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Abstraet

Roger Williams: Seventeenth Century Purltan

X

 Edward J. Cody

- Roger Williams, founder of Rhode Island and rebel against*

Athe Puritan theocracy, has traditionally been viewed by his-

torians as a progenitor of modern democratic institutions and
practlices. He is seen as a twentlieth century thinker., His

writings are recelved as political tracts couched in the

~ rhetorie of theology, and his activlty in Rhode Island is stu-

_\
.\)

died as an experiment in democracy. This thesis presents a
_diffefenﬁ‘interpretatidn of the life and writing's of Roger

S Willlems.

~An’ examination of Williams's 1life and writings reveals
that historians ‘have created a filgure admirable by the canon§

of modern liberalism, but only distantly related to historical

Qi fact¢mmLikeAthe,New;EnglandmPuritans,wRogerWWilliamswfeltmthatww;mwH

religion was the'core of man's exlstence. He shared their
theocentric cosmology, and he agreed with them on a number
of basic theological points. Both Williams and the New Eng-
land Puritans were Calvinists, believing in justification by
faith and the doctrine of the#elect. They agreed that the

Church of England was corrupt and should be reformed. They

deslred affeturn.tolprimitive'Christianity and an elimination

&' I  ’,




of ritual and hierarchy. They felt that a true Church was =~

composed only of the regenerate, and that its organization

'was of a oongregatienal nature.WWWWWWWMMWMWMWMMMWMWwmmmwimwngw

Ve

- an'idealist,‘a"perfectionist, a fanatic, mWherehthedPuritans<--mmwwmw

‘maintained a theoretical oonneotionvwith the Church of England,

| ﬁrom the Massaohusetts' churches, and led to his banishment R
“““from the colony. " He became a seeker of religious truth

demanding toleration for all religions, until God reunited

‘Unlike the New England Puritans, however, Williams was
were willing to compromise, he was not. Hence, while they

he demanded strict separation. While the Puritans wished to
circumseribe God's sovereignty within the humanly underStand-
able and consistent norms of the covenant theory, WilliamS*
demanded that they stand alone and unalded before God.

Such perfectionism foroed him to disassocliate himself

the world at the second coming. bver aware of divine perog- |

atives he felt that any civil interferenoe in spiritual affairs. | _

| would be an affront to God In his desire for toleration,
wanted each individual to be free to folloW'wherever -God might

 but few questioned his sincerity. Only in later and less

‘religlous times did men come to feel that behind the rhetoric

he was defending God's right to direct man's spiritual‘affairs;-

not mants right to choose his own religious beliefs.‘ Williams

lead

Many of his contemporaries believed that he was wrong,




of his theology there lurked the reality of ﬁolf}tlcal and

: ——soclal 1de“a.é.” Only thén did his writings ‘become political =

| - wtract s, ______ andrlhtistbéioi;yﬁoﬁﬁhoderIslandanexperiment1n~-—~4
democracy. B » 1
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e "Tﬁe rfods lt would seem, ﬁéré'pleasgdvﬁo have'thgir;jest .

VModern Historians and Roger Williams

e

Lol - Y D B
- e Wy
. o :

.WLth Rover W1111ams b]lsenﬂlnv him to earth before his time.,"l »Sp
wrote Vernon L. Pafrinﬁton'in 1927, and<so,historians CQntinued?tS
write for many vears. Parrington, ankaVOWed supnorter of tﬁe Pro-
gressive movement, was secking the roots of 1ibefaivsm in early Amer-
ican;hisﬁorygzt Roger Williams, the rebel agalnst the Puritan theocracy,
which Parrinston felt had no »lice in the tradition of Ameriqan» liber~

alisn, emerged as "one of'thé-nbtablendemQCraiic thinkers that the

‘ » B e | I SR
_ Mmglish race has produced,’™ More concerned. ulth.pellties than with—

theology, Parrington dismissed the religious aspects of Williams's
thought, Te asserted that Williams "is perhaps nore adequately described

as a Puritan intellectual who becane a,Ghrisﬁian‘freethinker, more

_concerned. WLth.SQGLal commenwealths tﬁan titn tneolodlcal dogmas,'

o

1 Vernon L, Parrington, Main Currents in American Thought, The Colo-
nial Mind 1620 to 18}0 (New York, 1954), I, 62,

*

2 Parrington admitted, ”The point of view from which L have endea- .
vored to evaluate the materials is liberal rather than conservative,
Jeffersonian rather than Federallstlc- and very likely in my search
I have found what I went forth to- -find...." Ibid., p. vii,

3 IT.)id., p. 66. * ,\:‘

Ibid., p. 64,




‘James Ernst, a student under Parrington at the UnlverSLty of

Uashln ton, reenforced the view that VLlllams was nessentlally a poli-

- his -Williams's thought was social rather than theoloﬂtcal "o By interiyl

vretlng ULllLams s wrltkngs as - polltlcal trwets he'maﬁeged“fﬁ”féﬁk*fm .

. . |
The Political Thourht of Roﬁer WlllL&Do, he asserted that, "the_cast_of

e

coemo L St e

T o A

~

Williams not only as the author of most of the fundamental principles

of American democracy, but as the innovator of many modern nolitical

institutions and practices, In a full Iength'biography, Roger Williams,

New England Firebrand, publisied in 1932, Ernst continued this theme,

Uiehdescription of Williams conveys the tener'gf-thebook:. "Father of
Amerl san democraCJ and apostle of the French Revolution and lnleldual

rights, he also soved seeds that SDrouteu into the En“llSh Revolutlon of

oo, e e e gy i

In 1940 Samuel Brockunier published The Irrepressible Denocrat,

e o)

Roger Williams, The title of this account reveals the a uthor's point of

view., DBrockunier agreed vith Parr-ington and Ernst that Williams had

b - - B I T P IR B R el e

'"been born before his time, that he was "a forerunner of the eighteenth

T . . - c . . . - . - 7 | » . v . k .
century enlightenment in America," In:Brockunler's1nands,:howevep,

5  James Ernst The Polltlcal Thought of Roger Williams (Seattle 1929),
“De 5, |

6 James Ernst, Roger Wllllams, New Endland Firebrand (New'vork, 1932)
- P. 278,

7 Samue 1 Brock unler, The Irrepresolbhe Democrat Roger w1111ams (New

York, 1940), p. 248,




~of Williams's thought and action, Brockunier transformed Williams, the

‘seventeenth century colonist, into a progenitor of Jacksonian democracy.,.

i~ 'Williams became even more modern. By emphasizing equalitarian aspectsg ==

Fenn SR — -

N

g

2

/ . .
Williams, -it would seem, had been firmly established as one of the foun-.

ders of American democracy,

Y U R N B P

4

;;M; S ‘ﬁhile fhis interpretation of Qilliams_was'emerging, however, 
thevstudyﬂof:Puritanism had beenJUnderqoinﬁ a gradual but profound
change, Kenneth ﬁ;erdock; Samuel Eliot1Morison,éndﬁPerryMiilerhéd
interpreted'Puritanism on its own terms. Their'historieé~aftemptedvto
f@constructISeventeenth_century modes. offthought;and patterns of life,

to nresent nictures Of>rea11Puritanst‘not.oﬁ¢Puritansvviewed'through

twentieth century prejudices.? The stereotype of Puritan intolerance

bégan to fade and a deeper anpreciation of Puritan theology and culture |

: - i & p Ayl v i,

This reinterpretation & Puritanism did not immediately alter.
the view that Williams vas. a founder of American democracy. Since he’

was out of the mainstream of Puritan development, he received only

 passing attention from the new breed of Puritan intellectual historians.,

They irnlied their disagreement with the prevailing inter»retation-of

Williams, but it was left for Maura Calamandrei, writing in the reli-

STy |
==

8 Ibid., p. 116, passim,

9 A good discussion of these develonments can be found in : Richard
Schlatter, "The Puritan Strain,” in John ITigham, ed,, The Recon-
struction of American History (New York, 1962), »p. 25-45,
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giously oriented periodical Church listory, in 1952, te document the

‘thesis“”that“rather“£haﬁ'being“a“man”offthewRenaissancewnviwthEMEnlight—

e

enment QoderIWilliams was a Puritan."!'¥ Calamandrei emphasized that

Williams was essentially a "seeker" of rellglous truthﬂ and that hlS

"jll

_political ideds grew out of this seekerism," . . . i

R i

In- 1953, Derrm Miller, wrifing for ihé'"Makéré of the Amer-
ican Tradition Series," declared, "7 have long been persuaded that
accounts written within the last century created a ficure admirable
by the canons of modern secular libefalism, but only diétantly related
to the actual Williams," In a series of short essays interspersed

with selections from Williams's writines, Miller demonstrated the essen-

tially theological nature of Williams's typological annroach to the Bible

13

B SR N,

The emphasis nlaced by Calamandrei and Miller on Williams's:

religious preoccupation led to more direct attacks on the interpretation

of Williams as a forerunner of democratic thought and practice. In 1956,

“Alan Simpson's article, '"llow Democratic Was Roger Williams?," appeared -

<

in the William and Mary fuarterly. Simpson asserted that Williams had

10 hauro Calamandrei, ''Neglected ASPects of Roger Williams Thonﬂht

Church ilLstory, XXL, 1952, 239,

11  Ibid., p. 2U3 £E.

12 Perry Miller, Roger Williams, H_is Contribution to the American
Tradition (New York, 1953), p. xiii.

13. 1Ibid., p. 32, passim. | - .

ot
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never developed a political philosophy, that his policies in Rhode

Island were motivated by expédiency and Christian love, and that he

; S - - L
was not a founder of modern denocracy,

P et e

A mof® specific reinteroretation was made in 1965 by a theo-

logian, LeRoy Moore, Jr. In his articie,,nReligiéus Liberty: Roger

tude toward religions liberty with that of the founding fathers; "My
noint is," he wrote, ''that the legal institutions of the United States

rest. upon Agustinian-Cnlvinistic but rationalistic presunppositions, not

3}

ubon theocentric but"anthroPocentriC‘grounds. The eclipse of Roger
Williams underlies this," lMoore maintained that Williams soficht

religious freedom because he fgared that the stag§~would interfere’

-~

with religion, The founding fathers, on the other hand, wished to-pro-

-.—.tect the state fro the.church, and, hence, they made no use of the-ideas —

)

of Roger Willians., ’ .
This: brief historiographical survey should reveal the neces-

sity of a new and comﬁrehensive'examinationfof'the;life and thought of
' ¢ e TR PP £ - g

1 B

Roger Williams, It is hoped that the following pages will provide this,

not only by Bringing together the various threads of 'revisionist thought,

but by offering further insight into the character of Williams's

R

14 Alan Simpsoti, ''How DemoératicvWés Roger Williams?" William and
Mary Duarterly, XIII, 1956, 53 ff,

'15 . LeRoy Moore, Jr., 'Religious Liberty: Roger Williams and the
Revolutionary Era;' Church History, XXXIV, 1965, 72,
/ o |

Hoore compared "illiams's atti-

.
hll‘;“




3.
A

writings and actions, The topic will be apnroached from an intellec- .
tual point of view emphasizing Williams's thought as expressed in his

'%; writings, In order to.set the stage for the main character, this
. stud§ will begin with an analysis of the intellectual climate in

early Puritan New England, -
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;Afbella with the other future leaders of the Massachusetts Bay Colony,

was the promised land, where they would bﬁild a'"City upon a Hillﬂ

‘exhaustion of struggle and the bitterness of failure. Aggressive men,

- PR AR g
&t 1 » wivy

.up

CHAPTER T

The Puritan Faith
" On Thursday the tenth of June » 1630, John Winthrop exulted - -
in the "fine fresh smell,ermxshdré."l After almost three months at
sed, durinv which he and his fellow passengers had endured cramved
quarters, poor food, wmonotony, and tempestuous weather, the sight and

smell of land invigorated his spirits. Standing on the deck of the

he gazed at the virgin beauty of the New England coast, Here,aat last;,

" dedicated to the proper worship of Gol,”

Waiting impatiently for the tiny ship to drop anchor, this

small group of Fnglishmen may well have reflected on the course of events

which had brought them to the New World, Their memories ached with the

*?ﬁastly-ffom nmiddle class backgrounds, they had attempted to alter one

of the central institutions of seventeenth:cen tury English society, the

Church of England. Such an established institution, however, could not

-

1  John Winthrop, Winthrop's Journal in James llosmer, ed., Original
Marratives of Early American llistory (New York, 1903), I, hs.

2 Wiﬁthrop, A Modell of Christian Charity in Edmund S, Morgan, ed;,
The Founding of Massachusetts (lew York, 1964), p. 203,
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" pots, t

be radically changed in a short time. Because even in a religiously

k]

oriented age many men care more for the security of traditional prac-

o

were intimately united in the seventeenth century, the Puritans met

¢ )
with determined osposition. Viewed as traitors, fanatics, and crack-

Sometiﬁesuimpnisone&, Cfteﬁ finedy:and;always-restricte@ Ln
their activity, they decided to seek Dhysi¢é1 and spiritual freedom in
America. On August 26, 1629, their leaders mét at Cambridge, where

they signed an agrecment binding themselves to emigrate to the New

World and to encourage others to do likewise, They acted for "God's

glory and the churches good, o They were determined that their reli-

gilous idealism would not be eradicated by force, that they would find

.a place where it could be transformed into: practical reality. Now

after almost a year Df*WOrking.and p1anning, after vast expense, and

physical'harﬁshipg the first eleven shiploads of settlers and ptqyisigns

Y

had arriwved,

at least the future »romised a measure of happiness. Convinced of the

w

truth of their theological position, they expected God to look favora-

:bly upon them, : This was a source of assurance and joy, but their'joy

was mixed with sorrow, for they were®equally convinced that the impiety
y g . LV-% i y

3 _Tﬁe_égreement at Cambridae, in Morgan, éﬁ‘t.FOHndin&, Pe. 1834




of. others would bring the wrath of God upon the world., They had

onlv a model Christian community, but also a haven

from the impending destruction. John Winthrop sphoke of Massachusetts
: P 3

come to build nét

as God's refuge for many whom l_e means to save out of the general

' 4 ' | . | » - |
calanity." At least they were the chosen neopnle, They would pros-

S el T afl _n o EL L e e 4l L b e e e st g o e - SR 4 SR e . < : . .. E —~

per and be saved if they follewed God's comiands and constructed their

Q’,

"City upon a i1, "

If the initial excitement of arriving at.their destination

had caused any of the Puritans to forget the difficulties which awaited

them, their £irst contact with land placed them face to face with stark

reality., They discovered that the small preliminary settlement, which -

&

had been established the vear before at 3alem, was '"in a sad and unex-
. 2

nected condition, above 80 of them being dead the winter before, and

"t

o L e T B T
- many-of those—alive-weak and -sicki,. """ ~Food supplies on -hand-werey -

~

not sufficient to last two weeks. As the -rest.of the eleven-ship fleet

arrived, it was discovered that a number of prospective set:lers had

i

died on the way and thnt substantial quantities of provisions had been

“Tost. The lack of shelter, Ffresh vegetables, fruit; and other neces-
sities caused wmany of those who had survived the arduous journey to
succuab soon after their arrival. Of those who lived through those

- T e SRS 6
first few wecks, none knew "whose turm would be next,”

5

L' Winthrop, Reasons to be Considered and Objections with Answers,
in Morgan, ed.,, Founding, p. 175,

5 _ Thomas Dudley to Lady Bridget, Countess of Lincoln, March 12, 1631,
in Morgan, ed., Founding, p. 160, -

6 William Ilubbard, A General llistory of New England, in Collections of
~ the Massacliusetts lista ical Society (Boston, 1363), Second Series,

V-VI, 132.

) | = =
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"“Oﬁi?mif”fﬁéy“ﬁéiﬁéd’fﬁémselves, His wajo were at tlmes Lnscrutaole < s

Basically, their mission inxtheiNériWOrldfwas‘to‘establish a community

bdp31red'tgj;aturn»tomth»m~F£Pstmnﬁe3"Uf‘FhrlotLanlty” ----- lm ”bére ‘the

Diseouraznd but:nét,disheartened, the Puritans persevered,

Practically speaking they had to work or die, but it was more than

Der sonal survival that mot1Vated them. Thei enterprise was dedi-

cated to God, the God of the 014 Testament, stern, but just and ever

sovereign, He was a God who expectedusuccess, but who would 1e1p

If he allowed sickness and death, there was a reason, They could
not quesf?i‘m? ‘they could not ~waver; they must follow his voice and

accowpl1sn their assxgned tgsw. John Winthrop had warned 1N a sermon

on the Arbella, "But if our hearts shall tfirn away so that we will

£

not obey,..,.we shall surely perish out of the good land whether we
pass over this. vast sea'to.posse&s;Lt,~

The Puritan SGtﬁlers?kneW“exactlyﬂwhat God wanted, They

tain specific things which were necessary to insure God's approval,

o ' ~)

E <

in.whiCh the church conformed to the original dictates of Christ, They

generate, Organized on a congiregational or local basis, it égulizgtand

as a modél'df purity for the¢ rest of thé?world;

"Golden Ages," Their Church must be purified of all idQﬂatrousAceref

monies and practices, purged of a hierarchy, and open only to the re-

h

7 ~ Winthrop, Modell of Chrlstlan Char1<y in - Morgan, ed., Founalqg, p. 204,

8  Cotton Mather, MagnaTla Chrlstl Amerlcana (London, 1702),

General Intro- uction," par, 3. T
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S0 the Puritans worked on, building homes, clearing farms,

nlanting crops, Their settlerment spread along the banks of the Charles

10 Hubbard, Hlstory of New Eneland P. 181, - Yo -

River, and as months passed more colonists ar-ived to join in the reli-

. . 8 L W e | - R
gious exverinent, Churches were soon esLanllshed at Charles-Town,

oy . . sevel
3oston, and Roxbury., Within two years there wereadistinct churches. in

)

- the settlement, In later vears, Cotton Hathef described them as "Golden

‘Candelsticks, illustrated with a very sensible Prescnce of our Lord

Jesus Christ among_them."g

Now, iather was somavhat biased. 'There were others who would
surely have maintained that the "eandelsticks" were badly tarnished. . The
New England PUritans.fér all tﬁeir~r€ii8i0ﬂs zeal were by HO;meanS.perfec-

tionists, IMore dedicated than many neople but less scrupulous than some,

they had reached a compromise position, Their place in the religious

| ;seructure of tHe tlme was summej up well by William. dubnard the*off1c1a1

”thtorlan of the celony

It must not be denied that they were offspring of the

old Honconformists, who yet always walked in a distinct
path from the rigid Separatists, nor did they ever disown
the Church of Ensland to-be a true 8hULCh, as retaining
the egsentlals of fa;?hjiegwordeg.' |

e o i ot tei b g
e oo RIS A e

e

The Puritans had been diszatisfied with the Church of England,
because they felt that it had failed to fully';ncerporate the principles

qffthe;ProtestantéRefofmatLon. It was.still ruled by a hierarchy and

organized on a preésbyterian basis, .Its ministers continued to wear tradi-

9  Ibid., Bk, I., Ch. V., p. 23,

&




12,

tional vestments and its liturgy remailned Roman Catholic in tone, The

(=

church buildings were still ornate and filled with what the Puritans
believed were"idolatrous~images. Each congregation continﬁed tQﬂadﬁit;__“,
unregenerate persons, Yet the New England Puritans had not separated -

from their mother church. They realized that perfection could not be f

attained in this world, and whiié“tﬁgy found the Church of Enrland

intolerably corrupt, they could not brinq4themse1ves_tg_disqwn it,
P - Their separation from it was physical rather than spiritual. Thev
N made this position_clear-in their farewell to England, éntitled the

Humble Request:

...for we are not those that drcam of perfection in this
/ world; vet we desire you would be pleased to take notice
- of the princinles, and body of our company, as those who
"esteen 1t our honor, to call the_ Church of England,_from‘/),
whence we rise, our dear mother, |

»Acceéting'the-fact_that evil existed and always woiild exist

o

-+ if the world, the New Bngland Puritans realized that man's purpose was = . . R

~

ot to eradicote corruption, but to serve God as best he could amid
such evil, 'Tﬁey'kneW”that they had not and would not attain perfection,

that their churches eould be improved, Even Cotton Hather admitted that

- _ - k)

B . | A . S » .mul.? .
- these golden candelsticks could be "more. nerfect before God,”" = In

short, the Puritans.realizedfthat their heavenly city was to be built
* - 5

in ‘the world and that the world would demand a price,

[y

‘11  The Humble Request (New York, 1911), p. 3.

12 Mather,'Hagﬁalia, "Introduction," par, 3.

o

........
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4
What these settlers did hope to achieve completely was a
. : was. )

practical working out of the "covenant' ‘between God anil man., Puri-

“tanism was originally a Calvinistic movement adhering strictly to the

~doctrine of predistinatinn., llowever, the rigor of this nosition con- _
tained within itself the seeds of destruction for any religious nove- - -7

s . @ ' . E . . ‘ ’ e,
ment, If nman's free actions did not influence thewposSibilify*OE his -
algalvatidn, why should man act:one.way\of'anOther? The . Joctrlne of the-°

covenant was an attenpt to DrOVlue man with 4 mea ingful code of morallty,

b e e L 13

_whlle at the same time maintaining the absolute sovereignty of God;

According to the covenant theory, God gave his saving rrace to .
whomever he wished, This was ‘the Covenant. of Grace which, like all agree-
ments, ‘was two-sided, God, in his sovereignucapacity;Qgéheagrace{ man,
inpturn, had to respond bv attenvtlng to fulflll God's w111 The very
wlll of God, as inexorable and incomprehensible as it was, now became
| eVLdentthroughthelnculcatlonofgraceThecovenant theory, therefore,
was a theologiealvattempt.to~make the absolutely sovereign and unfathomable
God a more personal God, who could'be_understood‘by nan and who would deal '
. | . s | ” “
%~with‘him on a’humanly comprehensible Dlane.
< In the practical realm of evervday 11fe, tth nealt that God
"would reward good actlons and punish ev11 oneg.= God,; of coursg,‘was still
| sovereign, . deternining who was to receive grace and consequently who was

W
: l

[

13 The best and rnost eomnlete analysis of the covenant théory can be
found in: Perry Miller, The ilew England Hind, The Seventeenth
Gentury (NMew York, 1939), 305-505, A shorter version of this
| analysis is in : - Miller, "The Marrow of Puritan Divinity,"
M | : Publications of the Colonlal Society of Massachusetts XKXII

(1937), », 247-300,
&
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to be saved. A man who was fortunate enough to have been given grace

became obliged b& the terms of the compact to attggpt to actualize'that §

jgrabe, to try to Perforﬁ'good actions and to avoid evil, Such a man %

: would be saved ﬁbr tryinT, not for succeeding, Ille would not be forced ]
into salvation, A mén who was not ordained by Gdd as one%of the elect

‘never obtainad the race necessary to cnable him to try,and hence he was |

e

darmed for not trying nor for failing, 1In this way the sovereignty of - |
God was preéserved while at -the same time man became efficaciously involved g

in the salvation process, Thomas Tooker exnlained this relationship in

‘/

A True Sight of Sin:

\,
i

fle that snils the Physick that should cure him, the meat
that should nourish him, t-ere is no remedy but he must
needs dye, so that the Caommission of sin makes only a.
separation from God, but obstinate resistance and con-
~tinuance in it, maintains an infinit and everlasting
distance between God and the soul: So that so long as

. the sinful resistance of thy soul continues; Sod cannot |
- vouchsafe the Comforting’ and guiding presence of his
grace; because its cross to the Covenant of .Grace he
hath nade, which h% will not deny, and hiﬂOath which
1 . L .
he will not -alter,
Thus the Puritan conceptién of the Covenant of;Grace=contained_
. two irrec Qngilable m__n()tions:_”_the, _______ abSQlut@S@Ve{iei—ani}y6§~G{}daﬂé—t he*p0'3="""-““’
| | | &
sibility of efficacious humap activity in gaining salvation, God was
still the one who, in the words of Michael Wiggelsworth, | )
. . osMmay chuse, or else refusi,5
all men to save or spill...
Yet, if men pefformed good actions and avoided sin they could expect
14 Thomas Hooker, Application of Redemption (London, 1652), n. 59.
15 Michael Wiggelsworth, The Day of Doom, ed., Kenneth B, Murdock
(Mew York, 1929), ». 21, R,
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Christ to say:
* These things do clear, and make apbear_
. their faith to be unfaigned, -
And that a nart in m¥6desert and purchase
they have gained.

Like any good Puritan, Michael Wigolesworth saw no contradiction in

Puritan compact allowed both‘tpfexist,side by side, -

-

It solved Man's perennial problem of reconciling a moral code of "do's.

»aﬁdjdcn’t*§“-with'a God who determined for himself who was to be saved
-and ﬁh0fwaS to be damned: In effect theschQnaﬁf thgofy~wés a compronise,
It allowed for thé imperfections of man and the world, and it preserved
rationalconéepts whi1e~expléining a-super-rétionaT‘being. It certainly
could”ndf be éefended“as;a purist apﬁtdach.tb'theology. It was, however,

a necessary attempt at orderins a religion which hdd to exist in an impure

~ The covenant theory did not end with the Covenant of Grace.

There were also the Church Covenant and the Civil Govenant, By these

'tWo;covenants)theaCovenaﬁt.offGrace was transformed from a personal

agreement with God to a social agreement among men and between God and

the community as well. The Church Covenant . was fhe visible union of the

saints or of those who had received grace. Theoretically the Covenant

of Grace and the Church Covenarnt were distinct. In practice they were

considered insenarable. Witness -the ooening sentence of the Covenant of

" the Church of Salem: | o

e = e, Pt e 4 arn. —
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We covenant with our Lord, and one with another; and

4 A - we do bind ourselves in the presence of God, to-walk
together in all his ways, according as he is pleased to
reveal himself unto us in his blessed word of truth; and
do explicitly, in the name and fear of God, nrofess and
protest to walk as fbllow?yh, through the power and grace
of our Lord Jesus Christ. |

The practices of confession -and profession insured that only

[P

R L o [P

“hw’Wmmwﬁ“%wJ#%%;mmfﬁé”fégéﬁéféfé"bfmééiﬁf§wﬁ6ﬁ15M5é2iﬁmiffé&wE&'éhﬁféﬁwmembgréﬁib;”“Méﬁmmf"hw~““““‘
w | orAwomen whovwishéd to;join the Church‘first had. to éon§ince the elders

‘that, "they are:true believers, that they have beén woundgd~in'their

hearts for their originali sinne, and actual transgressions..." After

this confession of tﬁeir past offenses and a statément of their changed

attifude, they had to i»'-',p'.1;:1:-.,c:l'1,upon some promise of free grace in the

Scripture, for the ground of their féith.ﬁ,"ls Then they had to demon-

strate that they had a compléte-knowledgg of éhristian»doctrine. Finally,
’befére fhe_entirecdngregation. ThiS-difficult.pfocess attemnted to
insure that only tﬁdse'who“had been chosen by God to partake in the Covenant:

of Grace were alleweditoypartake of the Church Covenant,

In the case of the Civil Covenant it was impossible-to-exelude |

the unregenerate fromjmembership;' It was, however, poséible»to.insure'
that the interestsjof the Church Covenant predominaféd; In”theory, the
Civil and Church.Covenants‘were separate, but in_pracfice thEY~we?e united,
17 Qhotea in Mather, Rbgnalia, Bk, I., Ch, V, p.°23.
) ) 18 'fhomaé Lechford, Plain Dealing or News from New England (London, 1642),
De 5. See also: pn, 4-9, | | |
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The civil power would be used to enforce the morality dictated by the
church, The Cambridge Platform of 1648 made this practice o§ficia1:

T - The end of the Hagistrate's office, is not only the -
quiet and peaceawle life of the subject, in matters of
righteousness -and honesty, RBt also in matters of godli-
ness, yea of all godllness. |
To thls convenlently orﬁanlzedhnd suffLCLently compromlqea ~wm,¢i

brand of theolody and socilal organlzatlon, the Puritans added the autho—

rlty of the Blble. It was eacy tvaiﬁé Blbllcal texts which sanctloned
their views of morallty and church organization, and in the*histo:y of

- the Jews and their Covenant with God,'thg Puritans discovered a striking

parallel, Hence, they tended to émphasize the - 01d Teétameht, at times

almost to the exclusion of the New, This lent a somewhat harsh and rugged

quality to their particular brand of Christianity, Yet, a;thbﬁgh they

20 Y |
hoped that the "God of Israell 1s among us," they. did remain essen- >

A2

;lally Chrlsttan "L thelr theolovy.
With their theOIQgical doctrine decided along the: lines of the
Covenant, the lNew England Puritans had but one concern - to put it into

practice, They had no time to werry about the opinions of others; they

‘were much too concerned with transforming their own conception into a
working community, a reincarnation of the;00venanp between God and his

people, Israel, Whenithey'came to the New World, they left behind them. -

the Puritan tendency to speculate and dispute in theological matters,

19  Quoted in Mather, Magnalia, Bk. V., Ch, I,, P, 38,

20 Winthron, Modell of Christian Charity,.in Morgan, ed., Foundigg,_p.'ZQS.

«,
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""" They all agreed on the basic doctrines and they wanted only conformists
e . among them, Anyone who came to join in their noble experiment must do

so out of religious idealismy, Thomas Dudlev warned:

«eelf any came hither to plant for worldly ends that

-can live ell at home, he committs an error...If any

godly men, out of religious ends, will come over to

help us in the goo’mork i cre ~bor%, T think they

cannot disnose szfhomsvlves nor .of tnexr estaues more

to Gol S gloryv...

Orthodoxy was expected as a matter of course, And why not?
After all, theirs was the true faith. They were as positive of this as
men could possiblw be, Franeis Iiliggenson emphatically stated, "...we
have here the true religion and holy ordinances of Almlahty Goa ta ught
anongst us,,." Knowing the truth was of great value in insuring success,
lliggenson confidently concluded ",..if God be with us who can bhe against
| 22 | f .

] use'. L L

Since they had arrived at what they considered the best solution
for tllS world the Puritans saw no reason to distract themnselves from
* the more practical task of building the "City upon a Hill," Everyone ha_d

-‘.(l

tp'goanP@wggW;Qggg;co@promésehyglwdlouv,>ositi9ngwmﬂathgn;elWard could.
well claim to be the "Herauld of New England," when he declared in The

Slmple Cobler of A7gawam that dissenters would have liberty to stav avay

.

from the Puritan colony,.23 "EXbéfiehce will teach Churches and Christians,"

— ~p

21 Thomas—ﬁﬁdley'to Ladv Bridget, Countecs of Lincoln, March 22, 1631,
in Horgan, ede,, Founding, o, 165,

22 Prancis iligrenson, Tew Lnffland s Plantation in Collections of the hbs~

(‘3'1

i sachusetts NlotorLcal DOCLety (Boston, 18Q9), Second ‘Series, I, P, 124,

23. Nathaniel Ward, The Slmp1e Coboler of Egiawan> ed.,, Lawrence G, Worth

- (Rew York, 1912) 3,
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he maintained, "that it is for better to live in a state united, though

~somewhat corrunt, than in a state where of some part is incorrupt and all
Ry , i \-M >

the rééf‘divided;" The New England Pgritané WOUié“h5t to1erate’Qiséqnt“"
§  | . even if it éttempted to purify their theological poéition; Thevy were
convincéd that anything beyond their com@romise was impractical‘ideal§sm.
““ S —w* i i i “%@very‘faet%hatmtheP—url—tsn s we re "'1e n, denraved and fallen
TTHowcogldit be otherwise then, as Thomas'ﬂogker_declared, "we ;re all
sinners, it is my infirmity....no man lives without faults and follies;

" . ! . . . - . : 25 .v v N
the best have their failings, In many things we offend all," Since the

‘}; : : i L . ' - - ’ T ’ ’ . - ‘ - - - . - M e e

§ | | by nature, determined that their state and church would be somewhat corrupt.

P state;and’fhé.church were composeaiqf.men, tﬁey-wouldsof‘neCessity~3hare
in the faults of men. Tc*exéect té.aghieve_perﬁecﬁion'wéulé he;fblly.
The Puritans wqgld.cnly be as pure as the'world allowed, Tﬁeitsnwas not

. a heavenly quest, lt was an attempt to find a tenable compromise between -~
LT é{;{;?'0.1.‘1d.lin—e's‘:se-an‘d perfectionisn, ' \
As far as they planned to go, however, the éuritans strove for
CQmplete=§uc§ess. Since God;ratified their“ag;eement by_grantiﬁg'them
.. . - S . )
L iﬁi;ial brogperity in the establishment of their community,-thgy_knegA B

that he "would eipect a strict performancé of the articles contained in

o 26 o | : :
it llence, they were required to work together in an attempt to estab-

lish a community dedicated to the continual and proper worship of God,

N " 25. Hooker, Application of Redemption, ». 53.

e P

26  Winthrop, Modell, in Morgan, ed., Founding, p. 203, ~




establishment of purified congregational churches,
‘ployed the civil government to enforce conformity in religious affairs.
they. united the civil and'spiritual ipstitutions&to_maintain orthodoxy

.. John Cotton, one of the most articulate supcorters of the Wew England =~

way sinned against his conscience.,

This meant that all the energy of thercommunity would be geared to the

e~

In ord9p»to construct such a united state, the Puritans em—

/ ' v

‘ . . ' & - .
With the practical unity of the Civil Covenant and the Church Covenant,

T SO U P TN O

bt TR T e s w RSP S S SO Y )

,and_expeditelthe’%onstructiOﬁ of the "Citv unon ahHill." According to

position, anyone who disagreed with accepted religious practices in any
27 .  NMaes T e
Since the New Ensland Puritans

felt that they nossessed réligious truth, Cotton knew that 5uch.sinners;

""may justly be censured bv the church with excommunication, and bv the - ,

¢ivil sword also, in case they shall corrupt others to the perdition of

28

no deviation
< 1' ) E

from accepted standards, | | | (l |

with the religious establishment to insure that there was

N . ”
natural during =

.

This unity of church and state was accepted as

the—seventesnth century, In England or in the Wew World,

allowing numerous forms of worship,
27

-xyi
Mm’fag\\.lbido

any attemt to
separate the two could not be accepted. Religion was such a central force ;

e n , ‘ . . i |
in society that most pedﬁle foresaw anarchy as the inevitable result of

This is not to .say that there were
¥ . , o o : TQM 3

L. X . ) 3

}

John Cotton, Answer to Mr, Williams, in Publicatiors of the Narra-
gansett Club (Providence, 1356-187L), I1T,, 41 43, 'These Publica-
tions contain the collected works of Roger illiams and relevant
~controversial material by John Cotton, They will hereafter by
referred to as P.N.C. | )
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none who fought such a position, Individuals had always debated the
wisdom of this idea, but the vast majority of people firmly believed
in the unity of church and state, The*IeW'Endland Purlt ans with their

doctrine of the covenant believed even more firmlv,

In llassachusetts the civil leaders were as convinced as the

'§pififuainiéd&efs;iTéké;'fdf'é%éﬁﬁlé;iijward'Johnson, the'leading‘manf

A3

fHezadyised'hisingighbors to choose their magis-

1{1ey,should,be:mén““sQund both in profession and con-

fession, men fearing God and hating bribes..." Their authority should
include jurisdictidﬁ:over>ecc1esiastical as well as civil affairs, As
orthodox Puritans they*could."logk to the rules of .the first (table)

also,.." In other words they would -enforeceé the first three commandments,

Finally, the magistrate shouldibeJaAmmi§§hbfwou1d “put:on Joshua's reso-

~

.29

What the Puritans had done was to frecze the evolution of

}

religious speculation at one point. As non-conformists in England, they

had ailowed:themsQIVes the luxury of theologicalAinvéstigation. Once they

-camemt@wthe~$kﬁ¢ﬁ%yf}4;whoweﬁézﬁwiﬁﬂyvﬁﬁﬁiénﬁéH“fﬁéf'fhiS"Eéaée; laving

established a compromise theolngical position of the basis of the covenant,

0

and reinforced it with their particular interpretation of tho 3ible, they

were determined to tranapose their ideas iﬂto‘an-actual.wprking community,

29 Edward'Johnson Wonder Working Provvdence, in Franklin Jameson ed.,
Original ‘arratlven of Early Eherlcan.ﬂlstorv (New York, 1510),

30-321,
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s

They never understood or accented the nossibility that anvone could

~disagre~ with them, - God had ratified the covenant; they could not

alter it, As far as the?‘were.cancérned,'they had arrived at the best
solution for this world, and they would enforce it with the power of
:fhis%wofid,.th civilﬁéqisirafe.mfﬁéfAfeéiiéed‘t%at fheir community
was not totallv pure in any sgﬁse, hur’they-felt_they'haﬂ the true

faith for men.
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Too Zaintlv for: the Sain tg |

By February 1631, the llassachusetts 3ay Colony had become a
~squalid but stable outpost in Hew England, Qnly the poorest settlers

. still lived in tents or dugout homes: the rest enjoved the comparative
! D, ’ I X .

luxury of small frame houses with thatched roofs, Food had not yet
become abundant, but there was enough to live on, Scurvy and the biting
cold of the New Encland winter still exacted their toll, but the specter

& ’ Vel

of death was no longer supreme and ever present, The Puritans had sur-

A, —

convinced that it already constituted a sterling example of a spiritual
community, they knew that thev were well on their way*tb’realizing a

true "City upon a'Hillo"

. vived, Their settlement had become a physical reality. Since.they-were |8

S S - On-the- eleventh of - thﬂ-month““thﬁ‘shin Lyon quered through
the ice drifts of Jantasket Bay .and anchorod at Boston. The colony ex-

ploded in a jovous welcome, This was the first contact;with Engiand in

3 almost a &ear. There woﬁld‘be'ietters from relatives and friends, news
-of”e%ipts‘in the outside world,‘DrQV£§ions to tide them‘thrOugh the winter
and_té'curé the scurvy, perhaps even a relative crffriend‘whphad‘come to
.join'the new comﬁﬁnity. A day of thanksgiving'wasADroclaimed‘in honor of
7 the ship:s safe'afrival.\.Feasting,.drinkiqg,éndgeneralrevelpy‘proﬁiééd'fmmhu




a brief resnite from the hardships of wilderness life;l

_W_WMgw”mww-mAmongwthos@wwheweaméétOWHassachusetts“on the Lyon was a

.. 2 ey .
young ‘and "godly minister," Roger Williams,., Driven from England

by the persecutions of Bishon Laud, he found that his conscience '"was

Dbersuaded against the national church. and cereponies and bishops ....™. | |

'Uniiké méhywdf.fﬁééé_thmh;a éféééédéé.biﬁ,_he had not cone willingly.“ K
Leaving Enqlég;“;gg\"bitter as <death" to hin, but his religious zeal v
overnpowered any concern for worldly haoniness,” At least 1n Massachu-
setts‘héWQOUIdeérship properly,/unsoilediby tﬁe corruption of the Angli-
canfChurch. Now that he had been fprgedftO'emigrate, he determined not
tO.eompromise In any way, to follow his conscience to the Ietter'and
thereby achieve perfection;
Born ‘in London in11603,'the’sonref a middle class shopkeeper,
e Roger Williams had been reared on the orthodox tenents of the Anglican
Church, A bright, ambitious youth, he iearned shdrtjhand‘whi1e still in
his early teens, and wOrke& as a stenographer for Sir Edward Coke, Chief
, - Justice of the King's Bench, 1le so irpressed his emnloyer that-que Dro-

~~vid¢&ffﬁrwﬁi§“§ﬁﬁﬁétion at the CharterﬁGuéeméchaal,“aﬁd at Pembroke Hail

Cambridge. At the time of his graduation from Pembroke in‘1627,,he had
no qualms about subscribing to the thirty-nine articles of the Anglican

?Churah,-gs'he evidenced by signing the university "Subseription Book,"

1 "WintHhrop, Journal, I, 59,
2 Ibid., p. 57,

3 -Roger Williams to Mrs, Sadlier, 1652, in P.N.C., VI, 239,

I Efnst, Roger Williams, p. 32, For the early life of Williams see:
-DP. 1-6&; Brockunier,.Irrepressible Democrat, p?.‘l-SQ.} |

‘-’(’(

-

= |

Ibid.,
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While studying for the ministry durlng the next two years,

“however, U1111ams became disenchanted- thh the Anqllcan Church He

, i)
becamo a Puritan and a Separatist, The reasors for this change in his

religious attitude are unknown except for the fact that Cambridge was

a center of Puritan dissent. Nhether he underwent a3 conversion experience
Oor arrived at his new outlook by less enotional means cannot be determined,

but the completeness and finality of.his rejection of the Church of England

soon became obvious,

Early in 1629 he bécame chaplin in the household of Sir,Wil-i

1iameasham, a leading Puritsn and a c¢lose friend of John Winthrop, Through

Mashan he became acquainted with many- of the most nrominent Puritans, and
took a part in planning their'emigration to Massachusetts, Though he didg

not join the initial group of ellgrants, he continued to espouse thelr

“ron=conformist doctrines in England. Hls zeal in’ thlS endeavor brought

e

- him to the attention of Bishop Laud, the chanmpion eflconformity'in'the

Y.

Anglican Church, And so, he now found himself'in,the?ide-éhoked,harbor

of Nantaéket Bay about to join his fellow outcasts in ‘the wilderness,

f_Wheh he “ebarked from the Lyon, Williams was met by Governor

‘Vlntiroo, an old and loyal friend, Having attended the meeting at Cam-

bridge where the Puritans Dledged themselveg to come to the New World,

Williams was well known to many of the most influential settlers. They

MVLewed hlm as a man ’Of‘good account ..,for a godly and zealous preacher."sl

5  Hubbard, History, p., 202.




become aqshining light of New England orthodoxy.

As chance would have it, the Reverand_John Wilson, teacher
of the Boston church, was reﬁurning toiEﬁgléhd in order to bring his-
wife to Massachusetts. The congregation Semonstrated their Faith in-
Williamsvby offering him this vacant position, It was a distinct honor
.forwsﬁchwawygung,man.tobe&so.éalléd...The‘roadto*henor,\arestige,~and-
power opened before him. If he would supwort the Iew England position,
Roger Williams would immediately become ones of the leading figupes in
'the Massachusetts Bgy Colony., 1le ﬁould enjoy both material and spiritual
prééminence, *

?Material.prgeminean, however, meant nothing to Hilliams.
Even in dn age when religibus:iﬁéalismaﬁlayedLa key ﬁéle:in determining

a man's actions, Williams was viewed by friends as 'passionate and perci-

6

_I

i
Ky

‘tory.,  In comparison to spiritual values, they were "but as dung and dross."’

N

Spiritual preeminence, therefore, did constitute a goal worth seeking, but

only in terms of pefsonal sanctity, The position of teacher at the Boston
, . ; J |

Church meant nothing by itself, If it could ‘serve as-a means of increasing

‘HiSPErSOngl holiness, Williams wmould accept it. If not, he would refuse.
An examination of the theological position of the lassachusetts
Puritzans convinced Williams that it would be defrimental to his soul to

accent the office of teacher. Along with his Massachusetts counterparts,

v

£

6 muoted in Ernst, Roger Nil%iéms, P. 060..

7 Williams to Major Mason, August 1651, im P.¥.C., VI

, 214,

_pitate and divinely nad,"  For hin, the things of this world were transim o




Willianms asserted that the true church consisted of, "holy nersons

called out from the world ..., and that also neither national, pro-
i e y | R 8 .
vincial, nor diocesan churchesare of Christ's institution." Ther

colonists were satisfied with practicing this in the New Vorld, Wil=-

' | % :
liams, however, demanded both theoretical and practical nerfectionisn,

~¢Iffa~trﬂe:chﬁrch*werewto'be"estaﬁltéhéd;ft'wénld”nbt“éﬁly”HQGé”EO“ff

1

purgeitseif"of ever§ ﬁnreqenératermember, but also sﬁéératévfrbm
churghes_whqse}Qrganizationrwas.more than "a company QfAliving ,étone‘S;."'9
Sinee the Bostéﬁ;Church hgd not senarated froﬁ the Church of &ngland,
Williams refused to associate himself with it, "I durst not," he
declared, "officiate to an unseparated neopnle aé unpon examination and

10

conference I éeund them to be,"

2 In refusiﬁg’the Boston offer, Willians was attemdbting to keep

[ S S,

himself unsoiled by the 'rubbish of anti-christian confusion and desola= .~ . -

‘ticns,"ll: in which tﬁe”NeW'England Puritans were steeped by their theo-

retical association with the Church of England, Ile was following his

separatist beliefs to the limit, not denying the validity of -the Hets

s

= — B - e . e e - - = IR

- England pgs;tipn, It was not the form of worship that bothered him, but
the fact‘that a connection with the unregenerate outside of the community ‘

was contaminating all;' In short, Williams was demanding a perfect imple-

b ¥

. AY .
8 Roger Williams, The Bloudy Tenent of Persecution, For Cause of Conscience,
- Discussed in a Conference Between Truth and Peace, in r.M.C., III, 66,

9  Ibid., pp. 66-67.

\‘\/

10 williams,to John Cotton Jr., March.25, 1671, in P,N.C., VI,, 356.

11  williams, Bloudy Tenent, in P.N.C., III,, 67,
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mentation of theological doctrine., Unlike his fellow settlers he was

unwilling to compromise on the slightest detail of religion, From the :

start, he was too saintly for the aaints, ;
Willianms's refusal of the Boston offer undoubtedly shocked |

the Puritan colonists. After ali, in England he had been an ardent

advocate of their cause, Why should he refuse such an honor? Yet,

if they had reflected CaEGfUIlY, they would have4remembered that he
had alvays been a little too zealous. As early as 1629 he 'had presen-
ted John Cotton and Thomas liooker with arguments from scriptire "why

, - i : : . w12 oy
he durst not join with them in their use of Comrmon Prayer." = Williams,

the idealist, would not tolerate the slightest deviation from Puritan

standaggs. Having been forced to leave Ensland because of his theoloqi§a1

beliefs, he would demand their verfect fulfillment %n the Tiew VWortd,
This‘attit“dé,alieﬁasit”WHS‘tbfthepfﬁétiéél”Sﬁirif”of"thé;New Ehgiéﬁd M”“””'
experimént; would lead to fﬂfther-prgblems for the Massachusetts comw-

In the cxeitement generatei bv Willians's refusal of the

that the magistrate could not enforce the laws of the first table, or
in modern terms, the first three commandments, Williams did not press
the point, for as yet his own thought remained incomplete and uncertain.

Sich_a position, however, was characteristic of an uncomnromising belief . . K

.

12 Roger Williams, The Bloody Tenent Yet More Bloody: By Mr, Cotton's
Endeavor to Wash It White in the Blood of the Lambe, in P.M¥.C., IV, 65.

&
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in the sovereignty of Godl3- 2 notion alien to the compromise spirit t
of the compact, Williams was conviﬁced that all men should, "embrace
] ‘all the commands of God with delicht,'" The magistrate was, therefore,
§ superfluous, Since all men should follow these commands while "rememn-
g bering their own unvorthiness, vileness, and basenesgiin‘God'S pl‘esenc_e»"1[‘L
% ‘:tﬁé'magisffate became.dangerbus;;As illiams saﬁ-if,_the magistrate wal
g like any other»man and, fherefore, incapaﬁle of deciding religious "
; isSuéS;' Only'GOd&could diFect such affairs;yTo'the.Puritﬁﬂcbmnunity,
) fWhiCh‘under the compact theory demanded conformity in all things, such
‘a position could easily mean destruction,
- For the moment, at least, Williams remained simply‘qn annoyance,
not a threat., l!le left Boston f@% Salen, in whose more individualistic
_ atmosphere he honed to gind an accentable theological position. A per-
ij.59gsive-andsineereﬁan;éapable;of ar0ﬁsiﬁg‘éﬁthuéiéém7in'6theré;Wil-
liams»QUicﬁly charmea John Endf%%tt, leadef of the Salem comwnity, Wil-
liams was offe;ed the position of'teacher at thelSalem church; liowever,
ﬁhe General Court of MaSSachusetts, ever watchfulwfor signs of noncon-
~wwmMffm*fﬂ“~ﬁif§rmit§j“was“éppfehensive”ét this turn of eGEﬁ%é}VThe’COUrt.éentﬂg '''' | | ,
N iettéf to the Salem congregation ”marveiling" at the fact tha£ a man who
had expressed such divergent opinions should be offered such a responsible

" 13 Williams's perfectionism would later manifest itself in a complete
rejection of the compact theory. The sceds of this position can be
seen here, The attitude of mind which this position represents is
the same attitude which-brought Williams to refuse the offer from
. 5 the Boston Church, i.e., a refusal to compr&nise_on“any theological =
~W@“?MHWWW“*“““pOSitibn;“”WilliamS'wdulﬁmndtuééﬁCtibﬁwéﬁywﬁﬁman interference with
the prerogatives of‘God, while the Puritans had circumscribed the
divine will within humanly understandable bounds,
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B . . .. : SR }
Dosition.15 The letter produced its desired effect. The offer was | §
- withdrawvn and Williams was soon on his way to the more separatist colony %
n of P1ymouth. T :f’ L o .
ilere Williams.found a'trply'chgenial theological étmosphe;e,
~ and for a tiﬁe hig soul remained at peace, Like all séttlers,'Williams,.

" tilled the soil to provide his food. On Sundays he shoke to the comgre- |
ggtionpr090unding theological questionsand offeriﬁg‘hié opinions on
religious matters. Hé_sgems.to have been well respected andzquite‘ffee,
to-spéculate publicly concerning any area of theology. In 1632, the

consregation voted to admit him to the church. "And his teaching was

well anproved," de€lared the grave and pious Governor Bradford, "for the

benefit whercof I still bless God and am thankful even for his sharpest

; oL | | ... 16 e " .
S admonitions and reproofsi..." = Clearly, Williams continued to counsel

. a course of perfectionism, The Plymouth congregation, however, was evi- . |

~

dently willing to listen and grateful for -the inspiration,
Yet human nature is such that a man can bear with perfectionism
only until he realizes that he never achieves nor even desires to achieve

s

fw»Jw4w4suchmanfideé%fsta%e;wwOnly-thewgpeeialviﬁdividualweaiiegmalﬁanatiembysw-.4w

", some, or perhaps a saint by others, persists in a quest for the perfect,

s

- The vast majority of mankind turns against such a person, pronounces

his idéaSZStrange-andriﬂigulaus, and proceeds either to ignore or attack

14  Roger Williams, Experiments of Spiritual Life and Health, ed.,
Winthrop S, Hudson (Philadelphia, 1951), pp, 66-69,

15 Winthrop, Journal, I, 61-62.

16 William Bradford, Of Plymouth Plantation, ed., Samuel Elliot Morison
(New York, 1952), 5?’??7, - o




- hinm, Eventually, even the aeventeenth-eentury rellglous ldeallsts who

belonged to the Plymouth colony found the preaching of Roger Williams

allen, unrealistic, and fanatical., Governor Gradford descr1bos Ull—

1iams's "fall lnto some strange opinions, and from o inions to ractlce
, ’ ’

| 7
which caused some controversy between the church.and hinm, ”1__
The actual cause of this mutual dissatisfaction centered
about the question of separatism, The Plymouth settlers had broken

every practical e;g/xheoretical tie with the Church of England, Ilowever,

o

"'/ .
when some of them had occasion to return to England, they attended seré

\»«\,\\/

vices in the Anglican Church., For Williams this constituted a denial of

~

religious principles, To his perfectionist mind, even such a social

- amenity was evil - evil not ontly for those who did it, but for every mem-

,.beydgf.themlemouthuehupehie William3vwas‘eonvinced“thef”ﬁe”ﬁés belng
.corrupted by these indiscretions of his 1ess scrupulous brethren. He
insisted that,they cease such activity, When they refused51nd termed

. e | ¢ L ] 18
his ldeas,”strangeﬂ?~he'dgsaseoc1ated himself with them,

7 o7 Gotton Mather describes aniother controversy in which Willi iams

became involﬁed.;g Though we have no other mention of this incident,

the attitude expressed is typical of Williams's thorough religious orien-

tation, It appears that Ullllams ob]ected to the use of the term "Good-

17  1Ibid., p, 2

{('r'

18 See: llubbard, istory, p. 204,

19 Mather, I*»Eagﬂalia\,\\ﬁk I, Ch, I, par. 10., p. 17.
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32,

man'" as a title of address. lle felt that this'word"could not be applied

‘ol e S L E— B
to the unregenerate and should be reserved only: for the truly "good."

¥

' This attitude was, of course, rejected by the Plymouth settlers as fana-

tical. PFanatical it truly was, even by seventeenth-century standards.

S -

| For -these reasons, Roger Williaths left Plymbuth in 1633, le

"~ returned to Salem where he joined”thé chUrCh;, The members of the Salemn

¢dnﬁregation‘had not disavowed'theiﬁ'connectiQn'with the Church of Eng-
land, but‘they evident1§ approved of Williams's theological position, and
he of theirs, for he was soon acting in the unofiicial capacity of assis-
tant to the paétor. 'Thi3«situafibn could only lead.to‘controversy, and
Williams soon embtoiled-himself in a series of disputes with the Puritan
leaders, These incidenté were essentially theological in nature and?prba.

vide further evidence of Williams's perfedtionist attitude,

e et ElE 2 ik Fae peme § o Sieran i g e e < sk brannsr e

While in Plymouth, Williams had expressed the ovinion that

 the Massachusetts settlers had no right to the land they now inhabited.

Now that he had raturned to Salem, the General Court asked him to explain

A o D . . \ . ;
“his idea, Williams presented a treatise he had written on the subject, -

Since this doecument hanbéen Iost,ﬂw@.can.only partia11y~recon3truct

- his arguments from second-hand sources, It seems clear, however, that

Williams charged the King with a '"solem public lie, because in his patent

{

he blessed God that he was the first Christian prince that;had'discovered

this land.” Williams went on to claim that the King and others were

guilty of blasphemy -for "calling Eurppe Christendom, or the Christian




Christian faith, Williams knew that the King had no right to ecall him-

..tian, as Christendom. llewas sure that the misuse of such terms invali- . ... .

33,

.. .20
world,"

R o O oy VL UURUI S N PR

~ Convinced that the Anglican church did not constitute a true S

self a Christian ~r to refer to Europe, which was even more anti-Chris-

o

dated theéharfeffénd ﬁade the colonists guilty of Stealiﬁg the land
they npw'inhabited.¥ Yilliams, however, did not strenuously support
this position. 1lle appears to have given a’satisfagtory explanation to
the Court and the issue waé forgotten, for the moment at }east.Zi
With Roger Williams, very few issues could be settled so
easily, His ever-demanding quest for.gggfection would drive him to

great lengths, even concerning a mattér of semantics,. The present

case was no excention., By the end of the next month the governor and

~

N

his assistants were'maeting‘to»diSCUSS his further statements cbncérning
the patent., Williams had prepared a letter to be sent -to the King infor-

ming 1lis Majesty that he was, in fact, a "liatr.," He was telling his
{ ,

~ fellow settlers that they should return the patent or ship themselves = | |

'bacﬁ;to_England. Now, this perfectionism.was going tod'far;-it might

well become dangerous to the colony, Thomas Dudley, who had just replaced
- ™y

John Winthrop as governor, wanted to deal severely with the upstart young

ﬁinister. John CGotton and the other ministers, however, persuaded him

v

that they should be allowed to acquaint Williams with his error before

200  Winthrop, Journal I,,116 - 117,

» AP . . q
21 . Ibid., p. 117. N o . .
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an of “icial aetion was taken. The were a»narentlv successful for

o . . . . . - . L.
. nothing was done and the question was not raised arain for some time, 22
. | - , . e "

9 o e 2 LE Williams did, in fact, temnorarilv- ehange hisz-epinion on this

point, he Zid not lose his zeal for the perfact nerformance of rélirions

T, Like anv cood ‘New England Puritan he maintaine? thob a conTrega-

s tional forn of chire organization was the only trua forn., In Massachu-

“gatts, while the liherty Of“eﬂdh*ﬁﬂﬁﬁreﬁﬂtiﬂnal church wvas theoretically =
. . 1 . e e . . o o e .4 r)')} (o n D 4 | 3 armata A« .

maintainen, anpractyge~1t~wasvaten;denled,,?- To Williens's eve, the

bi-weellv meatings nf the wvariouns ministeri to discuss 'sone question of

the moment" constitited a decided threat to that meesire of indenendence

o~

¥ which did exist. ’le persuaded the pastor of the “aler Church, Samuel

Skelton, to join him in opposing this »olicy for fear that "it micht STONY

J
‘} -

in time to a opresbyterv or sunerintendency, to the nrejudice of the chur-

This eriticism went unheeded, The Puritan leaders

e et B et R e e T e e e e e e e et s e mar mmeaae et —— i e T e = e g S e e n e e e i S
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B ’ evidently decided to avoid the ereation of ‘a major issue bv ignoring
=Y - , R

~

Milliams and anvone who agreed vith hin,

This proved to be exceedingly difficult, feor following thése encoun-

X,

-ters Williams becanme embroiledvin;a continuous series of -controversies.

Sohe‘o? ther concerned matters ofvliftle real iﬁportanCe; For example,
he preached that woman should not wear veils in church and that the
panal style cross should be removed from the flag of the colony. 1In

g

doing so he followed his usual pattern of pursuing religicus principles

, 22 Ibid., p. 119

23 Take for example the pressure nut on the Salem congregation in its
dealings with Williams, 1Ibid., pp, 61-62; 155,

.\‘

SO oo e ,5:.!“ . 24 . Ibid. , p. 112:
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'to'their*ultimate,.even if absurd, conclusions. Finding it'virtually

evil ‘in the most innocent actions., Through it all, he elung to his prin-

Jeiples with a tortdous and seemingly fanatical persistence, He desired

~

fé rémake the wofld, rather than accept the siightest deviatién from his
perféétionist standataé. | B
| It was not long before this religious intoxication involved
Williams in matters of a mQre.meaningful_nature. In 1634 the General
Céurt had institued the so célled,"freeman's oath,"” All th;se inhabi-
tants of the colony who were not freemen were required,to“take it,

theteby swearing to support the colony and its government against all

enemies. This provided a convenient memns of perpetuating the estab-

lished order,  Some_per1enmay'have objected agai§§ngg;§wggﬁgjon poli-

%

'tical'grounds, but it was Roger Williams, the religious perfectionist,

N

. .

e

"who led the assault., Since an oath was an act of worship and since this

oath would naturally be tendered to unregenerate persons, the name of God

-~ impossible to compromise with the world in the slightest, he discovered

O ) emeen e

would be taken in vain. Because of this obvious sin, Williams demanded

that the pféctiée be a.bandoned.25 He aroused sufficient public support

to force the General Court to recall the oath, Whether it was primarily
religion or politics that prompted people to agree with Williams is dif-
ficult to say, but it is clear that Williams's perfectionism had finally

disrupted the smooth development of'the'Puritan-commonwéalth.'

25 Ibid., p. 149; Cotton, Answer, P.N,C., III, 48,

-\
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In later years, Cotton Mather satiriqglly likened the head - - . -

o of Williams to a "windmill,™ which, spinning faster and faster, con-
| | | R | N
cocted a number of unorthodox opinions. The heat of the controversy

| . . ) . 26
thus engendered ''set on fire ...a2 whole countrv in America,"  Perhaps.
) ) _ , , P’

| | ~ e e e | .
career of defiance which led to his banishment, ile began by reasserting
his belief that the’ﬁagistrate could:ndt enforce the laws of the first
table. The <eneral acceptance:éf;thﬁ; idea would destroy the very essence
of’the Puritan experiment - absolute conformity in religious affairs.
Williams wouldﬁhave'supbortéd,conformity more ardently thaﬁ'anyone, 1.f he
were convinced that the proper form of worship existed in Massachusetts,
Since he was convinced that it did not, however, he cared naught for the
»mm@?uritan_expeximagﬁtwmIn;facr,;he;feéredﬂthatﬁtpe:magistratesAweuldwimpose
further erroheoué religibus ideas.on-the gbmmunity.

The people of Salem apparently agreed'with'Williams; for when

Samuel Skeltoﬁ died in 1635, the congregation chose Williams to succeed

A

Puritan leaders would not approve of their action, but they were suffi-
eiently amenable to the doctrines he taught to risk naming him pastor.
After all, Williams was calling for a strict enforcement of the religious

ideas‘onIWhich they alllagreed. Theif? aim was to est&blish_a community
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opinions-were erroneous and very dongerous, and the calling of hlm,to

. 7 .
based on éainthood,»and.Williams was obviously a "Saint," lle certainly
magtédmlikéfone;eonstaﬂt1y démanding perfection in any and all religious
affairs., 1lle must have been a charming man, for he swayed the majority .

of the Salem congregation despite the hostility of the authorities, He

qmwasLliterateywintelligéntj”ééé16ﬁ§;”béféBﬁéﬁié}ﬂéﬁd’he'brought a message

7 e e

of purity for the loly Commonwealth., What the Salem conﬁrega%ion.féiled

to perveive at this point, was‘thatxthisyvery_messaze,which thev so enthu-

siastically embraced,.cqntained within itself the seeds of destruction;fcr
the entire Puritan exneriment.

In July of 1635, the General Court met onece azain to 5iscuss
a growing list of charges against Rogér Uilliams, ¢ow, as pastor of an
indenendent congregation, Williams could put more weight behind his defi-

ant stand. An attack upon. hlm mlﬁht well be termed an attack upon the

'prlnCLDle of congregatlonallsm itsel€f, -The CoUrt asked the other minis;‘

ters to attend in order that they might give advice, The ministers!
conclusions were hostile and strongly worded, They declared that his -
offlce,'at that tlme; Q“s judred a ?reat éontémpt of authority."27
Williams was given until the next meeting of the Court to recant and
give satisfaction., If he did not, the mlnlsters would ask the civil

maglstrate to remove him from offlce.

. 27 Winthrop, Journal, I,,154.N

A&
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The Puritan experiment had reached a stage of erisis. In

order to protect their compromise theological position, and in order to =

continue the practical'taskMOf_estabiishing‘a workingfcommunity based
on the covenant theory, Williams had to be squelched, His perfectionism
,COUld'only legd to disséntion, and_in Puritan New,England there was no
Vfgom for dissention. Among othermthings,_Williaﬁs‘had denied the:authority
of magistrates, In so'doing;.he had'takén the teeth out of the covenant
system, Givén the depraved nature of man, the inevitable re?ﬁfi of such
éﬂ“aétion wou1d be a solintéfihg o§ theuchmunity. With the "eyes of t@e
.world upon them," the Puritan leaders could not tolerate this, The show-
dowvn had come, A defiaﬁt minister backed by .a defiant congregation stood
againstéthe_rest of Massachusetts, The Puritan experiment would stand
or fall on the outcome. | | | r)
'“;YWWW“Af“fhiSWCfifiééTWjunéturé;”WiTIiémé'decidéd»tb”express his
religious perfectioniS% in a new form. Concluding that all of his pre-
vious criticisms had been correct, and observing tﬁat.his demand for

purity was being ignored, he asserted that all the churches of the Bay

58

were "full of anti-christian pollution."?> This being the case, he
demanded that the Salem congregation renounce all communion with the

other churches, Such an oninion, however, proved to be too radical
‘ b

[
even for his own congregation, which "onenly disclaimed his. errors,

~

[N

28  Tbid., p. 162.

.....
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error, llooker, however, faced an impossible task, for like most reli-
‘glous perfectionists, Williams remained convinced that he alone knew .

‘the truth, Obstinate and oblivious to worldly security, he stood in

depart from the ijurisdiction of the colony., Since winter was upon. the

39.

and wrote a humble submission to the magistrates...."

PSR

@tmphgmnggﬁ @§¢tihg'¢fthe Ceneral'Coyrt,mwilliamswappeared'_
to defend his position., Thomas Hooker was appointed'from anong the

other ministers to.dispute with Williams in an attempt to shoshim his

B

defimnce of the entire colony. With the danger of oppositidn eliminated

’ | , t . " s

by the capitulation of the Salem congregation, the General Court. imposed 1
the sentence of banishment on Williams. i
Originally, the Court gave Williamsaﬁi weeks in which to :

tion that Williams refrain from nublicly asserting his ideas. - The Puri- |
vqtian*to;snch an other-wordly individual, 7illiams soon aroused their

wmﬁé?ﬁés and his assiffants decided to send Williams back to-Eﬁgland on

29 Ibid,, p. 153,

30 1Ibid., p. 168.

‘colonists, however, they delaved the sentence until spring, on the condi-

tan leaders failed to realize that wordly concerns never provided nmoti-
NE

anger by continuing to preach his unorthodox doctrines. Governor John -

» . i, e R e

a ship which happened to be waiting in Boston 'larbor, Thev sent a
group of soldiers to apnrehend him and hring him back to  Boston, bhut

by the time they arrived Williams had departed,30
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So ended the career of Roger Williams in Massachusetts,

- -~ Unable to accept the compromise position of his fellow Puritans, he ~—~~~ ~

had atterpted to reform their theology and religious practices, Like

many idealists he was able to arouse significant support, but his conti-

. nued quest for- pe%ﬁeetienweveﬂtﬁaiiymdisenéhantéﬁWHTbeﬁf“ﬁi§'mQSt ardent

L - followers, Now, virtually alone, he had been forced into the wilderness,
If he possessed sufficient strength, he might found a society in accor-
dance with his own ideas. Yet his own ideas—were_actually'ﬂegativei“f‘ 
Sure that the Puritons failed to eonform to the ideal of sainthood, he
had not decided umon the true religious position. 1is task in the wilder-
ness, therefore, would consist <f more than survival, ile would have to
:clarify‘his'thought in order to continue HAis quest for religious perfec-
tion, : ._ .

)
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e )
+ m £




I Rl e M

=~ T e B et e st i

CHAPTER TII

[”PéﬁiEI: That Is, I Have Seen the Face of God."

3 | "“hen I was unkindly and unchfistianlv, azs I believe, driven
;frommy housé and land and;vife and Childfen,"'Rogen WilliamSiexplgined,
"that ever honored Governor, ﬁr. Wiﬁfhroﬁ, driyately Qrote to. me to

steer my course to Naraganset Bay. ...encouraging me from the freeness of

Y :
the nlace from any English claims or patents." Williams accented this |

advice .as "a hint and voice from God," Fleeind southward throursh the
desolate cold of the MNew England wilderness, he arrived at this unclaimed
S S B

terrltorV.' With five companions, he set to work building a rudimentary

| 1

- - N

R

settlement, which he named Providence in thanksgiving for God's aid,

As the disenchanted éq@ unbelieving from all over New England

descended on the qettlement the small cluster of primitive homes rapidly

exnanded, Providence became the refudge for non-conformists, who could

$ R | |
not find peace among their fellow non-conformists, the now orthodox

!
Puritans. Since the town eovenant nrohibited any "restraining of the

ST | 2 o . . o e |
libertie of conscience,"” these men ardd women obtained freedom to wor-

1 Williams to Major Mason, June 22, 1670, in P.W.C., Vi, 335,

N

,2 Records of the Colony of Rhode Iskand and Providence Plantatlons in
New England (Providence, 1856), I,, 16,




b42,

. Wﬁﬁhip"in”whateyegwway.theyzsawwﬁit-m”Even.membersmofwsuch_generally.des_
bisédﬂségééwégmggéigﬁéﬁééfists and Quakers found a congenial home.in_ *
the new settiement. ;
Though staunch Puritans Viéwed tﬁeée developments with obvious |
.dnguét, éoger Williamsfoundthe unrestficted<atmosphere exhilarating. é
In Prévidence, after a11,~ﬁo‘iﬁpedimenté existéd to stifle his quest for é
religious perfection, 1lle was free t o espouse any doctrine, to practice §
any form ofvworéhip. Only one problem remained to be solved: Williams §
must clarify his religious nosition, With no authoritative religious f

-

establishment providing “a basis from which to launch his cuest, he could
no longer rely on the negative instruments of e¢riticism and dissent. lis

search for truth had to become positive, It would not be enough to de-

~

Ja@ﬁ‘Mwwliheﬁ&gMeerrS;%nmmuheguaswnaquinedgt@;asse£tmthew£uii@natu@ew@@atrﬂth¢wqumwmg;wwmg

T

e~

o

“ForRoger Williams, truth, in any full semse of the term, had
always been elusive., For years he had been jumping from one idea to ano-

SR

o

””““’“fhéfj“h@Tdiﬁé“if“fbr“a~tinm'with a_fanaticél»intraﬁéigence,.bufmﬁéGéf5
arriving at any comprehensive and ordered system, To such a man, the -

intellectual atmosphere of Providence became a searching ground for

k religious truth, From the myriad theological views to which the settlers §
adhered, he could pick:and choose those ideas which appealed to him, §
Perhaps in this manner he would finally attain SQiritual peace, g

o

Among'the recently arrived settlers«ét Providence, there was a
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Mrs, Scott, the sister of Anne Hutchinson and an ardent proselytizer for

g

f . 3 L | . a .
Anabaptism,” Williams, onen as he was to the possibility of a new reli-
: 1 PR ' ‘

. 3
gious insight, discussed theology with her. She soon convinced him that

N\

a rational choice on the nart of the recinient constituted a prerequisite

v

.

for the efficacious administration of amy sacrament., Accordingly, he

‘renounced his_infanthaptismfandﬁhad himself rebaptized by Ezekiel Holy;,ﬂ

| - L
man, one of .the founders of the first Baptist church in Amerieca,

- This decision afforded Williams only temproary satisfaction,

for his mind was in a state of turmecil. No matter where he looked he
§

-~

eventually found error. Driven on by hidalmost manic desire for perfec=
{ w |

tion in religion, he was soon forced to renounce even his adult Baptism,

Since hé could not trace an unbroken line of ministerial authority back

_ to the original apostles, he had concluded that "there was none upon -

: ) o
Earth that could Administer Bapntism,"

At-this-point Williams became utterly confused, Not knowing
where to turn next, he decided to wait until, "God woaid raise up some

| | 6 . L . N .
‘apostolic power."  Perfectionist that he was, however, he couldnot.. . ____. =

~

‘tolerate error even while he waited. So, he refused to communicate with

anyone except his wife, lest he somehow be polluted“by contact with the

e

.3 Anne Tlutchinson would soon be banished from Hassachusetts Bay'fbr

preaching the doctrine of "inner light" or direct communication with God.

4  Winthrop, Journal; I., 297, .

5 Mather, Magnalia, VIII, Ch, II, Sec. 6.

6 Winthrop, Joufﬁal; I,, 308, o

! .
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evil he saw everywhere about him, Such was the absurd but logical out- |
4 -

growth of Williams's quest for purity, of his desire to abstract himself

"with a holy viclence from the dung heap of this_earth,”____w B

For a short time Williams tottered on the brink of self-destruc-

tion, 1le could have taken the final step, withdrawm completely into him-

+,

self, abandoned all intercourse with the7ﬁor1d about him. If he had hlS~
torians could dismiss him as:an.eccentrig, a fanatlc, a ne;alomanlac.

But he did not, Out oflthe Cqﬁfgéi%n-in whichfhe had'be§ome mired, he
wrought a new outlook, ?indingnowéy‘toﬁescape the "dung'heap," he

accepted it. No lonver would he vorry: about soiling himself in the world;

he would ""mow preach and pray with all comers.," .

bl | ,
In so drastlcallv reverolng h1s pos ltlon,’Williams had not

forsaken his quest for relirious Derfectlon. He had however, altered the -

rimams s e e e s e b s R i 3 s oy N Y Swe en vt e .
-

terms of the quest He began to seek that verfectlon which was vet to
come, the revelation of the true faith,‘the unification of all';hriSten—
dom, the second comine of Christ hinself, Realizing, appafehtly for ‘the

: flrst tlme, thau ho had no clpar and full percevtlon of the leLne will,

nhls quest became a search for such mnowlod“e. lle would "morn-daily,

heavily, incessently, till the Lord look down from lleaven, and bring all

7 HYilliams ‘to John Wiﬁthrop, SQQtembgr-zq 1636 or 16 7 'in.P.ﬁ;C;, P
Vi, 11, : |

1.

8' Winthrop, Journal, I,, 308,




his precious living stones into one New_Jerusalem.”9 Yet he was _ sure

that this '"New Jerusalem" would eventually come., Since the present

. . offered nothing but confusion, Willi#ms sought order in the future,

S

|

o - thereby rationalizing the confusion and nreserving his perfectionism

“at the same time, Soon after this change in outlook; he wrote to John

L4 3

Winthrop:
. v I also seek Jesus who was nailed to the gallows, I
| ask the way to the lost Zion, ....I lon~ for the briéht‘
annearance of the Lord Jesus to consume the man of sin
«s..l rejoice in the hope that ....the wav of the Lord
Jesus ....shall be more »lainly discovered to you and me.

L3

In emphasizing the Ner: Testament Jesus rather than the 01d
Testament FathériiWilliams.broke with Puritan nractice., Calvinistic in

o , outlook, the Puritans emphasized the omninotence of Jehovah, a4 canricious,

[
pad

leo.....Steérn, and vengeful God. Though more solic¢itous of the divine will than .. . |

5

many of his Puritan countervarts, Williams emphasized God's love and i
mercy as nersonified in Christ, lle was a strictetr Calvinist than those

who adhered to the Puritan compromise and at the same time a more tho-

e - s e FQ’ch—hf%&]':Hff—Chri:stiaﬂ, .HeTrfeﬂld—d(j*@@c}'sbi*dding’”-ngtfrom'fgar:; DUt IR B I
the hope that salvation would be his reward,
Williams's new position should not be confused with skentical

rationalism. Williams never denied that there would be a true church,

_ [
9 Williams to John Winthrop, September 24, l&36:gr-}637?yin P.N.C., | E
VI" 10. — h ‘

10 1Ibid., p. 11 - 12, - . R u I |




never questioned man's -ability to recognize such an institution, never

doubted that Christ would eveﬁtﬂélly lead man to the perfect faith, He

was not a skentic, but a perfectionist, unable to find nerfection in an

k]

imperfect world, Je was not a rationalist questioning religion or equa-

tin® one faith with another.,  He'was“afman filled with a sense of God,

somehow compelled to reject tﬁe churches about him, but in darkness con-

cerning the true faith, It was not skepticism or rationalism, but rather

a sense of his own inadequacy before an ever sovereign God that enabled

Williams to maintain throughout his life: "If my soul could find rest in

joining unto anv of the Churches nrofessing Christ Jesus now extant I

™

B L T U L P s e

would readily and gladly do it, yea unto themSelves who I mow onosed.”ll

Williams, however, never ceased to onnose every institutiona-

lized. .religion, -Thoush he would come to- 'speak of Providence d§ the place

. o | | . 4 ~ |
wherein he could say, "Peniel,. that is, I have seen the face of God,"12

he apparently never discovered the ‘divinely-appointed form of worshin,

Hown could he? laokiandirectly into the brilliant glory of God's visage,

he must have been blinded to everything e lse, Supreme omhinotence he could -

readily dig¢cern, but the practical details of religion remained lost in

e

the glare, So Willi.ams spent the rest of his life as a seeker of religious
truth, ever aware of God's power and ever watchful lest he infringe on

8

e :,. e e e o /-ﬁ.,

“9

11  Roger Williams, George Fox Digg'd Out of 1lis Burrows, in P.N.C.,

v, 105, -

“1z - willians to Major Mason, June 22, 1670, in P.N.C., VI, 335, .

Y
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Divine prerogatives, It is little wonder that his quest went unrewarded.

'ThOUgh he neVér'aiSCQVered anhorgénized;;eiigion to which he I
.éoﬁla persbnally édhere, Williams remainedca deeply religious man, Every-
thing he did, andhverytping he beliqved depended upon his perveption éfmthe
Divine will, however,limited this percention may have béeﬁ. To Understand.iwm
hisiréle in Providence, to eompféhend his famou3 advocacy'bforeligious
toleration, in fadf, to arrive at anyfhistofical appreciation of the man
agtail, it is.necessary to examinéihis“persmnal réiigious.convictions in
their'mature state, |

~Once Williams had7become a seéker~af'religious‘truth, his thought

developed consistency, For years-after his banishment, he spent long périods

of time alone in the wilderness. There,. in solitude, his seekerism reached
méturity. He came to a full realization of his relationshin to God and to

“”Eﬂé”gg}iéf“”ﬁ§ did“ﬁ6t Constrﬂet'a,rigidly logical or formalized systenm,

but rather arrived at what can probably best be described as @ consistent

.

attitude of mind, an attitude which influénced all aspects of his 1life,

not just his theological ideas,

This attitude waspo central to his life that it found expres-

sion in all of his writings. It can be found in his Key to the Language

of America, in his voluminous debate over toleration with John Cotton,

o

and in his»argument’withlthe Nuakers, In all of these works, the ideas -

8

expressed were rooted in his personal religious convictions. There exists;

however, an often ignored devotional traet which Williams wrote for his




-~

wife when she was recovering from a serious illness,:and which he later

published in London in 1652. There he discussed the ideas which under-

laid his other works. Experiments of Spiritual Life and llealth, as this é

3
~ . ?

tract was entitled, therefore provides a startine point for an examina-

tion of his thought, It gives the frame of reference f;pm.which his other
writings can be viewed most effectively, - i | |

L

rf")- id
t

For Williams, there was only one frame of reference from which

to view the world, Ile was corivinced that the true Christian's"apprehen- ;
sions of God are always such as bring .... holy wonderment and amazement
- | e tt1 o w13 | ~ .
at the nature of encomnrehensible God ,..." Everywhere he looked, Wil-
liams observed the Divine hand directine the world. In light of God's

irresistable power, his estimation of man's position in the universe was

never exalted,-

Consequently Williams placed continued emphasis on man's ''unwor-—

-t

“thiness, vil#ness, and baseness in God's presence." As far as he Was com-

cerned,Amen should view thems~lves as nothing more than "begsars at God's
14

’wdoor-and~dog§ under his table.ﬁ ' They were totallv dependent, incapable . .

ofidoing‘good or knowin<® the truth without assistance from God., Their only
choice was total submission to '"the excellency and sufficiency of God's

most Tloly Spirit." Williams argued that if we are true Christians, we

13 . Williams, Experiments, p. 60.

14 _ Ibid., p. 66.

15 Ibid., p. 74
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-

demonstrate strength in spiritual 1;§g,wﬁgmgpwye“}§y_dcwn ourselves at
the feet of God; when as a servant's will our wills are subdued to tle

Lord's ill; when the Lord is become our self, when his ends are our ends
. ’ ? )

which give us content and pleasure although our selves (our ends) are lost

11
I
L

and destroved that we may £ind net ends and delights im God,"!10

Obviously, man could do nothing else; his submission to the
will of God had to become total., Man could not presume to judge any
situation or evemt by his own unaided reason, The true Christian, there-
fore, was characterized b+ '"an humble acknowvledsment of, and a submittins
unto, the correcting and afflicting hand of God, in sicknesses; crosses,
- 17 ry® 4 4 & '; .. . - e ' . . .
losses, etc," In i1lliams's view of 1ife even such passive submission
proved inadequate, It had to be audgmented by active obedience to God's

will, Every man should "without repining, grudeins, or dela ving obey

cormands most grievous to flesh and blood; against not only flesh and

blood but against carnal reason; vea, againét h0pe~and faith itself ...

To obev the will.of;Godvit is, of coufse, necessary to know the

will of God, . Will i..ams believed that the. true Christian alwavs '"professed

-

3

willingness to get more and more knowledse of this Héavenly Father, of his

name, of his works, of his word, of his Christ, of his Spirit, his saints,

’ : 19 .
and ordinances,' As sources of such knowledsge, the Bible and the Church

16 TIbid., pe 76. e

17  Ibid., p. 53.

18  1Ibid., p. 68.

19  Ibid,, p. 49,
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had been given by God as aids to man, UHence, Williams advocated "a vehe-

ment hunger and longing after.ﬁheMWbrd preached,”zo and "a true ,,,.wWil-

lingness and inclination to enjoy more and more of Christ Jesus in the
R 2
soclety of his saints after his own apnointment,"

-7 “Unlike the Wew Bngland Puritans, however, Williams had not

formed a compact with God. Ile had no way of making the "incomprehensible™

L 4

God completely understandable, _Constantly,overawed_by divine sovereignty,

continually aware of his own inadequacy, he apnroached all forms of worship

with.trepidation, lest he infringe -uppn God's prerogatives, Under these

s

circumstances, the true'form‘of worship became difficult to discover, Wil-

liams compared this pernlexity to that of a wife awalting her husband:

Hence the sn»ouse was both asleen and awake toward
Christ Jesus., She was willing and unwilling to rise
to onen to Christ Jesus, Tilence,she thinks she hears

(S. of Sol, 5:2). She thinks Christ is knocking at the
door of her henrt of her will, in such and such argu-
ments, in such and such Scriptures, in such mnd such

professions and pggfessors, in such and such their
sufferings, etc. ~° |

-

[ERDP .

his'voice. Williams was not so fortunate, Ile could hear God speakins to

The wife, of course, knows her husband when .she finally hears. .

him only through secondary instruments, The clearest of these instruments,

the Bible, was sufficiently imprecise to allow for numerous interpretations,

¢ B
k-2

How could Williams be.éuré‘whichﬁwés-cérrec{? ~Quite simply, he never'COuldlh

o bé%éure. Without a church to interpret the Bible, with no authority to

2() Ibid . ’ p. 56. e T \ . -
21 Ibid., pe 55. D T o

22 Ibid., p. 55.
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give him assurance, he found himself alone before God,”~ His only choice

- was to go directly to "God and Christ himself in the ministry and dispen-

. | 23
sation of the %ord,"

In other words Williams adopted'a somewhat mystical approach to -

religion, lle relied upon personal communion with God for 4irection. True

chlldren of God he declared ”resolve tn give God no rest until they re-

- celve an answer, and,"tnerefore, they also walt for his holy pleasure and

SV

,1_1elsure, anqht last are satisfied with the Lord's holy nleasure and sen-

tence, although it seem cross and bitter to flesh an d:blood, " 24 Such an
anproach seldom yields systematically orfganized results, The practicioner

grasps one or two ideas which somehow enable him to explain his difficul-

ties and accept the existing situation, In Williams's case, a millenia-
. - . ’ - - . ’

,MwliStiC view of the world was the outgrowth of his mystlcal OF non-insti= -

tutional aporoach ‘to religion., Though the pregght was filled wlth*confu-{~
siop, the future_second coning of Christ waId.eliminate all uncertainty.

Not only that, but the millenium pfovided an explanation of ‘the present

L

. : - . o o o . . ’ . 7' ' 2“‘
soul's beloved in all the means of his own holy apnointments,"

P

.. confusion, "God's ¢ Qunsel“tgue—l’fiﬂg**ﬁhe“”s’pir‘rtﬁai*t*antmty—‘and‘“deson*gti_aﬁ_* .

nust be“fullfilled,f 7illiams declareg, "notwithstanding the strength of

Fthe.afﬁeﬁtion of God's people in their mourning and weeping and lamenting

after and contending for the truth of the spiritual enjoyment of their

w4

c

23 Ibid., pe 50

24 1Ibid., p. 65,

.Ibid., p. 73
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Consequently, Williams resigned himself to doctrinal uncertainty, Ile
discovered the grounds for piety in a'striving to learn God's will

and a resignation to abide by it once it had been found., Unlike the

- - New England Puritans, who were .convinced that %hey‘knew the truth, and

who, therefore, demanded strict doctrinal conformity, Williams found

]

- himself at a loss to choose one dogma over another. Witness the uncer-
tainty in the following statement,

~When a soul can say uonrichtly in God's presence, I desire
to know ....his will, although I am much ignorant; I
desire to believe, though I find an unbelieving heart;
I desire to be willing and able to suffer, though I 96

- find much fearfulness, etc., he is a true child of God,

This.attitude of doctrinal uncertainty stemning from and inti-

mately united with Williams's gonstant awareness of divine sovereignty —

mwm,.M»;,ﬂ”ﬁ£meedwtthkeystonewef his mature religious position. -Sinee he was unu~

R <
-

suallyvreligiousiﬁan, even B??seventeenth-centuny standards, his religious
attitudes are of—central importance in understanding his publiec career,

5His famous debate over toleration with John Cotton would be incomprehen=-

T ELbleé WithoﬁfwéﬁféwétéﬁééS’bf&tﬁéfthedlégféaiwf§§ﬁés involved, -é%@
" : , . : (

The origins of this-argumeﬁt-canize traced to 1636, In that
year Cotton had challenged Williams with a letter declaring the reasons

for the latter's banishment and exhortingmﬁim;to repent,27 1Jilliams

' N = .
. - e e — e e B R AT P R e s s el e e e, S S e e ead ees ks i -
: * a
"ot '
s . e
: li
, .

26 Ibid., p. 51.

27  See:.,P.N.C., I, 285 - 313,




had not replied immediately, For seven years he was occupied in éarning
a living and attemntins to keep order among the multitude of independent-
ly-minded settlers who continued to irmigrate to Providence and the sur-

rounding territory. GCotton's words no doubt, festered in his mind, as
: y ) ’ - y

-

. s bt st A iy S N PP OO SO

to Cotton, Mr. Cottons Letter Lately P

he clarified his thousht and waited for an opportunity. to reply.
~In 1643 Williams went to London to secure a charter tor Rhode

Island, {He,toqkmth910pportunity to publish a number of works, His Key

to the Language of America wadthe first to avbpear., It brought him imme-

diate fame, as a man who had lived with the savage Indians and survived
to describe their language and customs, Then, through an all too con-

venient coincidence, Cotton's Letter of 1636 appeared on the English

2 . | : :
bookstands, Williams now had an audience for his long awaited reply

published in February 1644, followed in'March by Williams's masterp%éce,

The Bloudy Tenent of Persecution, For Cause of Conscience, Discussed in

a Conference Between Truth and Peace, Williams then returned to Rhode

been published, | t \

.. i ) ’ £ . .
John Cotton, of course, was by no means relieved when he became

28 Williams woluld have appeared foolish replying to an unpublished
letter. It is most unlikely that Cotton would have published
the letter, however, for there was nothing he could gain by
so doing,' It is possible, therefore, that Willians himself
arranged for the publication of Cotton's letter. Cotton implied
‘that such had been the case, . See: Cotton, A Reply to lMr, Williams

his Bxamination, in P,N.C. 11, 9-10, -

L

R |

wrermier sa b etk

inted, Examinedand Ansiered was. ... . .

-~

"Island'probably re1igyadmxhatﬂhisﬁl§ggmcgnteméla%édwfé@lyfhadffinaiiy*“f”4”*+”**“ff
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. aware of Williams's writings, The English Civil War was not progressing

the way he desired, It appeared that New England orthodoxy would not
serve as a model for a reformed English Church.zg The prestige of the

"City upon a 11i11" wagsteadily declining, Williams had made matters

much worse by adding his voice to the rising clamor against the Bay

colony.'“Furthermore, Cotton himself had been personally attacked. He

had no choice but to answer., In 1647 his A Reply to Mr, Williams, His

Examination, and his The Bloudy Tenent, Washed, and Made White in the

Bloud of the Lambe:. Beinr Discussed and Discharged of Bloud-guiltiness

by Just Defence were published in London,

It was notwloné_before Villiams obtained Copies.of Cotton's

works, 1In an age which relished'sueh-debates, Williams.étood out as a

keen lover of argument, He couldfhot let Ceotton have the last word, Once L

again his opportunity for reply came i‘hen he travelled to London on colo-

nigl~buéiness. In 1652 he published The Bloudy Tenent Yet More §Joddy:

By Mr, Cottons Endeavor to Wash It White in the Blood of the Lambe, The

_ debate would have continued indefinitely had not Cotton's death put an end

N

e

to it in that same vear.

29  Perry Miller feels that this was the real aim of the New England
- Puritans, Ue ascribes the decline of Puritan theology to their fai-
‘lure to influence the outcome of the Emglish Civil War. See: Miller,
Errand Into the Wilderness (New York, 1964), pp. 1 - 15,




As the reader folldws the argument thfough its~incfeaéiﬁg1y
lengthy and progreséively ggreminute ramifications, he becomes aware
that the persenal religious attitude of each méhpactually forms the
basis of the dispute, Cotton's intolerance reets on_his assurance that

he knows the truth, while Williams's toleration stems from his lack of

such assUurance, As a qeeker of religious perfectlon, Williams demanded

that every conscience be conSLdered inviolable, so that truth.mldht not

be lost amidst error, As a nractitioner of perfection, Cotton demanded

dthat every consc1ence be made to conform to orthodox standards, so that

truth might remain uncontaminated bv error,

-

To support their arguments both men quoted the Bible coniously,
As a good New England Puritan and a firm bellever in the covenant theory,

Cotton relied heavily on the authoritative tradition of the 01d Testament,

In his'mind,“tge»laws of God's chosen neople, Israel ,serveduas.a.mmdel.»w_-—e

for the new Zion in the Nilderness, Massachusetts Bay, Cotton spoke
confidently with the sanction of the whq1e~cemmunity to back him up,

Williams, for his part, rejected any authofitative‘approach te the Bible,
| . . ‘

. "In vaine héVe~EnglishmEarlkbmenﬁsm@efmit%ed ----- aniish“Bibieg“in‘theﬂpooreéf‘

English hoﬁses, and the simplest man or woman to search the Scriptures,"

EN

he declared, "if yet against the soules perswasion from the Scripture,

. . 2
they'Should be forced ....to believe as the Church'believes."JO Since

’; no Church wasﬂclearly sanctioned,above:ell otheré’by'God,’eVeryxnan'could.

-

.30 Wwilliams, The Bloudy Tenent, in P,N.C., 111, 13,
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interpret the Bible as he pleased,

I

Williams adopted a typological approach to the Bible, It was

clearly evident from scripture that Christ had been sent to redeem the

world, Since divine sovereignty was now exercised primarily through

.6Q;£é;:m;£ere“existéd an‘obvious.break Eééééé;,the Old gnd HNew Testaménts..
The Bible did not constitute awCOntinuous statement of revelation, as the
Puritans believed; rather the Old Testament tyni%ied the Newv, Hence, for
example, the theocratic state of Israel was simply a "type" of the new

spiritual kingdom of Christ, The 01d Testament could not be taken liter-

'ially, for it was meaningful only in relation to Christ., To assume other-

e

wise would be to infringe on Cdist's vrerogatives, for Christ no longer

spoke to any one nation but "only to that spiritual Israel, the people

and Church of God, in whose hearts of flesh he writes his Laws sooat— e e

—~

,//‘
Ibid.,”p.v358ﬁ ~Perry Miller feels that Williams's typolocical approach
to the Biblewas the "secret of his 8enaratism," and "the insight

~that guided him from his initial separation to the ultimate vision of
~the predicament of men and nations.” There can be no doubt that typo-

logy was the methodological tool by which Villiams forged his argu-
nents, l!owever, the arguments themselves reveal Williams's constant
awareness of his denendence on God. Typology enabled Williams to
construct imaginative allegorical defences of his position, but it
did not account for his position, “hen Miller rests his analysis

of Williams on typologyv, he fails to grasp the diféeraﬁbe between =
Williams and the New England Puritans, This difference did find
expression in Biblical interpretation, but it was,rooted in con-
flicting views of man's ability to know Bod's will., See: Miller,
Roger Williams: 1llis Contribution to the American Tradition (Indiana-
polis, 1953), p. 32; cf, pp. 32 ££,, 149 £f, Tt should also be

noted that a typological approach to the Bible was inherent in the
logic of Peter Ramus to which the Puritans adhered, Though the Puri-.

PRt




methods of interpreting

Thus armed with differing religious outlooks and differing

-r’"'/'

the Bible, the two pratagonists presented their

cases, OCotton admitted that "it is not lawfull to persecute any for

Conscience sake Rightlv informed;

e o # o1 13 e e e {3 b i £ S B s

1s pe
~a man was sincere or not.

mysterious about the law of God,

rsecuted in them," lowever, GCotton felt that he-ecould—judge-whether-

for in persecuting such, Christ himself

As far as he was concerned there was nothing

The fundamental precepts of God's law

cencerning doctrine and worship were so clear that once a man was informed

of them he would, if he was honest, be forced to gdive his assent.
then
but against his Conscience ....lle is subverted and sinneth, beinr condemned

of Hi

Church where only true believers or "living stones" could share member-
ship,

authorities "to preserve others from dangerous and damnable infection,'

—

!'And

i1f anyone persist," Cotton continued, "it is not out of Conscience,

. . i 32
mself, that is, of his owne Conscience."”

Such a person’ endangered the purity of society, and should be

<

WEféétééméééordinﬁly. Obviously, he should be excommunicated from thé

In Cotton's estimation‘he should also be punished by thé,civil

T e B G ) 3 At d

~

tans attempted to control such an apnroach they often found it
quite difficult., As Perry Miller himself states: ''There are

many admonitions in the writings and sermons against'wresting®

a text, against finding concluSLons which it will not su»nort,

but there is also no observation more frequent than 'Vhatsoever

is drawn out of the Scripture by just consequence and deductien,

is as well the word of God, as that which is an expresse Command-
ment of Example in Seripture.' See Miller, HNew England ind, p. Q04

32

33

Ibid. 9 De 530

See also: pp, 111-206, N

Cotton, The Answer of'Mr. John Cotton of Boston in dew Eng.

landy, To

the Aforesaid Arguments Against Persecutlon for Cause of ConSCLence,

in P.W.C., I11I,, L2,
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that God is also to be forced or commanded to give faith to open the

Néw England, afterbll, was a "City u»on a Hill." Every member of the
comrunity had to live up'to orfhodox standards, The failure of one
weakened the whole;.~ Just as the Jews had enférced the law of Go;
throughgthe civil authority, so too would the New .Israel of Massachusetts
Bay. |
' Roger Williamdmight have agreed, had the law of God been as

clear to him as it was to Cotton. In his uncertainty, however, he deman-

ded toleration. Until God established one united sniritual kingdom, man

could not presume to act for lim, As all good Protestants agre~d, f£d th
was a gift of grace, without vhich man would never »erceive truth, "It

seems to be in high nresumption,'™ Williams asserted, "to sunnose that

R .

together with a cormmiand restraining from, or constrainind to worship,

59,

Y L d

heart to incline the will.," To Williams such an attitude smacked of

”ihat‘Arminian Popish doctrine Of Ffeé?%i1lf“ and tended to downgrade

. .. . 3
the absolute sovereignty of God,

in "that figurative state of the land of Cannan.," Since the coming of

Christ, however,‘the»Situation.had altered, Williams asserted that "in

?

the spiritual State or church of Christ," false worshippers could only

be. "spiritually put to death by the two edge sword of the powet‘of'the

pmes

“

34 ”wiiiiams, The Bloudy Tenent, in P.N.C., I11,, 258,




35 .
lord Jesus," If the civil mazistrate, or any other man for that

matter, was given such authority the result would be ™to pull God,

Christ and Spirit out of lleaven, and subject them unto naturall, sin-

. ) o | ., " . 6
full inconsistent men, and so consequently to Satan'hlmself;“3

~———AsfTar—as Wiltliams-was-coneerned-only-Christ could judge
whether or not a man was sincere in his convictions. It waS;Chriét;

after all, who placed these convictions in the hearts of men. In this

light Cotton's argument that a person who refused,tplsee‘the;truth
sinned against his conscience becameln attack upon Chris st himself,
Williams characterized this doctrine as a defense of soul-ravishment:

Indeed, what is this before the flaming eyves of Christ,

but as ....some lustfull Ravisher deals with a beautifull
Woman, first using all subtle Arguments and ~entle perswa-
sions, to allure unto their spirituall Lust and Filthinesse,
and where the Conscience freelv cannot veeld to such Lust

and Statutes?”
<  ‘Though Williams belonfed to. a ehurch of the $pirit, not to
any institutionalized church, he did . not doubt that God would one day
Qi - |

unite all themfaithfull inte one true religion., Until this occurred

- true church, Williams‘was'gust as concerned as Cotton about preserving

N an earthiy, institution, Heﬂdeseribed“the¢ChMrChZae a garden and the

36  Ibid., p. 250,

60,

and Folly ;:.a hen é forC1nd lt bv Penalties, Penall Laws;“”“”“”ém””'”e‘

% ' : N - ] T
true Christians mio ht be found anywhere. -As a body they formed the

this true chureh, though for the‘preSent, he.eaw;it’as a emiritual, not

]

37 Williams, The Bloody Tenent Yet More Bloody, in P.N.C., IV, 226, °

i
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world as a wilderness. 1In the Biblical state of Eden, there had been
a wall of separation between the two, Wity original sin, however,

"God hath ever broke down the wall itself e eeoancd made his Garden a

- | | Yildermesse, az 2t this day.," If God were ever to reestablish the

; : garden of the church, however, "it rmust of necessitie be walted """ """

/

perculiar uhto himSélfé ftOm\the world, and all that shall be saved out-

of the world are to be transplanted ,...and added unto his Chureh or
38 o

Garden,"

In the existing state of affairs, with the church ﬁonsisting
of all these who trulyfhélieved‘inZGhrist;and attempted to follow llis

; will, re~sardless of their doctrinal “persuasion or church affiliatinn,

? toleration was a necessity, These men and women were in the Garden and
a wall of seporation should exist between them and the Wilderness, lest. -
they be contaminated bv the Wilderness. Since the true earthly church
had not been-cléarlyedefined, every church should eredt a wall about
. , b
itself, so that whatever truth it possessed might be preserved, Free
competition of ideas among various: chiirches would allow truth to prevail .

,;“‘"“and in no-way harm~thé,3tate; The state, however, might harm the church
by enforeing error. In short, Williams was demanding'seﬁaration of church
and state so that the church might be protected from encroachments by

;‘._  ' thé state.”’

T

——

38 Williams, Mr, Cottons Letter Lately Printed, Examined and Answered,
in P.N.C., 1., 392. ~

39 Williams, The Bloudy Tenent, in P,N,.C., III” 296,
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7. __were Christians persecuting one another? TIlad not Christ forbidden such -

He felt that every Church posseséed rights within the state,
vjh?_church or company of worshippers (whether true or ﬁalse)," he saids,
"ig like unto a body or college of'physicians in a cify; like unto a cor-
voration, society ...." As sﬁch the church could pursue ité business with-
ouf interference.fromthe state, Théchurehtﬁas”esseﬁtiélly'distinct"
from the state, Whatihappened'tovthe chufch in”né‘way influencédﬁfhe
state, Their ends were distinct - one seekinguspifitual Deacé, the other

10 o L s .
civil peace, = In fact, Williams was concderned that the state could not

<

Fulfill i%E‘fUHCtiOH withott toleration, for in a world .confused and
inflamed about religion, "there is no other prudent, Christian way of

preserving peace in the world, but bv nermission of differing consciences,'’

For Williams the message of szi?t was peaee and love. Vhy

émnflict? Didn*t he éXpressiy>teI1 his discinles to prayqfor those who
“persecuted then, toiﬁless those vﬁb cursed them?™? Williams's Cod might

be a God of love, but he was also jist, Surely, he would »unish thqée

-

I

11

.who,violatedwhié;eommandsfwwwysti@wthatwhé;waswwﬁﬁiiiamgwi@itwthatwﬁgdm B

was using him to correct the world, Like;a*grgphet of .0old, he warned of
impending destruction,
My end is to prepare the Servantsknd Witnesses of Jesus

....for that great and general and most-dreadful slaughter
"~ of the witnesses which I cannot but hu-bly fear, and alrost

B0  Tbide, p. 73. -
41 williams to Major Mason, June 22, 1670, in P.N.C., Vi, 347,

42 Williams; The Bloudy Tenent, in P.N.C., I11,, 30

—— . b
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believe, is near approachind, and will be Ushered in,
provoak'd and hastened b»v th~ proud securitv, worldly.
pomp, fleshly confidence and bloudy violences of Zods
own children, wofully exercised each against the other,
and so rendered wofully rip&3£or.such a Universal and
dreadful Storm and Tempest.

were the words of a religious zealot, of a man totally

These

. eomf Orts in.nt.he nhe,aVGnﬂs_..JJ_ e

1@Stfin-God.?'Becausc he was such a man, any attemnt to exnlain Williams's
advocacy of toleration on sécial or political ‘grounds would prove inac-
curate, Williams denanded tolefatioq,so that the Divine vill would not

be opnosed in the world., For this reason, and this reason alone, he

became involved in the controversy. There weré no wordlv reasons for his

J

9

actions, for Williams disdained the world. As true Christians, he

declared, we are "as naésengerscin a shin, willin= and ready (when God

will) to 1land and <o ashore in our ovm country, to our own. house and
Ll |

Tiad b hwemeae weon oo o o gAaany Ve fre s RS g e e i n e B an e e m i e myre o e e o e o

43 -~ williams, The Bloody Tenent Yet More Bloddy3 in P,N.C., IV,, 26;

Lt williams, Experiments, p. 78.

T —




' CHAPTER IV -

"The Children's Toys"

N a %

Iﬁatpe theocentric cés@ology-owaoger Williams;lworldiy degifés,
oeccupations, and concerns were considered uniﬁportant. Indeed, such "“tran-
sitofy" \hings.as earthly affairs ranked "as dung and drofs”.when-cbmpared
'wéth the heavenly agﬂ e%erngl.l Man's duty in this world was to servé
God, not to play with "the children's toys of land, meadows, cattle,

@% governmént, etc."? Williams had no time for "this vain puff of this
present life," because he believed that '"our very life and beihg.isﬁbqt
a swift, short passage from'fhe‘bank of time'to the other side or‘bank‘_
of a doleful'eternity."3 Fér-him, whateverrelated~§ogsalvation-demanded
funceaSiHﬁ-att;ntion, while everything else §hon1d'beidespised-as "this -
- . Y - w o . |
| world's. traSho" R e ﬁ L T

& ) Tod

Tt is indeed surnrising that such .a man could be described as
- "forerunner of the eighteenth century enlightennent in America, and.

;hat;his colony of Rhode;Island?could be. viewed as & 'social experiment-

1 Williams to Major Endicot, August 1651, in p.M.C., Vi, 214,

2 Williams to Major Ebson,‘June:ZZ, 1670, in P.N.C., VT,,SAA.

3 Williams, Experiments, p., 102, .

4 1bid., p. 103,

> Brockunier, Irrenressible Democrat, p. 284,
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original nor precisely de

in democracy."6 What could he possibly have had in common with the .
deistic and'méterialistic outlook of the eishteenth century?, What
real concern could he have had for social questlonshnd sovernnental

?orms7 Yet unt11 verv rocentlv hlstorlans habltuallv culled from his

'wrltlnﬁs and from hlS Dolltlcal aCtLVlty ln Rhode Island egldenCQ to

65,

- show that he: was, indeed, a nran born before'his time, a nrogenitor of

modern democratic ppliticalvﬁhebry-énd,practice. The aim of this chap-

ter will be to show that Williaﬁs aétedfconsistentlyzwithin a theocentric
cosmology, that he was not a pbliticalﬂtheorist or a social innovator,

. Certainly, there is little information in Williams's writings
coﬁCerning his.pélitica1=philosophy. His statements on the nature and

£Unction3-of-governmén£appear in what are essentiallyv controversial

rellglous tracts, notablv The Bloudy Tenent and The Blg@dv Tenent Yét

Moro Bloody., We never wrote a purely political pamphlet and he nevers

systematically expressed his political views, The only issue which might

be conqldered Dolwtlcal to whlch WLllwams devoted any extensive attentlon

religious concern.’

The statements he did make on political affairs were neither

ineated . Consistent t#rith his awareness of

6 Ernst, Roger Williamg, P. 1ix,

7 Sunra., p. 58-61,

i ——

i

was. that of cenaratlon of Church‘and state and for Him tHat was a Ddrelyf#TMWMw“qir
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-~~~ -the sovereisnty of God, Williams deeclared, "a civil government is an e -

O
ordinance of God.,"~ Such an ordinance was necessitated by the innate

depravity of man, TIts functian was "to conserve the civil peace of
I . L1 D

Y . B . . X ) - o [ 3 O r ’
people, so far as concerns their bodies and goods."  Thus, government

received its authority ultinately from God,

Like most Protestants of his dav, however, Williams saw the

) © autocratic imnlications in such a concention of the sanctionm of government,
"D |

and desired to dvoid them. Ile, therefore, continued, "But from this Grant

I infer ....that the Soverifne, oresinall and foundation of civill nower

10

lies in the peonle.” Thus, while the authority £or civil government

stermed directly from God, such authority was ecxercised mediatively through
o the?ﬁebplg. It_follwed, therefore,9that'the neonle could form whatever

SIS S & S B |
elr- ”ne-e qs arrd-* d e—s lr*e S -. e A < e i e b s e e R i e e e e e e e

e - " ,;.4.:-;,_,. PR T, tyne_m()f.wqovemment ..... ‘Jas_.z_ve,gt___snit.e.d_»ﬁtbv : .
- o Q
Since the »neonle formed. the sovernment, "It is evident that

]

-

sueh governrients as are by them erected and established, have no more

z

power, nor for no lonser time, than the civil oower or peonle consenting
, e _ _ ’

v 3Hd AgTesing shall Betrust them*ﬁifﬁi"lzmmwtritémsfbéiiéved'tﬁafwtﬁémwm“w";““m“

== government simply became '"the eyes and hands and instruments of the
I & R L ¥ |
people,” By implication, ‘therefore, the people could alter the laws

%

3 Williams, Bloudy.Tenent in P.M.C., III” 249, See also: p. 393, .

9  Ibid.,p249, See also: p. 161,

10 ° Ibid., p. 249,

11 Ibid., p..161, 249, 354, . Williams, The Bloody Tenent Yet More'BloodXJ"‘
~  in P,N.C. 1V,, 80, 487, " '

3 . ~ -

12 . Williams, The Bloudy Tenent, ,in P.N.C., III., 249, See also: p. 393,
13 Ibid., p. 355. ° | h |

‘ . : S . v




.and even the government itself whenever they saw fit.

o e . By imnlication any number of democratic principles could be

g, |
derived from Williams's broadly o&tlined political opinions, but only L

by implication., The details remained decidedly vague, and more evidence

wou ld cé}tainlv be redquired before Williams could be viewed as a precur-

ser of modern democratic notiéﬁ?, In faCt'hefleft.a host of critical - -
political quéstions nﬁaﬁswered, What did he mean when he. referred to
“the'peoplQZ"' H#0w:couId they Qindicate their richts under an abuse of
justiCe? Yhat, for that;matter, were.their‘rights%- What was thejﬂatUre
of a risht? Hhat%ﬁas“the:best,EOmeQf]gQVeﬁnment? What were the hard B
and.fast'limits'£Q=gdvernmental poWefb Williams had not constructed a
Rpoliticél piilosonhy at all; he hﬁd'm@rély'qpxlined alnumber of broad

seneral princinles.,

x

toys' as nolitical theory,; Williams had anm ulterior end in =ind. All of

lis statements on fovernment annear in the context of an attempt to reduce

fﬂ\:* to absurdity the Puritan claim that the nagistrate could deal with reli=

" T T S e s e : e T IR -"; - | - o . . 7 - | - - [, _‘__\ R e T S g—
. gious questions, . Williams was showinz that since the magistrate was re- !
sponsible to the peonle, .the church would "herself be subject to the
.. . ,-'-l ié
changeable pleasures of the people of the World (which lies in wicked- !
nesse, I John 5.) even in matters of lleavenly and Spiritual Nature,"” - :
'Iﬂ@;.lfiﬁ., De 356,
| : |
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Williams dealt with political thebry only to defend the church against

such lntYUQLonS by the micked world | ng@épgq?aliY”6fher;w0f161y'in

outlook, he lacked any true concern for worldly matters,

\N$ For a man who viewed politics with such disdain, U1111ams

e s i

.1ead an exceedwnplv actwve polltlcal 11fe. Ne was the founder of Rhode

e 2 s b 1o 4 41k 2 ot 4 ki s

Island, tobk a large 9art inﬁfrmming its laws, and served the colony in

varvin~ canacities throughout his life, 1lis participation in such under-

. takings, however, did not mean that he acted for »olitical purposes, lle

had no politicél ends 1in mindlwhen he wagbanished, and he develoned none

as his colony grew., lle was active in Rhode Island only because he wisﬁed

to maintain the colony as 2 haven for’ the religiously persecuted;?s
Williams beliQVed thaﬁ-God'had=o§dained Rhode Island for just

such an end, lle declared, ”the most “high and Tloly Wife hath in his infi-

N

‘nite wisdom, provided thisnéédﬁiﬁyihSVQfshelter for tha Door‘and herse=

pe

cuted, according to their several persuasions."16 It was God's will,
therefore, that Williams insure a continuous policy of religious tolera-
tion, and,?illiams-wasvalways solicitous‘of God's‘WLll. Beyond that,

however, his 3011t1ca1 vrodrﬂm took vhqtever form ex nedlency dlctated

15 In 1638 Williams declared, "And having in a sense of God's merci-
ful providence upon me 1n my detTeSs, callel the place PrOVLdence,
T desired it might be for a shelter for nersons distressed of ‘
conscience ...." Records of the Colony of Rhode Islandy I, 22. .

16 Williams to Major Mason, June 22, 1670, in P.M.C., VL, 344,
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In a wilderness society, with a small population, exmediency

_dictated a simple form.of democracy. Accordingly, Williams and his asso-

+ ciates originally met together to settle their common affairs, In a

letter to John Winthroo,.written shortly after the establishment of

ety ympe Pt st b i e o A ot e L e it R et e n ok i at ibaan < At e < s e+ S

Providence, Williams described their form of government:

(9

The condition of myself and those few families here planting

with me, vou know full well: we have no Patent: nor doth the
¢ face of Magistracy suit with our. present concitidn. llitherto,

the masters of families have ordinarily met once a fortnight

and consulted about our common neace, watch, and plantin~;

and mugyal consent have finished all matters with sneed and

neace, |

<

It should be noted that even atvthis-early stage, suffroge was limited

to-heads of families - a limitation which would be out of place for a

[ —

nrogenitor of modernh democratic nractice, but one vhich w-s totally con-

\

laturally, as the town’of Providence grew into the colony'off

*hode: Island, a more comnlex form of govermment was réquired. In 164k,
Williams obtained & royai‘charter for  the ﬁnion of Providence, Portsmouth,
“Tm3aHﬁWN€Wvﬁrt,;aﬁﬁfiﬁﬁiﬁﬁ7*he'féﬁfésﬁﬁféﬁ‘Prbviaéﬁﬁe”ét"é*EOﬁVéﬁtiéﬁ'in'*

Portsmouth to establish the government of thé-colon&; :Thisrassembly
passed a number of '"Acts and Orders'" which codified the 1ldws.and estabs

lished a representative government. The members were correct in asserting

""that the forme of Government establihed in Providence Plantations is

DEMOCRATICALL; that is to sav, a Government held by ve free and voluntarie

17 Williams to John Winthrop, 1636 or 1637,'EBIE@E;C,, VI, 4

——
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consent of all, or the oreater narte of tle free Inhabitants.”l8 Inha-
bitants referred to landholders, but since almost everyone owhed land,

this property qualification did not significantly effect th~ extent of

B suffrage,

- . PR o 0 i g o, oo w0 g M i e § e 0t thnis g0+ gt e

Certainly; 7i11iams nlaved a large part in f@rmulating these

t . - il

MActs. and Orders." Are we,. therefore, to conclude that he was an
3 "Irrepressible Democrat?'" Before we go so far, we should realize that

.

Williams was acting out of expediency. Sherking For the town of Provi-
g ~ dence he had laid the rroundwork on vhieh "Aets .and QpﬂéfS”VwaSTproducéﬂ:

Wee do voluntarily assent, and are freelr willin~ to
" receive and o bn “overned b the Lawes o- England,
; g
together with the way of the Administration of Ehem,

soe far as the nature)and constitnution of this Planta-
tion will admit ....1: |

Ther?_WﬁﬁthPhing_EGVQlHtiQnatymiHJﬁhigwdesirewwwgi}%iéﬁffsimpinCalléa“”"@M'
for an adaptation of English representative princinlés to the colonial

situation, Tle was bv no means ahead of his time in doing that.
- .Jt | - .
For the rest of his life, Williams was active infiherpolitical
¢ ﬁ | | | o |

e nWWWMWMmmmﬁwwaﬁﬁaipsmeﬁmgheéew%sland;Wnct“bétﬁﬁéé“ﬁé”éhjOﬁédyﬁlé;ing wvith "children's -

tovs,'" but because he wanted to show that aacoﬁﬁunity diviied on religious
affairs could maintain civil peace. Tn Rhode Island this task demanded
his constant attention, for the settlers were a quarrelsomne, contentious,

itdependent, and often -greedy lot. On a number of occasions thev threa-

18  Records-of ‘the Colony of Rhode Island, I.,, 156,

h

19  1Ibid., p. 147
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-

s .‘
tened to split the colony asunder.
_In 1651, for eximple, when Willimms,travelled'to»England to have
the charter of Rhode Island confirmed by CrﬁmﬁeliiS*énvernméﬁt,“thh forns
| | | )
began firhting among themselves. By the time of his return in 1654, the
| _ 20 ...
colonv had, in fact beon d1vwded Lqu four hostlle camns, J;]l}ams -
sent a l@tter_tQ_Ihé;tommfgﬁ;ErevLdeneevadmenishinﬁ themwﬁer*thérf“—“_t
in the dispute and evhortin~ them to seck a reunion of the colony., 1In
so urging his fellow settlers, he did not emdhasize the need to nreserve
the colony because the democratic nature of its government was on trial
before the world, rather "that grand canse of TRIFT A™ FREZDIM OF GON-
QC&QNCE3”21' motivated his concern., For Williams the religious exweriment
was clearlv of vital imdortance. Politics formed a secondary and depen-
dent issue., Williams simolw dﬁsireﬁ?t1at the. government maintain order
so that men would be convinced ‘that relisious freedom was not synonyuous
-7ith anarchy, . d
i Rhode Isglafid seemed to he the wrong, place to »rove sich a noint
. | » A
for n0~sodner«had the COlony been reunited- than a droup of setiler~ began
to clalm that the DrLWCLUle of frecion of ccnselence Drohlblted the govern-
200 The towms of Providence, Newport, Warwick, and Portsmouth which
- originally formed Providence ?lantations had reverted to an
‘independent status due to the proorietary ambitions of William
Coddington founder of Portsmouth. For a brief but clear history
of the political develonments in early Rhode Island see: Charles
M. Andrews, Our Earliest Colonial Settlements (Ithica, 1962),
pp. 86—11? o
21  VWilliams to The Town of Providence, January 1655, in P,N.C., IV.,
264, | : o . '
. .
| 3, |
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was still essential to the pnroper functioning of the ship, :

*“;*“fFMMww@wha%LWi}}iam%wwaﬁ%eéwwaSMfe&iﬁiﬁﬁSw}ihefty~withinwan%0rﬁered”“.f‘

22 williams to The Town of Providence, January 1655, in‘P.N.C., VI.,

»

ment from punishing lawbreakers, Williams, having just been elected
President of the Colony, replied with his now famous metaphor of the ship

of state., Once again, he revealed his concention that Rhode Island was D 1

—

igious, not a political experiment. Ile declared that . - o

b et

thehome of a reli

S

liberty of conscience meant the freedom of each Christian or Jew on ship-

e e e -

board to hold their own services or to attend or absent themselves from

the shin's services as they saw fit., This freedom, Williams emphasized, 1.

did not constitnte licensé,. The captain still commanded the ship, order 3

K

If anyv oF the seamen refuse to perform their services,.or s |
passengers to pay their freight; if any refuse to heln, in i
person or nurse, towards the common charges or defence; if
any refuse to obev the common laws and orders of the ship,
cohecerning their common neace or nreservation: if anv shall +
mutiny and rise un against their commanders and officers; if . /ff
-any should nreach or write that there ought to be.no comman- = . I
der or officers; because all ere equal in Christ, therefore |
no masters nor officers, no laws nor ordé?s, nor corrections

+ nor punishments; - I say, I never denied, but in such cases,
whatever is nretended, the commander or cormanders may judge, -
‘resist, compel ani punishzﬁuch transgressors, according to
their deserts and merits,

!

society., Expediency dictated that the Society inh which he lived assume
a democratic nature., If she situation had been different, there is no

reason to believe that Wiiliams~wouldinqt have beenaﬂﬂnﬁeniea;With another

279,

.
M
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(@

form of government. He was a democrat only bv accident, and his concention

3

of democracy was less advanced than that of some of his contemporaries.

His only contribution to American political tradition was his conviction

N

that diversity of religious opinion could exist within a stable society, — —

267 'Williams, George Fox Digg'd Out of His Burrows, in P.N.C., V., 5,

'w‘Williaés, h;wever,'once decléred, "I have been charged with folly

for that freedom and liberty which I have alwavs stood for; I say liberty
| ] o o I S | .
and equality, both in land and g'c>~7;.iernme1:1t."2'L There is no reason to dispute

?

this statement. Tllowever, too much has been made of it bv historians. The

remove all class privilege from the political and economic spheres, They
view him as an early nersonifieation of a Jdcksonian democrat.,
sWilliams,'howevef, possessed none of the confidence in the abili-

< N

tips;_5ue believed that the art of governingvrequireﬂ special_talént55 that

25

the common man "may be no wayes qualified," Williams had no faith in the

goodness, integrity, or t7isdom of men in general. .In fact he was prone to

an aristocraCy-ofzbirth or wealth, 1In fact, he attacked the Quakers because?

among other things, they tended to reduce the level of '"ecivility" in soci-

ety.26

24 Williams to The Town of Providence, August 1654,1in P.NG.y VI,, 263,

25  Williams; The Bloudy Tement, in P.N.C., IIT,, 415,

passlm,

o

Qti@ﬁwpﬁgthﬁgbgmmgnJmanghhighggharacterized\the,JagstnianwappE@é;hWt94ng;_wWLW”w

tament—their vileness and baseness,  There is no evidence that he disdained
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LY

- |
A stronger case might be made for an interpretation of Williams

as .an econonic equalitarian. . In 1633 he divided the land around Provi-
‘dence, which .he had purchased earlier from the Indians, among his fellow

settlers, receiving thirty pounds in return. Williams renounced all fur—'
’ 3 y D | b e —

ther personal claims to these lands and agreed that anyone"deSiring?to

-

settle thereafter should pay thirty shillings to the tovn treasury for

the orivilege, -The new settlers would then assume equal nolitical rights

27

with the original settlers, One nicht argue, therefore, that in renoun-

cing his pronrictary privileges, Williams derionstrated a belicf in economic
@hﬂality.

| o
The subseauent history of I/illiams's activity in Rhodé¥lsland

adds weisht to such ~n inter»retation. As the colony grew the original
A&

e Ca

their pretensions on behalf of the noorer settlers, In instance after

instance he demonstrated 2 keen awareness »f social and economic justice
' { v | N _

and called upon the more nowerful settlers to fulfill their obligations

-«

<

i

Evern ¢iven theése faCtSQ'hOWBVGri Williams. does notinegesgarily
emerde as an exnonent of e~ualitarianism in any form, After all, he

classified land, meadows,. andvcéttle~aldng-withfgovernmént as "children's

27  Records of the Colony of Rhode Island, I., 22-2l,

28 The best summary of the events involved can be found in Brockunier,
Grrepressible Democrat, op., 1004281, The interpretation set forth
here, however, is decidedly different, I




~and his political program never assumed levelling aspects, His land policy.

75,4

toys.," lle had no real theoretical interest in social or .economic affairs

I 4

- evidenced an unusually generous personal nature, but it was hv no means

, PN | | .
an uncorron nolicy for earlv New England towns. As a good Christian, his

P p—— i R

2~ sympathies were directed toward the »noor, and this naturally lead him to

~

espouse their cause, 1In so doing, however, he was pnracticing Christian

- charity not attempting to remake the social or economic order. 'lHow much

ed

sweeter Is the counsel of the Son of God," he declared, "to mind first
the matters of his kingdom ....to be content with food and raiment: to
mind not our ovm; but every man thé things of another ....u29

Williams's statement that he alvays stood for equality in land

- and government, therefore, should be wviewed in light of this spirit of

. Christian Yove, for that was the spi

do this, of course, is to deny that he was a nrogenitor of modérn noliti-

cal or soeial ‘theories, Yet, to do this, is to view him for what he was:

a religiouz zealot attemnting to fulfill the will of God in all thineas,

¥illiams was so imbued with rrligious zeal that the affairs of =~

" )

this world were ynimportant to him,. In fact, an air of unreality surrounds
any discussion of his political and social thought or aetivity. Such an
analysis is of necessity a forced one, dealing with things which had no

I3 . PN : . . B -

real meaning to him, Williams would have preferred to forget the world

v

.
o

29 WilliamS'to'Mbjor Mason, June 22, 1670, in~P,NIC;,iVI{; 34,

yitwwh;gh;@ermﬁatdﬁ;hiswliﬁe;;@Igﬁ?;;;mfMWWMWWW
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entirely, but circumstances forced him to become actively engaged in

its continuous problems, Yet he always remained aloof from what he

- was doing, somehow above it all, striving for the heavenly, the other- .

v

worldly, "Alas! Sir,”Vhe.wrote tofkmjor Mason, "in calm midnight thoughts

earthlv nothings, about which .we moor fools and children ....dis CYU iet

. . .. : QO e . . Y . . . ‘
ourselves in vain?"”" Alas, Williams was really himself only in those -

Dy ¥

"calm midnight thousghts,"
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CONCUMON
~—ﬁ,-Rﬁéer*ﬁ&i}fams‘inHiSfTime and Oﬁrs ]
"Like the New England Puritans y Roger f\7i'llialns felt that reli-~
gion was the core of man's existence, \f@fﬂhim an.! for them; man's relal
tionship»tQ.GQG exnlained thezmeaninngf‘life énd in turn gave meaning to
life., The study of this relationship through the Bible, histor&) and
observation of the world'ﬁas the primary duty of every individual, fo;
&

this study revealed God's will, which had to be followed if a man wad to.
England Puritans arrived at.diffefing conClusions-coﬁcerninq this rela-

) tionshin, violent and acrimonious;cantyoversyfensued._'Nith salvation

hanging in the balance, how could it have been otherwise?

s

The ba TTiams and his debate with John Cottom, . °

“LIe

=z e
LT

3
e
Ul
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however, have tended to obscure the basic similarities between his thought
and that of his Puritan brethren, Not only did Williams share their theo-
centric cosmology, but he agreed with them on a number of basiC‘theologicalyﬁ

points, Both Williamsvénd‘thé New England Puritans were Calvinists, belie-

® .
¥ Fu
b

'ving in justificationfby-féith,and the doctrine of the elect, They agreecd
that the Churech ofﬂEnglandTwasiQerupt and should be reformed. They de-

f,i ‘ B . . L . - . m
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sired a return to primitive Christianity and an elimination of ritual

14

and hierarchy, They felt that a true Church was comnosed only of

"living stones" and that its organization was of a concregational nature.

4 o | - mlike the Mew England Puritans, however, Williams was an idea-

.list, a perfectionistrwwWhereuthe~Puritansiwerewwilling~tﬁwcvmvromiseiwhewWWM““”“””

é - was not, Heﬁce, %hile they maintained a theoréfibalfGOﬁnéétion with the
§ Church of England, he demanded strict separation. Vhile the Puritans
é wished to c?rcumscfibevGod's gove:eignty Vithin the'humanly undgr§tandab1e‘
g and consistent norms of tﬁe covenant theory,IWilliams demanded that they
5 stand alone and unaided before God,
% ,SUCh.Derfectionism forced himutafdiéaSSociate himSelf from the 1
% ﬁéﬁﬂEngléndtChurches,_and led to hig.baniShment from,the colony, He
bepameva seekerﬁof’réligious trwth,"demanding~toletation for all.religiqné,
» ‘ i 'ﬁgégiwé;?~reunited the~w§r1d at'the §ec0ndpcomiﬁg. Ever aware of divine

prerogative, he felt that any civil interference in spiritual affairs o
would be an affront to God, In his desire for toleration, he was defen-

ding God's right to direct man's spiritual affairs, not man's right to . .

choose~his own religious beliefé; Williéms wanted each individual to
' be free to folibw wherever‘God-might;leaq, |
Even by seVenteenthﬁggatury standards,wRoger Williams was a
3feligious zéalot; 'ﬂis ﬁhébmpromising aD§f5aéh‘td,théology made him~ap§éarw~

"divinely mad.'" Tis fanaticism shocked even his pious contemporaries, and

the zest with which he .argued the Lord's cause hecame notorious . Yéty -
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“Proper context, ~This process may have mdde Williams less attractive to

79,

his ardor was directed toward brotherly love, his fight was waged for

peace, Williams looked forward to the New Testament promise of spiritaal

»

unity and personal happiness. 1In his quest for perfection he had rejected

the Puritan emphasis on the stern and just Jehovah, for the nromises of

Christ's mercy and love.

questioned his sincerity. OMnly in later and less religious times, did men

come to feel that behind the rhetoric of his theology'there lurked the rea-

LN

lity of political and social ideas. Only then did his writings become

political tracts, and his colony of Rhode Island an exneriment in demo-
Cracy. S o v ’ S BN

- .

In the foregoing pages I have attempted to view Williams from a

seventeenth-century perspective, to examine his life and writings in their

the modern.reader, but it should not have made hi@~1essusignificant, Only

by understanding the American heritage, not by fabricating it to fit our

present aims, can we deal intelligentlv.with modern America.

-at he—was-wrong, but few —

e b vz e an e v sme e ywene sy
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Bﬁt*What'does t1illiams foer”our secﬁlafégé§‘ E&én hié‘ﬁogiéf
quest for religious liberty was predicated on Drincipies.we‘hAVe rejected,
What pragmatic value does a study of his life and'writings offer? Let
Williamé answer,4;Lét,him-progéSe-én.ideal we¢ do have ito- be rgiigioﬁé»ta

~

share:

having bought Truth deare, we nust not sell it cheape,
not the least graine of it for the whole #World, no not
for the saving of Soules, though our owvne most nrecious,

&
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least of all for the bifter sweetino of a little f
\ | . ~ vanishing pleasure, for’ a little puffe of credit . 3
. o - and reputation from the changeable breath of uncer- ¢ ‘r

1 tain sons of men, for the broken bagges of Riches g
§ on Ragles wings, for a dreame of these, any or all |
; N of these which on our death-bed Yanish and leave tor- ) .
] menting stints behind them ...," | -
| o i o R |
;

[

) -
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&

1 %Williams; The Bloudv Tenent, in P;N.C., III.,'IS. I have taken the

liberty to moderni.ze paragranhing and the placement of commas in the
above quotation, |

A
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