which so alarmed  the
civil autlioritieé Ior the Massachusetts Bay Colony, that/
punishments were inflicted upon the name "Quaker, " without
the nec’ossify of proving any more s aoiﬂ.é charge (note how
Ann Austin and Mary Fisher. fared up?n their arrival in
Boston). As Charles Chauncy (himself a dissenter upon the

subject of baptism) wrote, in reference to Quakeriem, ‘ t

¥, . « suppose you should catch six wolves in a
trap, and ye cahnot. prove that they killed_either
gsheep or lambs; and now you have them they will .
neither bark nor bite: .yet they have the plain
mark o{ wolves. and therefore ye knoeck them
down. ¥ )

To the magistrates and ministers, the Quakers were

iolves;,-aheyk)pamed" the 6ountry91de, breaking into churches g

defying the shepherds of Christ's flooks, deveuring true

religlon, and howling at others to join their pack. One .

does not reason with suoh danéerous animals, ,
For never was the New England Way more threatened,

" and the fear or this threat is manifest in the numerous and
- gevere punishments inflioted upon th_is particular \brand ofr

hez;ea}. Whippings had ooccasionally been used previously
aga;lnét very poor (e.g., Thomas Painter) or very obstinate
(&.g., Obedish Holmes) Baptists. With the Quakers, however
thls punishment was becoming far more commonplace. uoreover,

the death penalty, wh:.oh had previously been issued solely

®

1801011, History of . . . 'm;ers, I, p220

o

’

~
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against convicted murderers and sexusl deviates, Was now -

invoked against a religious heresy. \ ’ ‘
Yet, the punishments proved uneven. oreign Quakers,

seen by the authorities as instigators, bore

surferiqg--inoluding ‘the four executions. No '
was beaton as severely ae William Brend, and none lost 1}18 A J /-/
1life. It is true that the magistrates ordered the bani nt /
of several ‘Quakers, including 'residents of Massach settjm

Some of these inhabitants did 1eave, but others, like Jo‘shua

\

'Buffum and Edward Wharton, openly and suoceasfully abfied the

au‘lmorities and remained. »

-The Anglioan, the Preebyterian, and the Baptia —each.
hed been sllowed diecreetly the privelege of following his ¢ |
oonscienoe, 80 long as he in no way professed his 'belier.
Unrortunately ror the elders and maglstrates, ‘many dlsaenters
could not contain the enthusiasm of their beliefs.” Such ‘wero‘
the Quakers. \ s " ‘

The fine line which the govermment drew between

belief and expression of belief, if often emeared in real

1life, remained the theoretical rule for theooratic purity.

The magistrates and ministers-had grolm heavy with the
reaponsibilities ‘of offioce, as their behavior d.emonstrated.
Thus, ‘Massachusetts 414 not forbid Qnakarism, but only the
socially disruptive haqifestations of this. s}a.[ However,
even this dlstinotion, and the resulting punishments, d1d not

‘prevent the growth of thig threat. Emerging from ﬁhe same
- body of Protestantism, a frightened Congregational
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| Dr. Jeckyll found himself almost helpless agalnst deflilement A
. , - , 4 .
- ] -by his alter-ego,” the Quaker Mr. Hyde. - "
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- CHAPTER VI o~
. CONCLUSION m ,

Navigation between the Soylla of. Separatlon and
the Charybdis of corruption was a hazardous under-
taking, but the Ma Fsachusetts divines were convinced

12

it could be done. / They refused to gee in. ‘
Congregationalism any necessary conrction with N ;
schism, and Cotton‘was properly incéhsed that - :

. Williams should attempt to prove Separation “out of S
the Principles and grounds of those holy Saints of

'God, whom me misnameth Puritans. "l

Z’ . It 1s this deliocate balanoce bet'een "popiah"

,corruption and sohism, which the ministers attempted to

effeot within Massachusetts, that Qrthodoxy in Massachusetts
proposed and defendsd. Killer skillfully portrayed the -
cohesion of %e colony's elders aqd magistrates ard their
collusion 1n working to pr,event the interference of the

~mglish orom and churoh while, simul‘taneously, expreaé:lng . .

———— = e

2

'loyalty to both \ﬁ:f, they condemned and banished
. hereties such as Willi and Hutohinson.

But u in puniahing thosrpromo;(era of schism, the
elders were pa-oving aomething to the Church of England thoy

1rohn Cotton, ¥A Reply to Mr. ‘Williams,® p. 198;
quoted in Miller, - p. 186. ‘

2!(11191"5 ooncept of a nearly oompleto harmony
between ministry and magistrates has come under rooent
ocriticism. . of, Wall, Masgac Bs ade,
p. 470 R , ' 1 ,
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were, as well, proving aomethlng W oongregationé. Men ’
who had been deprived of their livelihoods, interrogated (as \

" though they were oriminals) by the Courts of the High
Gommigsion, houndnd into hiding, and ﬁnally foroed to flee

to. a savage land~.such men, now free to prs%tice the raith ’ w
ror Ihioh they had surrered so much, were not 11kely to
Jeopardize this rreedom. This meant ochaining the e;reatest ’

threat fo their amthority--their lown ohureh members.

If there was but one tmq church way, and New Engla.nd‘
Congregationalism was that way) - ’ﬁhe syllogiam must logloally
- conolude that the New/ England Waj\was the' one trbe Church,
and therefore, all other religious beliefs were false. The
ministers of Massachusetts Were the guardlans of what they
considered to be the meinifest verities of\ the true chm.:ch,
and, as: éuch anyone who disputod’ a raligisus questiori with J

. them and did not acknowledge hia error was punished. How-

. ever, 8, . . he 19 not punlsh@d for his oonscienoe, but for ‘

sinning agalnst his consoience.'"l S N / .

This statement of John Cotton marked ﬁhe eulniination
in the metamorphisis of th;a sect-like non—separating‘ N
%ngregationaiiats in .Engiané-favoring voluntarism in-
membership end contributions, spiritual (though not physioal) .
separation from. oorruption, and the desire %o be left Ffree to

Lootton's answer to *Against Perseoution in Camse of

Conscience*; quoted by Roger Willlams, The Bloudy Texégnt‘or . .-
ergecution use of Consclence Discusged, ed. by ard

Bean Under ndon: Hans ollys Society, 1848),
po 2‘40 l . . ’ ' . ) . h Lo
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worship a8 th;y desired—1into the (lufoh of New England—-with

laws demanding church attendance, paymepts, and puniahment

for any who dissented from the congregational Vay, as °

" Anterpreted by the olergy. . : T -
This 1s Miller s view of the clergy's intent. What o '

- ‘ghould be questionéd howaver, i1s not whether this was so,

but whether the efforts of the ministry (supported. by the

magistrates) was as effective as Miller would suggest. In

the introduction to 0 orthodoxy in Mas g@usetts, he wrote:

l'I have simply endaavored _to demonstrate that. the narrative :

of the Ba,v Oolony'a early history can be strung upon the

thread of an idea. ™ wl’ This thes:l.s has attempted to "

demonstrate that this 'threa.d' ‘proved to be ba&lr rrayed.--

rrayed by the Yugging of thoge Wwho Would keep their

" consolence free from bondage. N “ )
In gene‘ral dissentora ;;re at least 'as’ eaénest in

tneir rellg:l.oua oonviotions as the congregational ministera

\ang/iere quj.te ulling to suffer rines and’ much harsher

- punishments rather than recant. The Angl:l.oan minister Robert -

Jordan braved both fines and mprisonment for his beliefs.
The Pneabyterian Hobart, his family, and their neighbors

viewed New England as “canaan'-the Promisod Land:. Like - |
their COngregatlonal oounterparts, they had not orossed the n .
terrible ocean to onoe again be told how to worship.

lluller, g_r_'l_;_hg_gp_xi, p. xii. : : e



~mem'bera of COngregational ohurohee., ‘me e.inoluded the most ‘
| ’ 'proqinént ieadere of eeetarianlsm--nenry Quneter, Thomas  ° N
K L -Gon:.d 5badiah Holmes, amuel Shattoek, Lawrenoe SOutHuok -
and Nicholes Upsall. The growth of schism’' was really a
| atruggl'e wathin ‘the thurches of E&eeaohysette and aiong the
regenera.te.e As wnrﬁcmss ha.e wrltten in hig "Role and
K . 8tatus of the Unregen ate, ¥ concerning Anne I{‘tchineon's

; ) \.- [} AN ,’/ . 1 L. . - . A *
| ‘ _Niniona, q T . : S
S R L “These would rhave been potently dia rbing : .
‘3,4 I deotrines for the unregenérate, though ‘the fire

' ‘» of .them burned mostly in the ‘hearts of ehuro
members, particularly in -the ' Boston Church,

/ ~erather than among the unregenerate. o
. cross also etated "There 18 nowhere any evid.em's/w:oeee
by the Quakera in oonverting the unregenerate. ol 'rhe\faet "5’ a

that the contest was 1ntea'nal was noted by. Reverend Peter. o
> Bulkley, who, in 1650 irote to John Gotto\mto protest the - S i

%

”1naoleney"‘ or the “ma1titude. * Th:ls @meolenoy,,'{ he telt, " f
- RS N -
L0 was cansed . by t00 mch Zreedom: .. | . ¢ /, >
' ’ . """"" o8 .
oo - "ind I- am persuaded that except there ‘be spme means S
c - used to change the ocourae of things in thid past, - . .

es will grow mbre corrupt, day by day; - o

d;s\tumult will arise hardly to be stilled. I know. -
o -. not how 1it_can be avpided, unléss. we make the doors L
R . . of oun church narrower, "2’ A & Rt

: . Lo 1vilrord Orosw, “The Role and Status of the :
Lo N Unregenerate in the Mas usetts’'Bay Colony, 1629-1720°

- Co (;npubllsheg Ph.D. disserfation,’ Columbia University, 1957)
.pp. 422;.451.. .

:«'olt, enq__lhg.i_gs._ga;_r.r_i.a_t_m 11, pp. 17-1s. o
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5 wsre,i as Bulkley stafed too many t‘ro;:blemakera being
a;l.lowed into tha ﬁhurches? There .are, unfortunately, np
thorough oonfesaiona, like that of John Win P, by Ihioh

. one can delve mtently into the attitudes and religious

conx}otions held by thes}_ d.:.ssonter Refusing to take
oommmion _or withdrawing from ‘the orL.Ln
was a serious step, fraught with mental anguish and physical

ance of infant baptism

. danger, it was not q step most men would take lightly. TIf

chaplin's view of Dunéter'a conversion is oo;nreot it togk P
\:h@ President of Harvard much study, a:fto:: being protouhdlyu
shooked by the whipplng of Holmes. Thomés Gould becsine a
Baptiet ahortly arter Dunster, he, An. turn, may have been
:moved by nmster's plught. ‘mwo. other aocounts, which are . . .

) oxtant tend to support thia conoopt or\’alssent as a reaotion

what was conceived aa an mJustice perpetrated by the

‘established. religious order. It -hagalready been notogl that
Holmes 13:%\011:::-@{ of Rehobath because of what he oon..' ‘
sidered an unfalir oensure pasged upon one of the brethren. |
-‘Thomas Oa'borne stated that he left the Charlestown Church (he '

later Joined Gould!'s Baptist ohureh) because (1) he opposod )

' ififarit baptiem, (2) the church only allowed thdse with human

1earn1ng to be m:lnistere, and slgm.ncantly, 3. our sovoro
M with those of a contrary Judgement from us: and

 theréfore said he should not come to the church.™

o



The point at whlch a churoh member decided to leave

. . his congregation varied. What 1s sufprising 1s ‘the number of"
, dissent’ers who began as’ ohuroh members in good standing.

Future Baptists such as Danster mmas Gould, and Towngdna| =’
Blshop all had presentéd infants for baptism:, Le.wrenoe and -
Cagsandra Sohthwick who became lea:ding Quakers and defied

the authorities oountless times, testiﬁ.ed in July of 1644,

'g a woman 'ho aooused their teacher of teaohing the

people 11es.1 _ Bishop was one of those seleeted to report
upon those not attending church;. Edward starbuok w;é even an

- elder of the Church of Dover. ] : - ' S

Faoed by this grave 1nterna1 dissension, - the eld.ers
of uaasaehusetts, while. loudly denouncing seotarianiem,
quietly and diecreetly rollowed the advlice of John cotton.

’ - %In thlngs of lesser moment, .whether points- of
doctrine or worshlp, if a man hoId them forth in a

8pirit of Christlian meekness and love, thomgh with - .
zeal and constaney, he is not to be presented,. but . )
tolerated, till. .God may be pleased to manifest his' ‘ h

truth to hlm. . o o
But if a man hold forth, or profess, any error
or false way, with a boisterous and arrogant .
. 8pirlt, to.the disturbance of civil peace, he may.
. “Justly be punished according to the quality and
- . measure of the disturbance caused by him. " ‘

This, ethen, was the distinoction whieh governed the
nature of ortl:odoxy in uaasaohﬁsette. Ae has é en emphasized
throughout the gov‘ernment of Maesaohueetts only asted .«

»

L

'lm ;erly Courts of E‘ssex County, I, p. 6€8.
- Introdnggion to Willlems, Bloudy Tementof - .. .
m_&n»p- . . R
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o *  agailnst dissenters who,. by speech or other aetion, threatened \S
i B . the ecolesiastical or politice.l e‘bability of the‘ colofly. . ° g
i ‘ Sarnxel Maveriok, a known Anglican, Was no% ordered to move to -
L ~ '-Boeton because of his religion, but because he wag suspected
- of being in oollueion with England in a political attack upon

the .colony. 'I‘he Presbyterian Peter Hobart vas finéd for his

overbearing attitude before the magistrates emd his part in

e organizing what was considered a geditious petition, his
' feXlow divines, Parker and Noyes, kept their Preebyterianism
’ " roonfined. to their oongregation and were not ha.rassed but L
rather treated with great respect. 'Ihe anti-Baptist
ordinance of 1644 e.nd the e.ni'.\i-Quaker act of May, 1658 pun- . , ;
) : " iehed only thoee seotarlans who pro i‘esegd their beliefs, suoh ) |
as through epeeohee or meetinge. Those who' kept thelr |
opinione to themeelvee would remain unmolested. .- o e
‘ ST S The mipistere and magistratee of Maeeachueette -
adopted this polioy because ‘of the pragmatio reeponeibilitiee
: Whioh governed the rulere of' a state, and because this was
o . all that they could do. Prosecution (or pereeeution) bred —
~ . more dlssent, and few guardians of the New England Way could,
11xe Endecott, thrive upon combatting schism. Mogt were
typified 'by‘ the dying Winthroo, who, when asked to sign more
anti-heretic legislation, eaid fhat he had done too mich of
that bueiness already. o " 4

——t_n

“ 'mese punishments were but graine of sand in the - \
. desert, for the Protestant-Reformation had done its York too h
well. Conscience did not, a.e Hamlet voe pondered make




, oow,a::d.a'of us’al'l, but!' rather, ‘, demanded ‘rollc;iing one's | . " |
‘ | | convietions in spite of e.uthqrity, 'mis‘was' the.hlegaby which, X
. | qfeatod hetefoglozv}' in Maasachuset‘ts.r - L o '
.( ! . . ¢ ‘,, '
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