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P U B I, I S 11 E R ' S N O T E . 

In n letter writ.Len lu 1820, llf ~Ir. 8a111:1cl l~ucly, ror mnn1 
ycnrR 1u·evlo11~1y Sccrctnry of' Stntc of Hhodc hln11<1, to Mr. 

Jn111cs S:nnge, then cngngcll in cdlll11g W haLhrop's Journnl, re• 

fcrrl11~ to the Apirit with which most New Englnml hist.orlcnl 

writers hnd written conccrnh1g the cnrly ~ttllcrs of Uhodc lsl:md, 

used the following Jnngungc: "Yn~uc r<'ports ought uc,·cr to 

be adopted in opposition to records. :Neither ought they to be 

nctoptcd at nil but a& aucli ;-nnd not then, until the proper 

sources of lnform:itlon ha,·c been cxnmincd ;-I nm npprchcnsh·e 

thnt much of,, .... ~ hns hceu snilJ, and continues to be said, of the 

first settlers or this stntc, Is founded on the s:une authority. I 
purpose hereafter to sl10w something of t11i~ kind in the cnsc of 

Gorton, who nppcnrs to liavc hcen the common hutt of nll the 

enrly, nnd some late writers, thnn whom I nm persuaded oo one 

of the curly settlers of this country bas rcccin:cl more unmerited 

reproach, nor any one suffered so much injustice. His opiuious 

on religious suhjccts '"'ere probnbly somcwlrnt. singular, tho1;1gh 

certainly not more so thnn those of many at t1Jls dny,-but that was 



6 runL18IJER's NOTE, 

Ail business, hie opinions were llis own, nnd he hnd n right to 

them."• In a subsequent communicntion to Mr. Snvnge, Mr. 

Eddy"lvrltcs: '' I did intend • • to hnvc gh·cn n sketch of the 

life of Gorton, whom I still think hns been much nbu,:;cd, nnd I ha<l 
m·nde minutes for that purpose, but my feelings at prcsrut nrc 

widely dllfcrcut from whnt tl1cy were 11t thnt time. I mcnn not by 

tbi8 that I hnYc Jost nil curiosity for these subjects, but I have lost 
. 

ncnrly nll conftdcncc as to the truth of what is rclntod. • • • 

(Having cxpo~cd some or thc~c errors, be proccc_ds): I mention 

tbcsc facts to show how cngy it is to write cnrclcssly nbout men 

whom we hntc or dcsJllsc. Some writers sny he wns whipped, 

others corrected, nt Newport, which ls true, if by correction Is 

mcn.nL other tl1an whipping, I know not. There ts 110 c,·ldcncc 

on .record of cJthcr,-but ndrnit be wns both ,-.·J1lpped nnd cor­

rected, it was not for crime ; an lmmornl net, so fur :is I know, 

ltas not been charged upon him ; bis offences were his opinions. 

• • • I l1ave rend, I believe, nlmost every word tt.nt is lt'gl­

blc or tbc record of tbls colony from its first settlement till 

ancr tb1} death or Gorton. From the Onst cstalillshment of tho 

government he wos nlmost constnnt1y in office, and during a 

long life there IA no instnucc of record to my knowledge of any 

rcproacb, or censure cast upon hlm, 110 complaint ngninst lJlm, 

although history furnishes abundance of c,·t<lcncc that th(?l"C 

was no ltlclt of enemies to his person, principles or property. 

This can hardly be snld or any other eettler in the colony of any 

stauding. It was this fnct that fixed my opinion or t.he general 

tenor or his conduct and the uprightness or his cht1rn.cter. • • 

• Winthrop's JonrnaJ, ed. 1825, vt.. p. 296. 



runLTS11En·s NOTE. 7 

It wonld be n rcmnrknblc fact thnt n mtrn ~honhl be nn enemy U> 

mnglstrncy, to rrligion, in shnrt, n bnd mnn, nncl yet con~tnntly 

enjoy the confidence of his fclJow-tcnrnsmcn nnd receive from 

them the hl~hest honors in their gift."• Such were the ,·lcw~ of 

on~ of the ID()St earnest nlHl lnboriot1~ of onr Rhode Islaml 

schol:\rs, Mr. Eddy wns the first rcul inYestigntor of the orig­

hinl s 1,u1ccs of iuformntion in the n.rchlvc111 of Hhotle Island for 

Rhode lslnml la.l~tory. lie nc,·cr cnrrlcd out his purpose of 

writing n clcfencc of Mr. Gorton, but he lnid n foundntion for 

tho8c who cnmc nfl<!r him, nml n mo~t worthy nnd nblc succ~s­

sor wlll he: fomu.l 111 Chief .Tu~ticc lJmyton, the nuthor or the 

present ucfc1u·c. Thron~h n long life Judge Ur~yton lmJt Dt) 

opportunity of l'Xplorin~ C'VCrJ orl~lnal ~onrce of lnform:1Uon, 

tnking nothing- to he trne without the most cnreful cxnminntlon. 

At the thnc of his death, the paper nlthon:;h unfinished, was 

found to he In such condition thnt It could be rc11d by a person 

ftuuili:.u with the writing of Judge Brnyton. Ilis brother under­

took the ,rork, nncl it ls here presented n_q Jutl~c Brnyton lef\ it. 

Uufortunntcly the nuthor mnde no reference to his nutboritics, 

such n~ nrc now required ln hli.;toricnl ~tnclies. nnd the lnccs~nnt 

Jnhors of t.hc pnhli~hcr hnxc 11rcvc11tcd hlm from dc,·oting tho 

time neccs~ary to have nccomplt!-!hr,d tha.t flesirnblc objcct,­

nc,·crthcles~ such nnthorltit~ ns the publlsh~r h:u, consult,ed hmvc 

tcsultcd In confirming- him In his prcvlou~ opinion as to the solid 

fouudntlons upon which the nuthor hns reRtcd his cnsc. 

It reflects no credit upon the Mcholurship, or the spirit or 
Rhode Isl:lnd men, thnt it hns required two and n. hnlf centuries 

• Winthrop's Journi\l, ed. 1852, T. 2, ts, &9. 



8 l'UBLISH t:R'~ NOTE. 

to Yindlc:1te the chnrncter of one of the Founders from the re-. 
pcated nttncks nnd nspcrslons of ncnrly nll writers on N cw Eng-

Jnnu History. Mr. Gorton Ruft'crcd, from the moment he lnndctl 

-In New Englnnd to the dny of MR dcnth, from the infamous ont­

rtlgcs perpetrated upon him by the Mnssnchusctts Colony, nnd 

Crom the day or hls dcnth to the present hour, hl~toricnl wrllcrs 

have continued to denounce him, with what truth the following 

nnrrntlve wtll shon·. There Is, however, one pnrtlnl exception -

Mr. Chnrles Denne,' In a rnonogrnph published in 1850, mnklng 

the following stfttcmcnt concerning these things: ' 1 Oorton's 

nnrrnt.lon or nll theffc proceedings, Is very minute, nnd, tr mainly 

to be relied upon, reflect~ no credit on the MM~nchusctts authorl• 

ties. Their ,vbolc conduct towards Gorton nnd hls compnnlons 

Crom about the period or their removn.1 to Sha,vomut un tit their 

summary banl8bment rrom the Me.ssachuse-tts Colony was atro­
cious." 



A DEirfu\TE OF SA~IUEL GORTON. 

THE original proprietors of Shn womct-tbe 1ncn 

'"ho comn1cnccd the scttlc1ncnt nftcrwnrus · called ,v n1·wick-rcccivcd their deed of pln·ch:isc fron1 tho 

hnnd of ~liantonomi, one of the chief snchems of the 

Nurrngansctts, nt Shawomct. It purports to hnvo 

been executed on the premises. It bcnrs date Jnn­

unry 12, I u42, old style. 

· It conveyed to them a tract of land twenty miles 

in length, tho e:1stcrn boundary extending fron1 the 
outmost point of Shn.womct, now \Vnnvick Neck, 

nlong the Sohomcs bny. to n rock in Occupn~sun­

tuxct, now Spring Green cove, off the shot·c of 

Cole's farm. 

The south line from tho encl of \V urwick Neck, 

crossed ·in its course tho northern part of Potowo-
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rout Neck, excluding so n1uch of thnt neck frotn the 

King's Province which was boundc<l by the southern 

line of ,v nrwick, as by this deed. 

The northern line from the rock at Spring Green 

cove ran due west, passing a little north of llill's 

Grove, ncnr n place denominated by the Ind inns '' the 

farthest wnding-pluco nt Tonskonuknnot." It pnsscd 

through whut 1vns called the Pettcconsct bottoms, 

and, crossing the Pnwtuxct river, ns it nscendccl the 

hill, pnsscd through the homestead, nlwnys, from the 

first settlement unu now, owned nnd occupied by 

1omo one of the Stnfford f.-imily, nn<l, as the survey­

ors sny, 31 feet north of tho chin1ncy of thnt home-

1tend house. Thence westwnr<l, it crossed the ~Ioshnn­

ticut brook nnd n1cndows, nn<l, ns it rose fron1 these, 

pnssc<l, ns it came to tho higher lands, ncur the 

"ronriog brook,>' t~cn a mill-stream-now a cascade 

-nnd then west, crossed the northwest lnnnch of 

the Pawtuxet river at Fiskville, nnd on to the Con- . 

necticut 1i ne. 

This line left to the south, between it nnd the 

Pnwtuxet river, n large trnct of lnnd, for the posses­

sion of which the purchasers had to contend with 
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\Yillinm fiarris, under what ,villiam cnlls his "~Ion­
strous Diana of upstream, ,vithout limits." 

The original grantees in this deed, were, in the 

order in which they wci·c nnmcd, Hnnclul Ilouldcn, 

John Gree.no, John ,vickcs, Francis ,Ycston, Snm­

uel Gorton, Richard \Vntcrn1an, John ,varncr, Rich­

ard Cnrder, Snmpsor. Shotton. Hobert Potlcr, ,vn. 
liam ,ruddall. These eleven narncs oniy, are in­

serted in the deed. But there was nnothcr nssoci­

nted with thcn1 before their rcmovnl to Shawomet, 

nnd understood to h11vo been a purchuscr .with them, 

nnd, ns the consideration of the purchnsc \YRS one 

hundred nud forty-four fi1thoms of wnmpum, so the 
proportion of cnch wna twelve fnthoms. This other 
wns Nicholas Power. 

The first clear cvi<lence ,vo hnvo thnt these were a 

distinct nssodation of n1cn, is n writing nddrcsscd to 

the Genernl Court of i\Iassnchusctts bcnring dnte at 

Mooshnwsct, Noven1ber 20, 1642, hnving the signa­

tures of nll the twelve, nnd showing that here, nt 

:!\Iooshnwsct, was an nssocintion (n community) sep­

nrnte nnd distinct from every other community in 
New Englund, eliminnted by little nnd liLtle by with-



4 A DEFENCE OF SAMUEL GORTON. 

drnwnl or by exclusion fron1 tho other colonies, no 

longer suhjcct to their lnws or to their lawful power. 

To remove nli pl'ctcxt fo~· th_c exercise of nny vio­

lence upon them hy the clon1innnt power ·in tho bny, 

nnd which it lmd thrcntcncd, it hccamo cxpc<licnt, 

ueccssnry, I mny sny, thnt they should rcn1ovc, not 

only hcyoncl tho limits of that patent, but beyond 

the neighborhood of those who ha<l or 1uight sub111it 

tbemsclv~s to the juriscliciion of thnt power .. 

Shnwomct wns judged to be n p1nco of security •. 

It wus beyond the outmost ve1·gc of civilizntion ; be­

yond the lin1its of every pntent; beyond the lin1its 

of nny cln.im by nny English suhjcct, much n1ore of 

nny such English right. They hoped that he1·e they 

hnJ n home, where, acknowledging their nllegiunce 

to their l{ing, and subject only to bis lnws, they 

n1ight rest, free from the lnwful •interference of nny 
cnrthly power Sl\Ve the l{ing, whose power nnd 

·whose will they might sufely trust to mnintuin their 

rights should uny unlawfully invn<le them. 

I do not propose nt this time to go for,vnrd with 

the history of the scttlcn1cnt initiatctl by this pur­
chase. \Vhnt I have to sny now will be of the pnst 
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-of the then pnst. It n1ny be more interesting nnd 

IJcrhups more profitable nn<l helter serve. to bring 

out the truths of history ( they had a history) to 

trr:co these n1cn, us well us we _n1ny, through the agi­

tations and trn.nsnctions thl'ough which they passed 
witb the· people nnd colonies of New Englnnd, till 
they can1e to this place of hope, to see, if we mny, 
how they bccan10 unitcu, whnt pl'incip-le bound them 
together and whnt they hnd· in comanon when they 

joyfully caane in unde1· the first patent of 1643-4, as 

pcnccnhlc, ot~derly, loynl men. 

or these tncn thus associutcd, S:lmucl Gorton \VBS 

the most prominent, pcrhnps the 1nost lcnrned. He 

WO.! the writer of this body, held n ready pen, but 

thnt he bud grcuter influeuce or control of this body 

than son1e other members, is not certain, nod is. not 

probnblc. 

I-Io wus born 1592, in the parish of 

Gorton, four or five 1nilcs distant southwest· from· 
the present city of ~Innchcstcr, nnd whence that city 
is supplied with wuter. Herc the fathcr8 of his body, 

as ho ~mys, lived, for some gcncl'ntions, not unknown 

to the heraldry of Englnu<l. Here he was brought 
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' 
up und educntcd. Although not educated nt the 

. 
universities or at any of the celebrated schoolst he 

received n clnssicnl educnlion by private tutors. Ile 

wns n llcbrcw scholar, skilled in the lnngungcs in 

which the Scriptures were written. Ile hnd , been 

fnmilinrly ncqunintcd nt his hon1c, in his younger 

dnya,, with n pious, godly mnn, who afterwards, in 

1638. while Gorton wns nt Plymouth, bccnme tho 

preaching cl<lcr of the church iu Ilollnnd, out of 

,vhich th~ church nt Plyn1outb cnmc. In his later 

ycnrs, in mid<llc life, he wns n citizen of London, cnr­

rying on business ns n clothier. \Vhcthcr he went 

directly fro1n the place of bis birth to Lon<lon, docs 

not nppcnr, nor nt whnt time be left his home, 

though it mny be inferred from whnt ho snys, thnt ho 

did not lcnve till the uge of about twenty-five, or it 

nu1y be thirty yenrs. I-Io was 1'csic.ling in London in 

1635, then forty-three years of ngc-lhcn n. clothier. 

On the 18th duy of June, of thnt ycnr, John Dukin­

fielc.1, of Dukinficld, in the county of Chester, Eng­

lnnd, gives him n rclense by the namo of Snmucl 

Gorton, of London, clothier, of nll nctious nnd cnuses 

of action, etc., from the beginning of the world to 
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tbnt date. It n1ny be thnt he was then closing up 

his business in L-ondon preparatory to his depnrture 
for N cw England. It probably was so. He hnd 
never been nccustomccl to nny scrYi)c lnbor in nny 

part of his life, nor hml his wife until he cnmc to 

New Engl:1nd. .As n special mark of respect he hnd 

prefixed to his name i\11'., nlways. 

I-le kncn·, it was mnltcr of common know-ledge, 

that o colony hn<l been planted nt Plymouth, in New 

England; thnt n portion of the church "·hich hnd 

gone to llollnn<l with Robinson to C:5cnpc the perse­

cution in Englund, nuc.1 to enjoy their liberty to wor­

ship ns they were ennble<l to un<lcrstnnd tho Scrip­

tures, had, cn<luring grcnt hnrclships ou the voyage 

nnc.1 greater hy lantl ere they bccnmc settled in their 

now home, there settled, nn<l were enjoying the 

liberty which they sought; the civil state exercising 

no nuthority over the consciences of mcu; the ecclcsi­

a~tical censures accompanied by no temporal pennl­

tics-bcing wholly spiritual. 

I-Ie bad heard (knew) that n colony, chartered by 

the Crown, had then hccorne estnblishcd in I,Iassa­
chusetts Bay; that the colonists had gone prof es--
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sc<lly for the purpose of securing to thcn1sclves tho 

snn10 liberty which the Pilgrims, having obtnined, 

were content to enjoy in common with other Chris­

tians, nn<l desired not to ect up a power to compel 

confur1nity to themselves and th.cir faith. Accord­

ing to this professed purpose the first church iu 

l\Inssnchusctts was for1ucd, upon the petition of the 

Ply1nouth church, with n covenant '~ to walk accord­

ing to tho rules of tho gospel nnd in sincere con­

furn1:ity to llis holy ordinances nnd in n1utuul love 

nntl respect, ns ncnr ns God shall give us grnce.'' 

This church wns to he independent, huviug the 

sole power to govern itself, with no extcrnnl, civil 

or ~cclcsinsticnl power to bo exercised upon it or its . 
mcn1bcrs. 

He ycnrned (or such a country where he cou]d be 

thus free; where ho 1night worship God according 

to whnt the bible tnught him, ns God enabled him to 

undcrstnnd it. Ile left his native country, ns ho 

snya, "to enjoy tho liberty of his conscience in re .. 

epcct to fuith toward God, nnd for no other end," 

agreeing in this with the p1·oposed object of the plant­

ers of hlassnchusetts. He had not, he did not now, 



A DEFENCE OF 8A;\I UEL GOHTON. 9 

scruple to obey nny civil ordinance for the cduc:ition, 

ordering or government of nny people. Though he 

woulc.1 escape from the ecclesiastical law of Eng• 

ln11<l, he wns not only willing, hut ho dc.~ircd to be 

governed by the goocl o I<l con11non J:ny nn<l the nn• 

cicnt statutes of Eng1an<l in civil things, nncl thnt 

justice should be nclministerccl nccor<ling to the rules 

of the English ln w. Ile <lccmc<l thc8c to ho his 

birthright nncl the l>il'thright of every Eng1ishn1an. 

,vith these views nncl this feeling he left the shores 

of England with the high hopes of this liberty be­
fore him. 

Ile lnnclc<l nt Boston in iiarch, 1636-7, nt the ngc 

of forty-four ycnrs ( 44). I-lo brought with him his 
, . • I 

wife, Ettzn-beth, his oi'dcst son, Samuel, then six 

yenrs of nge, nnd one or 111ore other child1·cn. 

At the time of bis lan<ling the govc1·11mcnt of 

l\lasi;;achusetts wns proceeding nguinst John ,vhccl­
wright, which proceeding began on the !lth d:iy of 

~Inrch, l 63G-7. It was so1ncwhat Jatcr in ~Inrch 

when he nrrivcd. I-le soon discovcrc<l tlrnt the lib• 

crty which he sought wus not here ; that the prac­

tice here wns fur short of the profession ns he un-
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derstoocl it, und the liherty which they prncticed ·wns 

on1y n liberty for thcmselYcs nnd not for other their 

fellow Christians. 

He Fmw nt once thnt they ,,·ere :it grent vnrinnce 

among themselves in point of religion, prosecuting 

it very hotly in tucir public courts, enrncst, excited, 

hcntcd, nngry, nnd, ns Coddington said uftcrwnrds, 

tfthoy were in nhcut nn<l chnffc<.1," '' in our strife wo 

bnd forgotten we wc1·e brethren." This difficulty 

·with ""hcclwright begun with a difference so s1nnll 

thnt the con1n1on inteHcct CQUld not see it, and re­

quired the effort of n strong mind. It wns a long 

time before Cotton could see it, it wns in lnugunge 

l!IO Hko whnt he hitnself hnd prcnche<l. 

They hn<l carJy in their scttlc1ncnt sent home two 

indiviuunls hy the name .of Drown, n1en1bers iucor­

pornte with them, for no other rcnson tbnn that they 

would use the Jiturgy of the Church of ~nglnn<l, 

nwny f ron1 w11ich they themselves hnd come, nnd no,v 

hnd their liberty not to use it; nnd so, to secure 

this beyond question, they would allow nobody clso 

to use it, und so tho Browns were nrbitrnrily sent 

home ns seditious men. Gorton could hardly under--
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stnnd this logic nor could he readily see how here 
• 

the liberty for the Browns to use the liturgy inter-

fered with the liberty of the rest to omit its use. As 

l~ngland was no place fo1· n non-conformist, so ~l:ts­

snchusctts wus no plncc for n conformist. 

Rogc1· ,Yilliums Imel been banished, ns he (Gorton) 

understood it, for n difference about church govern­

ment. They would have sent him home, but that, 

upon ,Yinthrop·s n<lvicc to go to Nnrrngnnsclt Day, 

without the jurisdiction of tho co!ony, he c1u<lcd the 

persons sent for him nn<l fonn<l his wny, in the win­

ter sen.son, to the bank of Seekonk river, on the 

western border of Plymouth colony. Gorton scorns 

not to hnve understood for what cause ,villiams bud 

been (sent nway) lmnishe<l. Ile seems not to hnvc 

been nwnro that \Yilli:uns h:ul maintained that the 

power of the n1agistrate cxtcu<lc<l only to the ho<lie! 

nnd goods and outwnr<l estates of men, nnu not to 

their consciences; that this, with three other :->pin­

ions of his, ba<l hccn pronounced hy tho court nnd 

by the cl<lcrs as erroneous nn<l very <lnngcrous, nncl 

that the el<lcrs an<l ministers all held that the pcr~ou 

who should hold this opinion wus wol'tliy of banish-
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ment; thnt the court hnd given him time till the 

ucxt general court, nnd unless tho cause of com­

plnint were then retnovecl, or sntisfaction given, he 

·might -expect scntcucc; ·that nt tho meeting of the . 
court in October he wns cnllc<l and nskcd if he wns 

ready to give satisfaction in these matters; t.hnt he 

now n1aintnincd nll his opinions ugninst nil nrgu­

ment, without reti·nction, nn<l ~vas 8Cntenced for 

mniutnining them-all of them, without distinction. 

Their conviction of duty required this at the hands 

of the court. 

Gorton nppnrcntly wns not nwurc of this, unless, 

indeed, he meant thnt the difference nbout church 

governn1cnt wns tltis difference : whether tho 1nngis­

trutes should hnve pnrt in the government of the 

church, or whether it should be who11y in the church 

itself, ns tho platform of the fit·dt chu~ch was. 

However this might hnve been, ho could see now, 

in the case of "rheclwright, thnt tho civil mngistrute 

,vns dcnling with· religions opinions, nnd exerci~ing 

this powe1· ns nn nccnstomed thing, n contro11ing 

power, ns it wore-nu intcgru.l part of their systen1. 

He saw that the government wns so framed thnt 
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there .could be but one church, nnd every freem:1n 

n1u5t be n nicmbcr of it nnd hold iti doctrines; that 

it must he regulated by tho civil government. There 

could be but one f:dth. Every one who differed 

fro1n that faith nnd endeavored to nrninbtin the dif­

ference must nece.~sari1y he open to the chnrgc of sccli­

tion. Agitation in the clnrrclt was ngit.ntion in tho 

stale; nnd ngitation of tile stale. The discussion must 

necessarily extend its i11flncncc into the civil stnte 

nnd disturb it to its fuunclutions. 

Accordingly the Drowns were seditious; ,Yillinms 
wns sediliou.,; \\~heel wright was sediliou&; the An-­

tinomians were sediliou.,, nn<l must go nwny; and 

whoever wou]J maintain n <liffcrcncc in cloctrine 

,~oulJ u1so he open to tho charge of sedition ngninst 

tho stutc. Ile did not need to he told ns the llro,vns 

had hcen, that it wns no place for such us be, nnd ho 

quietly went nwny, bccnuso his conscience could not 

close with thch· prnctices. 

As to religions tolcrntion, he ngrccd with ,Yi1-

1iams, nn<l his <loetrino is best explained in his own 

lungunge. I-Ic snys : '' Chi-ist's power is spiritun1, 

nn<l nll power nnd dominion is given to the Son of 
2 
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Goel, both in hcnvcn nnd npon enrth. So, nlso, <lue 

nuthority is given to nil civil n1ngistrates which can­

not be given thcn1 unless thci1· office is bounclctl_ 

within tho cot11pnss of civil things; nnd if the n1ngis­

trntc be required or nllowcd, hy. virtue of hi~ civil 

power, to dcnl in the things of God un<l to intcr­

mcd<lle between God nnd tho . consciences of tncn, 

he is then bound in conscience to suu<luo to tho ut­

most of his power, nH others unto himself, nnd con1-

pcl them to· worship the sumo God thnt ho does, or 

else he uoth not deal faithfully with his Gotl." 

Ilow con]d he remnin in 1'Jnssnchnsctts? II is 

gtntemcnt of his rcnson for lenving it sec~1s like tho 

true reason. \\"illiams sa.Ys to ,Yinthrop in n letter 

dnted October 24, 1638: ''Your very judgment nn<l 

conscience lends you to smite _your brother." All 

the writers ngree in saying thut he remained iu Bos• 

ton but a short time. Cotton, in his reply to ,ril­
linms·s "Bloody tenet", says "ho continued nwhile 

in our town till n reverend n1inistcr in ,½Ondon, l\Ir. 

,rnlker, sent over direction to demand u £100 debt 

of hiln which he had horrowcd of a citiz~n, and the 

citizen h11<l bequenthed it to so1ne good use, whereof 
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~Ir.- \Vnlker was cn1lc<l to some trust," ns if (though 

Cotton docs not sny it) his going wc1·c occasioned 

by the dcnrnnd of, nntl his refusal to pay, nn honest 

debt. If Cotton meant. to intimate such rcfusnl, it 

is ngainst the whole course of n. long life of eighty­

five yenrs, forty ycnrs of which were pnsscd in New 

Englanrl. Ile removed hut nbont n day's journey 

from Boston. The court~ were ns open nt PJy1nouth 

ns nt Boston, and he 1night hnvc been followed to 

Plymu_uth, hut he was not. But there are so1uc fact! 

which, in this connection, it mny he proper to st:1te, 

viz. : Cotton's book wns puhlishccl in London, in 

~Iny, 164 7, ten years after Gorton left Iloston. 

Gorton ,vns then in Englnn<l prosccutiug his com­

plnint ngninst ~Iassnchusctts. The most s11ccdy 

communication wit~ Rhode Islund wns not open to 

him. He could not send by wuy of Boston, hut 

only by wny of the Dutch nt l\lnnhnttnn. This wns 

long, tedious nn<l difficult. Yet on the 30th dny of 

S<'ptcmbcr, 1G47, nl>out four months fron1 the time 

Cotton's statement wns first n1adc puhlic, the release 

of John Dukinficl<l, before n1cntioncd, <luted nearly 

two years before Gorton left Englnnd, wns put by 
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Gorton's <lirc.ction upon the Colony Records nt New­

port, tho n1ost puhlic pince whero it could be re­

conlc<l, nn-d i~ tlw only instrurncnt of the kind upon 

those rccon1s. 

On whnt <lny he 1cft Iloston for Plymouth, we 

hnvo no cYi<lcnco. llo was ut Plymouth on the 7th 

of Juno, 1637, n 1itUo over two n1onths uftcr his 

landing nt Boston, nnu f1·on1 the nature of the truns- · 

actions there, ho n1ust have been nt Plyn1outh some 

little tin10 bcfot·e, eo ns to feel ut hon1e n1uong them, 

nnd hnd duties to pcrforn1 of a civil nn:turo. It may 

ho thnt ho left Boston on tho election of ,Yintlnop 

in the plnco of Vnne, biny 17th, when, ns "\Yinthrop 

snit], they clcur1y bnd the power to crush their op­

ponents, tho A11ti1101ninns. ~lorton snys (nml what­

ever he snys in co11~1nendation of Gorton n1ay be 

tnkcn ns true) thnt on his con1ing he gnve hopes of 

being n ff useful instrument, courteous in his car­

ringc to n11." \rinslow, though ns agent of ~Inssn .. 

chusctts to <lcfcnd then1 ngninst Gorton's complaint, 

he w·as ouligcu to make their uefencc with such rep­

rescntntions ns they directed, some of which he 

would not hnve made of his own motion, nn<l in his 
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discretion, is compcllccl to sny that 'ftime wns when 

his person was precious in my sight." There n1ust 

have been something ~piritunl nhout him to h:i-Yo 

produced such feelings in \\'inslow :rnd to h~n·e 

clrawn from hin1 such un cxprc8sion of nflcctionntc 

regard. ,rinslow seems to hnvc felt it ncccssnry to 

excuse himself for sayiug the hard things he dicl ,my 
in ff llypocrisy Unmnskcd." 

On the 7th of ,J unc, 163 7, the colony of Plyn1outh 

resolved to furni:;h nid to i\ln~sachusctts in the Pe­

quot wnr, und to send thirty n1cn ns soldiers under 

Captnin Prince nn<l Licuteunnt Ilolmc~, nnd ns 1nnny 

n1orc men ns 111ight Le ncccst:mry to mun the vessel 

that wns to carry them. The men volunteered. 

An1ong the names of tho voluntcc1·s on the 7th dny or 

June is tho name of Gorton with tho prefix iir., 

nnd another nan1c is Thomas Gorton, which n:tmc, 

ns soon ns it <lisappcnrs nt l'lyn1outh nppcnrs at 

Portsmouth with i\lr. Gorton. They mny well hnve 

dcc1nc<l him a 'f u-scf ul instrument" at his first coming. 

On his coining he evi<lcntly expected nnd clcsigncd 

to make his home there. Ile hired, hy a written 

lease of Ralph Smith ( who hncl the year before laid 
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down tho ministry), n. part of his house for tho tcrtn 

of four ycur8, nn<l which he expected to occupy dur-­

ing tho tcrni, nnd which ho did occupy during his 

residence nt l1 ly1nouth and till the dny of his depnrt­

ure under his sentence of banislunent. It was, how­

ever, in no sense n home with S111ith, ns if furnished 

of Smith's charity. Smith wa~ content ,~ith the pay­
n1cut of rent for eighteen 1nonths. 

It wns his hnhit while ut Plymouth, ns it wus the 

bn.hit of a long life, to hold dnily 1norning nnd cvcn­

·ing religious services in bis fmuily. Thcso services 

were nt Plymouth usunlly nttcnclc<l hy ~lrs. Sn1ith, 

tho wife of tho lnlc pnstor, and son1ctimcs by other 

members of his fumily, untl were also nttcndcd by a 

religious n1nit.l living in the fumily of ~Ir. Rnynor, 
their present minister, who succccdc<l to Sn1ith's 

plucc. They nttcndcd these ~crviccs without objec­
tion either from Smith or Raynor, down to the 5th 

dny of Novon1bcr, 1638-somc eighteen months. 
l\Iit;trcss Smith wns glnd to come into B family 

'' where her spirit wns refrcshccl in the orclinnnces of 

God, ns in former days, which ,Yns much dccnycd 

nnd almost worn out of religion since she can1e to 
Plymouth," nnd she so expressed herself. 
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The snn1c impression -which ~Iislrcss Smith hnd of 

the Plyn1outh church nn<l nf religion nt Plymouth, 
the church in liollnn<l, out of which the Plymouth 

church cnn1c, nlso hacl. They refused to dismiss one 

of their mcn1bcrs to tho Ply1nouth church, none dis­

senting, becau.~e it consisted of nn npostati1.cd people, 

fallen nwny from the true faith of the gospel. 

,rillimns says, in reference to seeking the Lord, 
" it is n duty i1ot so con11non here ns for111crly ." 

,Yhilo Gorton rnndc his home here, Roger \Y'il­
]huns cmne to Plymouth, where Gorton s:iw him for 

the first time. Ile wns nccompnnied by \Villinm 

Cod<lington, John Cltirkc, und nnothcr (whoso nnn1c 

is ~1ot given) of tho Antinominns, who had tho en­

forced libcl'ty to lcnve Boston, uml who were socking 

for n pl.nee where to set clown fol' a home. They nskcd 

leave to settle at Sown1us, which wns refused. They 

nsked nbout the is1nnd of Aquidncck, the magistrate 

replied it wns free before them nnd "they would be 

loving neighbors." Brnclfortl wrote ,vinthrop to in­

form him ,vhnt wns done nnd snic.l to hin1: Tue isl­

and is not within our pntent, but we "told them 

not so." 
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Ahont tho lnst of l\Iny, n few days. heforc tho 

great cnrthquakc on the first <lny of ,June, l 638, there 

cnmc to Plymouth nn eminent scholar nn<l preacher 

of tho gospel, lcnrncd in tho oricntul Jangungcs, n 

professor, sometime, of Greek and of the Ilchrcw, 

uow sHcncc<l n~ a minister in England. Ile lrnd been 

8cnt fur to he settled us the n1i11istcr of Plyn1outh, 

but, differing fron1 the church in the n1attcr of lmp­

tism, wns not settled. Ile held that the only proper 

n1odc of hnptism wns by inuncrsion. They ,voul<l 

settle hin1 if he would nllow effusion to thctn. Ile 

woulcl not. This difference wns snhmittctl to n.11 tho 

n1inh,tcrs in tho country, fiu· n.nd ncur-Plyn1outh, 

l\Jnssnchusctts, nn<l Connecticut. All were nguinst 

Chnunccy. They rcnsoncd with him by their nhlcst 

ministers. They foiled to reduce him from his error, 

but they fo11 short of convincing him. They felt n 

sort of satisfaction in the fact thnt, in thcit· opinion, 

he hntl been clenrly "<',0nfuted." 

Gol'ton, on his coming to Plymouth, met for the 

first tin1e, John ,Yickes, nnothcr of the originnl pro­

prietors nnd settlers of Shnwomct. Ile had come 

over in the summer of 1635, with his wife, Anna, 
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he ngcd twenty-six, she ngc<l twenty-eight, with one 

daughter, ngc<l one ycur. Lan<linz in Boston, where 

ho 1nn<lc n short stay, he is foun<l at Plymouth in tho 

beginning of the year 1 G35-G; "·as there n<lmiltcll 

ns n freeman, in January, 1 G3G-7; prccc<ling by 

four 111onths, Gortou's arrival in i\1ay, '37; rcmainc<l 

nt Ply111outh <luring Gorton's stay there, nnd prolm.­

bly son1e time nftcr his banishment, performing nll 

the <.lutics of a goo<l citizen nnd goo<l neighbor-a 

man of pence -for nnylhing that nppcnrs. lie came 

fron1 Stnines-, n plnce on the river Thnml'~, twenty 

miles nbovo London ; wns of a good fmnily, in mod­

erate circumstances, nhd came over ns Gorton <lid, 

to enjoy the liberty which wns held out here-free­

dom fron1 persecution for conscience' snkc. 

Ile ngrced with Gorton, nlso, that the power of a 

civil govcrnn1cnt was }lroper)y limited t'J civil things, 

nnd shou kl not interfere between God nn<l the con­

sciences of men. Ile ngrecd, also, with Gorton, in 

that he ncknowlcdgcd nl lcgiunce to the crown of 

Englnnd, nn<l scrupled not to oucy the laws of the 

reuhn-the common 1n w of Englund. Ho also de-

. sired to be governc<l by them. 
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It is sni<l hy 1Iorton: "Ile had been cnr)y sc<lnccd 

hy thnt pestilent seducer, S:nnucl Gorton, fron1 his 

rcligio118 opiuion~, t111d li:ul hccomc, with hi~ wife, 

very nlhei~ts." Hut Gorton wa~ no nthcist, 11s ull 

hi:J co1H.1uct :an<l his writing~ show. Ile ,r:1::1 not con­

dcmneu for that nt lloston ; nobody there charged· 

hiln with it. 1lf o;-lon, snys the wr_itcr of the history 

of New England. is uot over cautiou~ nnd is lia1·dly 

reliable. 

About the first of Scptcmhcr, 1G38, ,Yi11iams was 

ngnin nt P1yn1outh with nnothcr Providence man, 

Thonms J,unes. They cntne now ns witnesses in the 

cnse of Arthn1· Pcuch nnd qthcrs, for the murder of 

a nntivo neat· tho western border of Plymouth col­

ony, nt Attleborough. The prisoners were con­

victed and executed. 

Down to the n1onth of Noven1hcr, 1638, in nJI the 
p:1ssngcs of his life nt Plymouth, for nnything thnt 

nppenrs ngninst him, his con<luct hn<l been in ,a_l1 civil 

1·c~pccts ns pcuccnhlc, ns con1cly, ns innocent and 

inoffensive ns nny other n1nn there. Down to this 

time, Smith hnu taken no offence for any cause. lle 

had at no time discountennccd his wife's attendance 
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in Gorton's fiuuily <luring the religious services there. 

Ile had given no notice to quit, hnd mn<lc no dc­

nrnnt1, hau int imatcd no desire. Hay nor hnd made 

no complnint; the mngistralcs hnd made none; nnd 

for anything that :-ippcars they might h:tvc still l'C­

tninccl the opinion that he was now :t "useful instru­

n1ent." 

Some short time prior to the hcginning of Novc~­

bcr, 1G38 (how long hcforc docs not nppc:n·), nnd 

down to that d:ttc, there wns living in Gorton's f:un­

ily n widow won1an hy the name of EHcn Aldridge. 

She had lately cotne oYcr, had hccn n womnn of gootl 

credit in England nnd wns now careful of hct· repu­

tation. She wns employed in Gorton"s family ns the 

scrvnnt of his wife, who, ns he says, had hccn ns 

tcnclcrly brought up ns nny 1nnn·s wifo then in Ply­

n1outh. They dcsil'cd still to cn,pluy her nn<l she to 

be still emp1oycd. 

!t It had hccn whispered privntcly thnt she hnd . 
sn1iletl in their congregation," nnd \Vi11slow snys 

complnint lrnd hccn n1:ulc to the Governor (Prince) 

"that she had ma<le some unworthy speeches and 

curriuges," thnt the Governor sent to know her busi-
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ness nnd commanded her <lepnrtul'e, und corumnnded 

nls.o the scan1en who brought her ''to return her to 

the place from whence she cnme." 

Gol'ton says it was thrcntcnccl that she should be 

sent out of the colony ns a vagabond. This she 

knew, nod in order to escnpo tho slmme that wns 

tbrcutcne_d to be put upon her, she fled to the woods 

where she rcnu1.incd by day for several days, return­

ing nt night to Gorton's ho1ne, that she might not be 
tuken by the inferior officers nod sent awny in dis• 

grnce. 

Gorton, with his quick sense of justice, nn<l n 
hirgc benevolencQ, spoke in her behalf, nncl, knowing 

lhnt she wns of good report, was no vngrnnt but 

having n homo with him, wus no beggar but cnt·niug 

her livelihood by diligent labor, felt that they we1·0 

denting a hn.rd measure to nn innocent womnn. IIo 

volunteered to protect her, so far ns he properly 

might, and stand between her nn<l thrcatonc<l injus­

tice nnd wrong, nnd, in speaking in her belmlf, n1ny 

have said all tuis. This was the occasion and the 

fit-st occasion that Plvruouth took to deal with hhn • .. 
It has been made n question ( though it wns 
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n.Jwnys understood that he left Plymouth by coin• 

pulsion) nt what tirnc the sontenco of h:1.nishn1cnt 

was passed, in what proceeding nn<l upori what 

it wns based. ~\lorton, i 11 his 7\Icn1oriul, says " he 

wns sutnmone<l to the cou1-t hc]<l nt Plymouth tho 

fourth day of December, 1G38, to an.~1l'er Ra~Jh 
S1nitlt's complaint, nn<l that there he cnrl'ic<l hitnsclf 
so 1nutinously nn<l seditiously as that he wus for tbo 

snn1c nn<l for his turhu1cnt curri:1gcs townrds both 

magistrates nn<l ministc1·s, in the presence of tho 

court, sentenced to find sureties fo1· his good hchnv­

io1· during the tin10 ho should stny in this juri8dic­

tion, which wns limitc<l to fourteen clays. In sorne 

short tirnc he departed to Hhoc.1c Islan<.1 ," ns if that 
were tho ouly proceeding against him. 

This stn.tcmcnt of hiR going nway is exceedingly 

brief, considering the ci1·cumstanccs nctt,nlly nttend­

ing his departure, as wo shull sec by nn<l hy. 
,vinslow, in uI-Iypocrisy Un1n:1skc<l," snys r

1 he 

wns first brought before the court upon Smit!t's co,n­

plaint, nnd thnt he was or<lcred hy the court to· de­

part f1·om Smith's house by a tim,c appointed"; but, 

ins tend of saying ( us fiiortou did) "tltat !te soon de-
3 



26 A DEFENCE OF SA,IUEL GORTON •. 

parted to Rhode Island,'' uses lnngungc implying that 

lie did not go, u.nd snys: "Not Jong· nflcr this, tho 

court then sitting, Novcmhcr 5th, 1G38, the Gov­

ernor sent for him nn<l ho cnmo to the court nnd wus 

questioned by tho court, nnd it wns ohjcctcd ngninst 

hitn thnt ho hnd prevented one Eiicn A ldridgo f1·01n 

nppcnring in court ns she was sun1n1oncd, 1t1\d thnt 

thc1·c he so justified hi-mse1f in what ho hn<l done, 

nnd so persisted in it thnt the court took offence nn<l 

ordcrcu him to find sureties for his good hch11vior 

nnd for his nppcnrnncc nt the next court, Dcccrnbcr 

4, 1638, to nnswer for the contempt, nnd wns com­

mitted till he procured them ; thnt he nppcnred nt 

the next court, December 4, '38, nnd wus at that 

court sentenced to depart lite colony within fourteen 

days." 
These nccounts differ. Tho recor<ls of the court 

nt Plymouth were 1·cgn larly kept, were carcfu 1 ly 

preserved nnd nre now ptinted. They show no co1n­

plaint of Sm,itli at any tinw; niake no 1·efe1·cnce to 

any, nor lo a.ny conirove,-.~y o..f his witli Gorton. 

They do state, under date of November 5, 1638, 

"thn·t one Ellen Aldridge had been required to np-



A DEJtENCE 0} .. SAMUEL OOHTON. 27 

pear on that day to nnswct· to such matters ns on His 

l\Iajcsty's behalf shall ho ohjcctcd ngainst her, nnd 

that she di<l_ not appear, hut wilfu 11,r absented her­

self," n.n<l the record further state~ "that she wa~ con­

veyed awuy by the n1c:ms nn<l help of S:unucl Gor­
ton nnd his wife, whct·chv the r,rfUJ"l ica.'f deluded." .. 
It wns then ordered rr that tho said Ellen shnH he np-

prchcn<lc<l, n.n<l nftc.r correction ns the bench slmll 

think fit, shall ho sent from constuhlo to constable 

to tho place from whence she came." 

There was no specific cl1ar.1e agrrinst_ lter, nor any 

trial, for nnything that nppcnrs there it was an arbi­

trary order. 

Ily an uncicnt statute of Englnn<l, ~ ,,ngrnnt, one who 

is wandering nhout the country, having no l.ion1c nor 

nny n1cans of livclihoocl, supporting un existence by 

hegging or hy worse mcnns, 11iiyltt be sent fron1 con­

stahle to constable nncl ft·o1n pari:sh to parish to tho 

place whence he came-the place of his settlement. 

This womnn <li<l not f:tl I within thnt stututc, if they 

recognized the laws of Englanu-shc u·a.~ no va­

grant-but of the Hccor<l. 

On the snn1c dny, ut the same court, Sn.'u1ucl Gor-
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ton was recognized in the sun1 of £10, Edward. Do­

~y, surety, for his good hchavior nn<l to nppcnr nt 

the next General Court to he holden foi: the govcrn-

1nent. Fut· wltat he was to an.'ncer, i.44 not .,lated. 

There is no cha,·ge again.~l him, except a.r;; i., staled fri 

tl,e 1natter of E'llen Aldridge, nntl it woulcl be implied 

tbnt he wns to answer nt tlwt court for conveying 

awny this woman nnd deluding lite court. 

The next court nt which he wns io nppcnr wns a 

Gcncrnl Court, held on the 4th <lny of December, 

1638. IIe nppen~cd, in pursuunco of his recogni­

znncc. The 1·ecord of the cou1·t contnins no clla1·ge 

against liim, for conveying lier a.way lo p1'event lier 
appearance, but stntcs "thnt Sam,uel Gorton, for his 

n1isdc1nennors in the open court townrds the elders, 

the bench, and stirring up tho people to mutiny in 

the fnco of the court, is tined £20 nnd shnll give 

surety for his· good hehnvior during the time he shnll 

remnin nt Plytnouth, ( which is liniited to fourteen 

dnys) nn<l if he stny above, then to nhide the further 

censure of the court." 

He gave the recognizance. This wns t\t tho snrue 

court tlischnrgcd nnd n new one tnkcn, with Thomns 
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Atkinson us s_urety, with tile additional condition that 

he shall depart the town of Plymout/,, and the goi·ern­

nient thereof wit/tin fourteen days next eMuing, or 

abide tl,e furtlter ceri.~u1·e of lite bench at the next Gen­

eral Court. 

~"'inc un<l prcsenln1e11t. Connnittcd. Remitted 

£20 sterling. 

Tile reco1'd slww., no co1nplaint of Ralplt Smith 

against Gorton; no 8uit; no allusion lo any. 

ltor tho explanation of this discrepancy between 

~lorton and \\' inslow, nntl between each of them nud 

the record of the court, wo nro indebted to the let­

ter of Gorton to Nuthaniel Morton, printed in full 

in Force's Tracts, and for the full text of that letter 

to his ( Gorton's) habit of prcse1·ving copies of such 

of his letters, nnd of such only, us were written to 

enemies, or those supposed to be such. Force 

printed from a copy nuu.lc hy Gorton bi1nsclf. Tho 

publication by ~Iortou of his ~Icmorinl, iu 1669, 

contnining many nn<l gross libels upon Gorton, dr~w 

fron1 hi1n thnt letter, <lated June, 16GU, in which he 

indignantly denies the libellous matter, anu tells him 

that his record ns to him "is a false record, which 
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concenls mnny pnssngcs thnt wcro enncted .nnd f:tlsi­

fics things expl'csscd; tltal lw teas 11ol called before 

tlte court upon Smitlt's complaint al all, hut wns 

cnllcd before it on uccount of Ellen Al<lridgc." 

This wns the first occasion of their dealing with him, 

nnd tliat cluring tlte agitation of this 1natter it was 

tl,at 811iitl1. took offence, he knew not why, unless it 

were his wife's uttcnclnnco ut the religious scl'viccs 

in Gorton'li f:unily. Sruith then dcrnnndcd posses­

sion of hhJ house nnd help to hrenk his lcusc which 

ho hnd 1nnde. I Io (Gorton) wns pcrsundcd to push 

thnt rnnttcr to nrbitrn1ncnt, nnd ·di<l so; delivered 

his writings (his evidence) to the nrbitrntors-of 

whou1 John Cooke wns one, n dcncon of tho church 

-thnt the Governot· commnn<lcd the writing out 

of their hands nnd prevented· their ttction. Tho 

writing he could never nftcrwnrds procure. (This 

out-door nrbitrntion would not nppear in court). 

This sentence of banishment, ns it removed him fro1n 

Plyn1onth, so it rcmove<l him fron1 his own hired 

house, nnd Smith, though he hnd no judgn1ent in his 

. cnse, !tad a.ll the benefit of one. Ile wns to depart 

Plymouth "by a time appointed." 
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l\lorton wns the keeper of these rcconls, nnd hnd 

been for more thnu twenty years when he wrote his 

libellous book. Iln<l he look.eel into them he would 
I 

hnve corrected his statement. Ile professed to hnvc 

derived the greater part of his intelligence from his 

ttncle JJradford'.~ hi.~tory. 

'l'lte1·e is nothing set dozen in tl,at history rel.ating 

to Saniuel Gerton. Ile omitted nil 1ncntion of hin1, 

either becaiu~e it wns not, in his opinion, of suOici_cnt 

impo~·tnncc to he set down, or, becau.,e he would cost 

no reflection upon Gorton ; or, tldrdly, !Jccause :a. 

true relation of their dealings with him would reflect 

no credit on the Government of Plymouth. 

The first proccccling ngainst hitn, then, ns the rec­

or<ls show ( nn<l us it wns in f:tet), wns commenced 

on tho 5th day of November, 1638, nn<l whutc,·cr 

mis<lcn1eanors in the open court townrcls the ciders 

or the bench, he wus guilty of, or chnrgc<l with, nn<l 

of stirring up tho people to mutiny in the filcc of 

the court, occurred either on tlti., day, u·lten lite cou1·t 

was ltelcl nwre privately, or, on tlw 4tlt day ef De­

cemher following, when lite courl icas nw1·e public, nt 

which he .was condcn111cd and sentcncc<l. On tl,eBe 
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two days icere all !tis offences on which the court 

thought worthy to fonncl o. sentence of h:1nish1uc11t, 

and now dropping the charge of deluding the coutt 

by conveying awa.y lite woman, took up the more ng­

gravnting chnrge of contenipt in open court. 

It wns not ,Yinslow'25 purpose in his account of 

these proccctlings nntl of Gorton's · cou<luct, to give 

nny nllovinting circumstances. l-Iis c1c8ign iu pub­

lishing "llyrocrisy Unmaskc<l" wus to nln1tc or re­

move uny prejudice which tt Simplici½''s Defence" 

bnu crcutcd in tho Committee of Parlfoment ngninst 

~1-nssnchusctls or Plymouth, unu for this purpose to 

1>resent the <lurker shades of Gortun's ch:nactcr and 

conduct, nnd to produce the impression t-hnt if tile 

treatment of whicl, G01·ton comphtined were not jus­

tified, it um no worse tlian lie deserved. Ile gave this 

nccount of the grounds of Gorton's trouble nt J>Jy­
n1outh ,r tltat all 1nen m,ay l.,;iow wliat religion lze i3 

of." ,rinslow had the year before (June, 1640,) 

in his Jetter to Governor \Vinthrop, given him nn 
enrnest warning of what might follow that comp1nint. · 

lie represented the danger ns inunincnt. It would, 

he tells him, be hard to remove it if prejudice was 
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once formed, nncl thnt Gorton "~ns sure to find n po­

tc)1t friend. It was a work, he said, requiring their 

nblest men, nor should they stand upon the chnrgc, 

or they would, too late, repent it.. 

,rhcn he nrrivccl in London, in Jnnnnry, 1646-7, 

ns tho chosen agent of ~lassachusetts to defend her 

ngninst that co1nplaint of Gorton, he fonn<l the story 

of his wrongs nlrcady in }Jrint, nnd proclucing an un­

fnvornblc impression; nn<l, though he wus unwilling, 

reluctant, himself to nppcur in print--" God knows 

how unwilling," he says, "I wns,''-hc set himsclNo 

work to countcrnct its effect. It would 1cnvo nll ul­

lcvinling circtunstnnccs to be supplicu ns defensive 

1nattcr by the individual ngaim~t whom it wns in­
tended to bear. Such wns the origin of « Ilypocrisy 
Unnrnskcd." Tho book would hnrdly come up to 
whnt n1ight properly bo culled u·n_prejudiced l~li-

1nony. 

Some of these nllevi:itions, Gorton, in his truthful 

letter to i\Iorton, has given ; anu he says '' th:1t ut 

the court hcl<l n1orc privately, one of the court, en­

larging upon n. point (in hi~ conduct in the matter), 

nggrin·atcd the urnttc1· ruoro than it deserved, so 
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n1uch so, that he saicl r he wns spenking byperboli­

cally ,' uncl the m~gistra.tc, not nn<lcrstnn<li ng tlfat 

term, turned to their elder (Ilrcwstcr) for an explana­

tion, an<l tho explanation WilS, that he (Gorton) had 

tol<l the nmgislratc 'that he lied,' nn<l Gol'ton thought 

thnt this would not clo to npply to tho Scriptures of 

Truth.'. 

This wus on tile first JJroceeding against ltim,, ut the 

first cott1'l. 

Gorton was thereupon, ns \Yinslow snys, comn1it­

tc<l to prison till ho could procure _sureties in a rcc­

ogniznncc to appear at tile next court in Dccentber lo 
an.,u·er lite contempt, nntl in the tncantin1e to keep 

the }Jcace. Ile lll'ocurcd them without difficulty, nn<l 

nt the next cou1·t nppcnrcd, was culled, nn<l wus ready 

to cntcl' upon bis <lcfcnco. 

It is not stated by ,vinslow whether the trinl wns, 

or wns not to be, n tl'inl by jury. By their In,v, all of-

fences u:ere 1'equfred lo be tried by jury. Though 

,vinslow enys nothing of a jury, Gorton gives· tho 

nmne of the fotema n, ~ho\\·i ng thnt a. ju1·y icas p1'eS• 

enl to try him. The foreman was Jonathan Brew­

ster, the son of the ruling elder, who, nt n for-
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n1cr court cxplninc<l lhc hypcrhole. The forcmnn 

nwrecl tlte court that the nrnn (Gorton) slrnll not l>e 

nllowcd to ,Y)cak for !ti1nRelf. There wns no nttorney 

to he bnd at Plymouth. 

,rins!~>w says'' Gol'ton wns en lied, r.nd the Gov­

cri1nr (Prince), because he wns wcnry with speech to 

other causes, rcqncstctl one of the mngistratcs, wl10 

wns present at hi:, comrnilmcnt an<l privy to the 

whole cause, to st:ttc the cause of his hon<l~ in the 

great nffront he- Imel given the go,·crntncnl; nnd in1-

1nc<liatc ly, ns he stoocl up fi,r tlmt purpose, Gorton, 

ns he stretched out his hands, said: "If t/alan, that 

i., tlw 1cord, zcill accuse tlw brefltren, let ltini come 

dOlcn froni Jclwsltua'.~ ,<;cal ( the sent of judgntcnt) 

and .~land lw,·e,'' the place where n prosecutor should 

stnnd. After this, how long, is not stntcd, ,vith his 

hnn<ls sprend nhroa<l, he sai<l : ,t Y crn se~, good pco­

pl e, how you nre nhuscd. Stnnd for your liberty, 

nnd let tlwni nnt be partic."f and jud_rJe.~." 

,rins1ow ulso snys that divers cl<lcrs of the 

churches ( nllowc<l hy the governor to spC'ak there), 

ns if they nhm wc1·c prosecutors, complainccl to the 

court of his conduct, nnd requested the court (as if 
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the court itself were insensible of any misconduct) 

not to suffer these abuses, but to inflict condign pun­

ishment. In the mnnuscript copy of ,Yinslow, he 

snys: "divers people being pre."ent, de.~ired leave of 

tlte Governor to speak, c01nplaining of /ti.~ seditious 

can·iagcs ancl requesting the Court not to suffer it." 

I bnve endeavored to figure to myself tho court 

sccue ne it occurred at this trinl. Hero is a tall, 

spnre mnn, with arms proportioned, nnd using ges­

tures ; n rnnn of nn independent spirit, ns intclJigcnt 
ns nny mcn1hcr of tho court before which he appcnrs ; 

bnving a chnrnctcr for truth, for honesty, for moral­

ity, for courtesy t.o nil, nnd fo1· Christinn churity ; a 

quick sense of justice, cnrncst in the defence of tho 

rights of others ns well ns o~ himself; having n just 

pride in his nnce8try, no one o~ whom hnd ever been 

thns trentod, whose boast it wns, thnt he hnd never 

laid bis hands in violence upon nny humnn being, 

not even upon his children; a man who, though he 

would u.void the ecclcsinsticnl law, nt home or here, 

yet desired to be governed in nH ch"il respects by 

the comn1on lnws of England with its ancient stat­

utes. He is here, for tlze fir.~t time, arraigned for 
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any offence u·halever. The chnrgc now is, that he 

en<lcnvorcd to keep nway fron1 the court a rcputnblo 

womnn, cha,·ged 1.citlt no oJlcnce (n servant in his 

own family), to prevent tho disgrace upon hc1· of be­

ing tre.alcd as a vagabond, nnd hct· to remain a faith­

ful servant. 

The colony of Plymouth had bcfot·o this "resolved 
·to he got·erned by laws 1nade by tile freemen of the 

body co1-porale, nn<l that no i1n110.';ilion, law or 01·di­

nance sltould ue imposed upon lltem, hut sucli a., sltall 

be tltu.1 1nade/' thus ignoring the lnws nnd stntntcs of 

England, "·hich the defendant nt tbc bnr t·encratcd, 

nnd clnimc<l ns the birthright of every Euglishmnn, 

ns necessary for the vindication nf Ids rigltts nncl ~ttf-
ficient therefor. 

Tltey ha.d 1nade no statute lo warrant tlie proceed­

ing again.st tlti.~ woman. 

The court here wns one in whose brcnst alone by 

the statutes of Plymouth wns vested tlw kind a11d the 
111ea,'ju1·e of p1.tnishment of every misdemeano1-· "ns 

God hnd enlightened thc111." 

This nian was stancJing before this court nnd in 

the presence of n jury empanelled to try his case, 
4 
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and nwnits tho chnrgo to be stnto<l hy the prosecutor 

or nccuscr. 

It comes fi·om tl1e cou1·l wlliclt s?°ts i'n judgment, nnd 

from thQ 1noufh of t!tat member, 1wlto, 11:lten the cou1·t 

wru held nwre private, staled I/le clwt:1e witlt suclt 

grm~s agg1·avalion, and who now, probably, stated it 

with tho snn1c nggrnvntion. 
. . 

Is it strnnge thnt he should object to In·., acetu~er 

sitting a., lii,, judge? nnd ~'1oulc1 sny thnt the pince of 

nn nccuser sliould not be in tile judgment sr?at, but 

"down liere," the ph1co of n prosecutor. n Let them 

not be parties and judges.'' 

They continued to sit in jucJg1ncnt. Ile nttempts 

to defend hitnself; ho most likely cnllc<l their nttcn­

tion to the nncicnt 1nws of Englan,l, nnd in the lan­

gu~gc of those Jnws, for he snys elsewhere, he wns 

not nllowcd to speak in tl1ei1· la·ngua,ge. Ile endcnv­

ors to dt~fcnd himself, nevertheless. 

And now tile foreman of tlw jui-y, tho son of tho 

ruling elder who cxplnined tho hyperbole~ not con­

tent 1.cilli peiforming !ti.~ duf!/ a., an impartial juror, 

rises nnd ,noves the court thnt he sllall rwt be allowed 

to speale for himself, nnd there hcing no attorney nt 

Plymouth, in effect tllat lie should not be defended. 
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,vhat wou Id suclt n nmn, in ,'<uclt a presence nnd 

under ~uch circiunstauce.~ be likely to· ~ny or do? 

" .. ouk1 he, while his accuser sat in judgment upon 

him, quietly acquiesce in t!tc Ju.~ticc of· ii? or wuuld 

he not 1'atlwr challenge il,em for JJarUality, an<l iltal 

1.carmly? n.n<l when his ohjcction wus rudely ovcr­

ru lc<l, is it stranr1e tllat Ile should say u.:illt tcarmth, 

,~omezcllal 1ningled wit!,, indignation: "Let t/,e,n not 

be pa1·lies and ju,lgc.~, '' or ll,at !tis long arm, ,'(/wuld 

be .~lretclzed out eitlLCr towarrl., lite, or lo tlw audience, 

u:it!t tlw spfrit tltal uiovcd lthn'J 

llc attempts to refer tu the laws of England (he 

is n ]oynl mnn) ns Lcnring upon the question of his 
guilt; tltey ate not allowed to be named. He nt­

ten1pts to spcnk in tho "language (~f them," ho con• 

not spcnk u in tltcir language," nnd his defence is re• 

strained. 

Now tlwfo1'eman nj· tlwt body of 11ien wlw are to 

try ltini, anll wlto lw suppo.1ed u·c,-e impatlial, rises nnd 

uttcmpts to cut hi1n o.ff· front furtlter !tearing and to 

close ld8 m,out!t. 

I rcpcn.t, what ,voulcl suclt a 1nan, of nn independ­

ent nnd fearless spirit, be likely to do or say under 
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these circumstnnces? 1Vould !te not 'rise to his full 

l,eiglll, and, brea:~ling ldnMelj to the t~lorm, not merely 

1carmed, hut firecl with indir,nation, Ycnt himself in 

i1npm:1sionc<l lu11g1wgc, n.n<l hrcntho out his feeling of 

wrong and oppression? would he not be. eloquent? 

(for ho is sni<l to have beet~ eloquent) nncl might ho 

not wc11 be excused, if, 11wved by t!te tpi1·£t, /tis ges­

ture., were veltenient-if lw "lltrew Ids anns about 9" 

All this defence nncl nttcmptcd defence were pro­
nounced to be tul'bulcnt and sodit.ious; an<l so, on 

the 4th dny of December. 1638, ho wns sentenced to 
dcpnrt front Plymouth, his home, his hired house, 

his wife and chilclreu, nnd to bo beyond tho utmost 

bounds of it within fourteen dnys thereafter. 

llis rccogniznncc for £20 wns forfeited ; but, says 

'\Yinslow, tt we took b-ut eight or ten pounds of i"t, he 

being low and poor in estate, lest it shoul<l weigh 
hcnvy upon his wife nnd children." But t!tat 1nucli 

was talten. Tho clny of bis conucn1nntion is no,v 

certninly known; the ostensible cnuse is also known. 

But it hns bcon n serious question nt whnt time ho 

left Plymouth under his scnteuco nntl when he ar­

rived nt Pocasset-the nenrest settlement. He says 
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he <lcpnrtcd tr in a 1nighty storm of sno·w ns I hnvo 

seen in the country," the people comforting my u:ife_ 

and children wlten I was gone, wit!t tld.~, "that it 

was i,npo,~.~ible for me to come alii·e lo a11y planta­

tion." 

IIa<l ~Iortou record eel nil (f the providences of 

Go<l,': ns in his preface he professes to do, it would 

have been known frorn 11is hook, the <lay of"Gort-on's 

departure, un<l hnd 1Vins1ow inlcn<lctl to-tho win­

ter stonn in which he clcpnrtcd. 

,v o nrc niclc<l by \Yinthrop in determining this 

point. Ile rcconls this "Providence," zr.:lticlt jlfor­

ton om,ittcd, nn<l it is f ltu.~ recorded hy hin1 : ( I 638) 

10, 15, 38 (Dec. 15, 1638), "\Yin<l nt 11 East, there 

was so great n tempest of wind nnd snow ull the 

night nn<l th_e next <lay, as hntl 1wt been siuce our 

tin1c-fivc n1cn nn<l a youth perished hctwccn ~Int­

tcspan and Dorchester nn<l a mnn between Boston 

nnd Roxbury-Anthony Dick in n bnrk of 30 tons 

cnst nway upon the hcn<l of Cape Cod-three men 

starved to death with cold. Two vessels hound for 

(iuinipiock · cnst oi1 Aquiday, hut people saved • 

.oiuch hnrn1 clone by staving honts nnd by great 

titles, which exceeded all before." 
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This hnppcnccl, snys ,rinthrop, nftcr n dny of gen­

eral fnst, whic!1 occnsionecl son10 of our n1inistcrs 

"to ij.tir us up to seek the Lord better;' because Ile 

scctncd to discountrnnncc the 1neans of reconcilia­

tion. ,vhcrcupon the next General Court, by the 

ntlvicc of the cl<lcrs, ngrccd to keep another day nntl 

to "sc<~k further into tho causes of such displeasure," 

etc., which nccor<lingly was pcrf<,rmc<l • . 
Su.tnncl Gorton, in his Conipluint vs .. Mns~mchu-

sctts, describes suclt a journey in exl1'emity of win­

ter, yea, u·lten the snow teas up to tlte knee nncl rivers 

to wade tlitougli up to lite 1niddle, nnd not so n1uch 

ns one of the Indians tu be found, in that cxtrc1nity 

of wcuthcr, to niford citbcr fire or hnrhour, such us 

thcn1sclvcs bud, being retired into swmups and thick­

ets, where they were not .to he found in nny con­

llition, we lay <livers nights together and were con­

strained with the hnzaru of our lives to betake our­

selves to Nnrrngnnselt Bny. Such a wnn<lcring he 

took." 

llnnishmcnt n1cnnt something in those <lays, n1oro 

thnn modern writers can realize, who have not noted 

carefully whut is snid by those who did realize all its 

hnrdships-\Villiams, Coddington, Gorton. 
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,Yilliams ~ays: '' I was sorely tossed for four­

teen wcck:5 in u bitter winter scnson, uot knowing 

what bed or b1·cad <li<l mean." 

Cod<l-ington writc8 \Vi-11throp, in rcforcucc to his 

<lcpnrturc fron1 Boston : '' I put n1ysclf upon n sud­

den removal upon f ourtcl'll <lnys' tin1c to n pince, 

without housing. \Ylrnt 111ysclf, n1y wife nnd family 

<li<l crn.hu-c in that rcmovn1, I wish neither you nor 

youl's tn:iy cv~r he put nnto." 

It mny he seen that £8 or £ 10 of n rccog111zancc 

t:ikcn fron1 even n man but "low nn<l poor in es• 

tate '' wns n. hl'oad charity con1pnrc<l to such nu en­

forced journey. 

To show the feeling ngaiust hint at Plymouth, 

it is not necessary to say he wus compelled to clcpnrt 

in such n stor1-n. It is only ncccssnry to say that 

they allowed him to tnkc his lifo in his hand and de­

part i1t o. tin1e when it scc1ncd '' imposssiulc for him 

to conic nlivc to nny plantution.'' 

At what titne he nrrivc<l nt Pocas8ct, iB uot cer­

tainly known. ,rhcther ho wns nhlc, with the dan-• 

ger and difficulties of tl'uvcl, in the winter storm in 

which be departed from Plyn1outh, to reach this . 
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11Iace withi.n tho timo lin1itc<l by his . sentence, (the 

18th dny of December, 1638,) is uncertain. I-le 

probably did-. The first reliable evidence we hn,rc of 

l1is }Jrcscnco there, is n compact of govcrnn1cnt, bear­

ing dnto tho 30th <lny of April, 1639, hy \Vill1an1 

I-Iutchinson nnd other resider.ts and inhabitants of 

Pocasset. Aniong tho 11nu1cs to this comp_nct nro 

those of Sn1nucl Gorton nn<l John ,vickcs. Ile must 

lmvo been there earlier thnn this, nnd nmy have been 

nnd 1n·obnbly wns there nt tho tin10 the original frmn­

crs of the government there, of which Coddington 

wns sole judge, so modified it ns to elect three others 

ns nssistant judges. 

Tho Colonial Records nrc supposed to prove thn.t 

Gorton was received nt Pocasset in olny, 1638, o.nd 

,Yickes in June of thnt year. They nrc not rc1inh1o 

for this purpose. They were both nt Plyn1outh nt 

these dntcs, hcyond nll question. 

They found here thnt the frame of government 

which bud been nuopted, 1·ccognized no nllcginncc to 

nny cnrthly l)ower; 110110 to the l{ing of Englnnd, 

whose subjects they were ; that it recognized no lnw 

of England ns n rule of conduct or ns n rule of juJg-
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mcnt; that the judge whom they hnd chosen had 

covcnantc<l to do justice nnd judgment ff according 

to the Jaws of Go<l." This wus suhstnntinIJy the 

system of government in the Bay when they left Bos• 

ton for their new homes. That system ignored nny 

nllcginncc to tho IGng, nor <li<l it recognize the com­

n1on 1:nv of Englund. Thc1·c w-crc no rules pre­
scribed by which the nrngistrntc should judge, nnd 

,t justice wns udministcred ( says n lnto writer) ac­

cording to that equity which existed in the mind n·nd 

conscience of tho mngistrntc, ns enlightened by the 

scriptures." 

As early ns 163G the people of ~Inssnchnsetts had 

grown uneasy nnd discontented under such n systcn1, 
and thought thcn1sclvcs unsafe while 80 n1uch power 

"·ns vested in the discretion of tho mngislrntc, nnd 
thnt, for their protection, there should be statutes 

prescribing rules, published nnd known. This dis• 
content g1·cw stronger from year to year. It was 

suppressed by the magistrates ns for ns they hnd 

power. It was obstructed Ly dclnys which they .un-­

clcrstood how to interpose, nnd especially clid ,Yin­
throp. 
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llo had nnothcr device. They were restricted by 

their chnrter from rnncting Jaws repugnant to the 

1:tws ·or E11gl:t11<.1. Thry {'()ll1<l not }C'gh;]ntc in thnt 

uiredion, hut, ,. rule:; 111ight g1·ow hy cu~tom," he 

sni<l, till they hccmnc laws; uud he instuncc<l tho 

"consnctu<lincs" of the co1111non law. And so they 
might go on, nnd judicinlly determine by n ruI~ re­

pugunnt, so long ns they did not mnke u lcgis1utivo 

dcclurnlion of it, n1id so it would he better not to 

Jcgislute, hut <lctern1i11e courses in this ,vny. 

It took five ycnrs or more to produce a code of 
fows. 

,rhcn these n1en nppenred nt Pocasset the snme 

epirit of liberty hnd n.lrc:uly begun to nppear in this 

body. Before the expirntion ofqne yenr, under this 

experimentnl government, there were signs thnt a 

mnjority of its subjects did not· feel snfe while jus­

tice wns to be ndministcrcd by n single mind, how­

ever enlightened, without sonlC rule of judgment 

}Jrescribed, which is the definition of law. On the 

2 <l dny of J nnunry, 1 G3~t, the settlers nt Pocusset 

nssuci_ate<l with hiln (Cod<lington), who had been 

down to this time sole judge, three other persons, 



A DEFENCE OF SAMUEL GORTON. 47 

denominated elders, Nicholns Euston, John C~ggcs­

hnll nnd ,rilliam Brenton, to nssist the judge in the 

execution of justice nnd judgment, nn<l for r<'gt1l:1t­

ing nn<l on1cring :ill oHiccrs. mH.l with power nlso to 

ni:tkc all such rules· nnd lnws ns are "nccordiug to. 

Gou." They were to rule :tnd govern '' nccor<ling 

to the gcucrnl rule of the word of God,'' being 

nccountnhle therefor, to the body, once every quar­

ter of the year. This wns not u civil govcr11-

n1c11t. 
On tho 24th of ,T:u1unry they created tho office o( 

constable, whose duty it wus to inform of all tnnni­

fc8t hrcnchcs of the lnw of God, that tend~ to civil 

disturhancc, nnd also elected n scrgcnnt, whose duty 
wns tho snme. 

This systen1 of govermncnt, ns thus modified, wns 

cnrricd on nt Pocasset n little 1~ss thn11 four months. 

,vhcthcr thoy gave an n.ccount to the hody nt t!1e 

encl of the quarter, April 2cl, 1639, docs not nppc:1.r 

from the record ; but on the 28th <lay of thnt nwnth 

it is quite npparcnt that n majority of the hod .. v Wt•re 

not satisfied with the working of the systcn1 us thus 
modified. 
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At this time, Coddington, the judge, nnd Brenton, 

Coggeshn11 nnd Easton, the elders, \Villiam Dyrc, their 

secrctnry or clerk, with two others of the originnl 

members ( J ohu Clarke and Henry Bul1) and two 

other persons not then nd1nitted niembere ( Jeremy 

CJnrke nnd Thomas 1-Inznrd), resolved nnd ngreed to 

propngnte a new plantation in the midst of the island 

or elsewhere, and thnt "our determination shnll be 

by judge nod elders, the judge to hnvc n double 

voice." IIo had a sing1e voice only, before. 

These nine persons ren1oved to Newport. They 
took the records ,vith them nnd the govcrnn1cnt with 

them. They Jeft behind nt Pocnssct, n mujority of 

the originnl corpo1·utors, nncl n ninjol'ity, n1so, of the 

nun1bcr, ns it hnd been enlarged by newly admitted 

members-. An1ong those who were left nt Pocasset 

were Rundnll 1-lolden und Richnrd Cnrder, nftcrwnrd 

\Vnrwick men. They left behind, also, )Villinm 

Bnulston, ,rillinm Freeborn, John Potter, John 

Snnford, John ,vulkcr, Philip Shcarn1au, ,Villinm 
Aspinwall and ,villinm I-Iutchin.son, who all contin­

ued to reside nt the old settlement. . They carried 

on this government nt Newport as they hnd at Ports-
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mouth, with this variation only : '' the judge to have 

n double voice.'' They still judged nccor<ling to the 

l:nvs of God, us thcjudgcs shoul<l <:lctcrminc. 

Two dnys after the rcmovul of the go,~ernmcrit to 

N cw port, thoso that rcmninc<l n~ Portemouth ,~ith­

out n govcrnn1cnt, not n1cmucrs incorporntc .of that 

govcrnment-inhnuitnnts dwelling there-with ,,rn. 
linru llulchinson, nn original men1bcr, by n written 

comp:1ct, whc1·chy, ucknowlcuging themselves legal 

su1ticcts of l{i ng Ch:u·lcs, they bound themselves 

into n civil body politic, in his na.mc and unto his 

la"--s, · nccording to nintters of justice. Among the 
nnmcs subscribed to this con1pact were those. of 

Snn1ucl Gorton, John \\'ickcs, Sampson Shotton 

nud Robert Potter, residing there, and afterwards 

originnl purchuscrs of Shnwomct-110110 of thc1n 

1ncn1hcra of the original compact in 1638. As to 

this new compact, the Record further is : ",y c, 

,vhosc nnmes nro hereunto particulurJy i·ccordC'd, 

(nnd there were twc11ty-11i110 of thcrn) do ngroc, 

jointly, or by the mnjor voice,· to govc1·11 ourselves 

by the ruler or ju<lge nmongst us, in nil transac­

tions, for the space of one ycnr, he behaving him-
6 
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self nccorcling to the snmc. They nppoint ,vil1-in111 

Hutchinson, judge. nnd nlso chose unto bisn, ,vn. 
liu1n Dnulston, )Yillimn Freeborn, ,John Power, John 

Snnford, John ,rnlkcr and Philip Shcnrm:tn, origi­

nnl nJcn1hcrs of tho first compnct, but who did not 

sigu the second, for the help nnd cnse of conducting 

the public business nnd nfiitirs of the colonies for 

one yenr.·' 

It wns n government to exist for one year. It 

wns n go,1 ernmcnt of lnw-of English luw. They 

pro,·i<lcd for courts to be held every yenr nnd every 

qnnrtcr of the yenr, nnd for n jury of t WC'lve tncn to 

do right betwixt nuln nnd man. Tho eight men cho­

sen ns ussistunts, n1ight consult mnong themselves 

and put nn end of controversies not nmountiug in 

value to £40 sterling. The judge, with the rest 

of tho eight, to dcci<lc, if hrought to tho public 

court. This wns tho enr1icst provision f 01· n jury t.rinl 

nod for rcgulnr courts for the h·inl of cnuscs 1nndc 

in this colony. 

This governtncnt differed ns wide ns the poles 

fro1n nny systc1n nt the Buy, or as yet nt .N cw port. 

The government nt Ne,vport continued to be nd-
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rninisterc<l ns it had bcen-ju~ticc nnd ju<lgn1cnt tu 

be impnrtinl, ucconli11g to the laws of Go<l. 

They hnd u<lmittc<l to their ho<ly, prior to No­

vember 25, lt.i3~, Tho1na~ Ilazan1, wuo·wcnt with 

them, nncl n ~Ir. Jeffrey, who came to them. They 

h:Hl, prior to this date, nppointccl commissioners to 

ncgotiutc '' with our brethren nt Poc:isoet," :is they 

.expressed it. llnt no one of these '' ul'cthrcn " cnn1e 

to join them ; for what reason, is nowhere expressly 

stnlcd, nnd we nrc left to conjecture tho cause front 

the nets unu proceedings of the two bodies. 

They nt Pocasset-the u brethren" thcrc-wrro 

living t11Hlcr a different forn1 of goYcrmucnt-an en-_ 
tircly different system-had ncknowlcdgccl their nl­
leginncc nnd sub1nittcd to the laws uf their l{ing, 

uncl were now living under n compact which swept 

nwny the whole Puri-tna polity. 
The body nL Kcwport still desired n reunion of 

these brethren, uncl to tl1 is encl is their net on the 

25th dny of Novc1nhcr, 163D. It is in this signifi­

cant langungc ( seven montus fron1 the time of their 

removal) : 
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"By the body Politic in the Isle of Aqui<lncck this pre­

sent 25th <lny of U month 163!1, In the fourteenth 

,~cnr of vc rci,rn of Sovcreirrn Lord I~in(J' Clrnrlcs 
J J O O 0 

It is ngrcc<l thnl ns natural sul,jccts to our prince 

nnd suhjcct to his laws, n1l n1atlcr8 that concern tho 

Peace shall be by thoso, that nrc officers of tho Peace 

trnnsnctctl and nll nctions of tho cnse or dept, shall· 

be, in such Courts ns by order are herchy nppointed 

and by such judges ns nro deputed, hcnrd nnd legally 

determined. 

Given nt Newport on the Qunrtcr Court duy 
which wns udjourned to this duy 

\V ILLIAM DYRE Sec" 

Dy this net, they nt N cwport, ns thcit- brethren nt 

Pocasset hnd done, acknowledged their nlleginncc to 

King Chnrles nnd suqmitt-c~ to his lnws-the laws of 

Englnnd-nnd swept away every vestige of the Puri­

tnn systcn1. ,Yhy should they not constitute one 

body? _They directed thcit· commissioners, who had 

hitherto negotinted without success, to continue their 

lnhors-nnd they did. 

They desired the aid of Mr. Vane to procure a 



A DEFENCE OF SA~lt;EL GORTON. 53 

patent of tho islnnd from the l{i11g. There wns n 

movement towarcls an t11-1ion. On the 9th day of 

Dcce111bcr, 1639, fourteen <lnys after the <late of tho 

net recited, Coddington writes to Governor ,vin­
thrup: "I nn1 rcnioved 12 1nilcs further up into the 

Islan<l. Things arc far better concerning our civil 

govcrmncnt tl.mn they hnvc been, divers familys be­

ing co111c in that ha<l rcvoltc<l ugainst their own net, 

nu<l unve given sntisfuction." 

'' .i\lr. Gorton und nlrs. llutchiuson doth oppose 
·t ,, l • 

Ancl, though they at New1>ort uppointc<l no new 

officers, nn<l were still governed hy the ju<lgc nud 

elders, until ~larch 12th, iollowing, the full union 

wns cffccteu. The "brethren" nil cnmo in on tho 

12th <lay of l\larch, 1G40, nnd were reunited. A1nong 

them were Rnn<lall llol<lcn and ltichnnl Carder, ,var­
wick n1eu. l{obcrt Potter, who first appears as an 

inlmbitunt, is now udmittcd a frccmuu, nnd so ia 

Sampson Shotton. 

Kcithcr Samuel Gorton, nor wus John ,rickes, 
admitted- n freeman of this now bo<ly politic, uut 

they contiuued to reside at Portsn1outh, ns dicl Cur-
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der, llolden, Potter nnd Shotton, with the other 

persons who ,vere reunited in linrch, 1640. 

Gorton nnd \rickcs were merely inhnhitnnts, hav­

ing no voice in the government, living thcro pcncca­

bly, doing no w1·011g to nny mnn, <listurLing no ,nun, 

so conducting themselves civilly to nll men ns to 

cnuse no complnint. 

The governrneut for med hy thi~ .compact nt Porh;-

1nouth, in which they had a voice, cnrnc to un cn<l. 

The compact- bccume dissolvccl, nud, though they 

were still English subjects, they were strnngcrs to 

the col'pornte body in Aquidncck. 

They lived bc1·e pcuccnuly fur eighteen months 

fl'om their first coining, causing 110 disturbance, 

(civilly, ut lcnst,) nnd 1nigbt have thus continued, 

but for the prosecution of Gorton's 1nui<l servant. 

Afte1· living hc1·e for eighteen n1onths, disturbing no 

n1nn, conducting himself civilly to nH n1cn and cour­

teously, son1etimo in· the· latter p:U't of the sum­

mer of 1640, \V illitun llrenton, tho deputy Gover­

nor, nnd not Nicholas Car<ler (as \Vinslow hns it), 

residing at Portsmouth, caused to he brought before 

him a servant mnid of Samuel Gorton, and this for 
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nn nlleged trespass nn<l nssnult upon nn nncient 

woman. The nrnid was brought hcforc the quarter 

court nt Po1-tsmouth. Thie grew out, ns ,rinslow snys, 

of n trespass of n cow upon Go~ton's grounds. She 

(the scrvnnt) wns tried before n court in which Cod­

dington presided. She was dcfonclcd hy Snn1ucl Gor­
ton. As nt Plymouth, he now c:unc to the :tid of his 

female scrvnnt. The kiudncss of his heart pro1nptcd 

hirn to sco that she was not unjustly condemned. 

He was permitted to conduct her defence. There 

nrc sonic points of resemblance hctwccn the two 

cnscs. They di1forcd in this: tlrnt nt Plymouth he 

wns conclc1nncd for his conduct in tho trinl of him­

self; here, for his conduct in conducting the defence 

of his mai<l. 
The nccount of his conduct is mainly fron1 the pen 

of Etlwnr<l \Vinslow, in "Hypocrisy U nmnskcd," and 

should therefore be taken with n1any grains of al­

lowance. I have before said thn.t it wns no part of 

,vinslow's purpose tu give in his nccount uny exten­

uating circumstance, but show him in the most odi­

ous light; und not on 1y of him but of nil the meu 

who were iii-treated at Boston and who now com­

plained to the government at home of the tyranny. 
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Gorton clocs not give nny circumstance els.ewhere, 

nor in hid Jetter to Nuthnnicl 1'-'Iorton, connected with 

tho trial nt Newport, ns he <li<l us to the proceeding 

nt Plymouth, but, in thnt letter, says of the trnns­

nction nt Plyn1outh : rr I sny no more of this now, 

though I cnn sny much more, with tho testimony of 

men's conscicnccs, hut I have been silent to cover 

other men's shnmc, nn<l nut tny own, for I could 

wish to be u bonds1nnn so long ns I live upon the 

fuce of tho cnrth, in human respect, that nil tho ngi­

tntions nnd trun~uctions between the n1cn .of N cw 

Englnnd nn<l myself, were in print, without diminu­

tion er extenuation. It should be n crown, yea, n 

din<lcn1, upon n1y grnve, if the truth, i_n 111ore public 

or more privnto ngitation, were but in pr~sc nn<l not 

in poetrie, ns it wns ncted in nH the plnccs wherein 

you seek to blemish inc. l perceive whnt manner of 

honou1· you put upon me in l{ho<lc I~lnud, which the 

nctors muy he nshnruc<l of, nnd you to be the hcrul<l. 

I hnve been silent of things <loilc nt Plymouth, 

llhode Is1nnu, nn<l elsewhere, un<l um still, in many 
respects, but hnvo not forgotten them." 

"And I have heard that sotn-e of Plymouth then in 
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peace, ,vero instigators of the Island. I could nnme 

the parties of hoth plnccs, being met together nt Co­

h:urnct (Taunton). I carried 1nysclf ohcdicntly to 
the Government nt Plymouth, so far ns bccnn1e n1e, 

nt the least, to the great wrong of n1y fau1ily, more 

thnn is abovcsnid, ns can be mu<lc to nppcn.r if need 

require, for I understood that they had comn~is~ion., 

wherein authority wns derived, which authority I 

reverenced ; but Hhoclo Island, nt thnt tinic, hnd 

nonc-'110 legnl nuthority to deal with n1c."' 

I-Ic eviclcntly believed thnt, were nil the parts 
clenrly nnd plainly stated in the order in which they 

took place, between hin1 nnd the men of Aquidneck, 

it would reflect ns much crcclit upon hirn, at Ienst, 
ns upon thcnt. 

As new· facts nro developed, they correspond with 

his stntcmcnts, and I nm inclined to believe with 

h1m, thnt the clnrk shndc cnst upon his civil chnrnc­

ter woul<l disnppcar, were n.11 the transactions st:itcd 

cxnctly as they occurred uud in the orclcr in which 

they occurrc<l. 

Ile is said to bnve been turbulent, factious, sedi­

tious, at Portsmouth, ns if he had o. character fur 
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turbulence, faction nn<l sedition. He wns n mnn of 

,the purest mornls. The ·only inshmcc of it nt Ports­

n1outh wns his condu<.:t in the trial of his srrvnnt 

nmi<l thcro. Thnt is :tll thnt is 8lntcd, on one dny 
nnd u fc,v hours of thnt dHy, <luring a rcsi<lcnco of 

eig)1tccn 1nonths. 

Some of the pnrticulnrs chnrgcd nro stntcd: 

1. Thut he would not let his n1nid nppcar nnd 

would tnkc upon hims.elf her defence. This court is 

represented to hnve put chnins upon him nnd cast 

him in p1·ison. Is it too n1nch to sny' thnt they p~r­

mittctl him when they had power to prevent? 

2. Thnt Gorton, when tho Governor wns sum­
ming up the evidence, snicl that ho misstnte<l, so us 

to prevent the testimony :tgniust his mnid. 

It couh.1 hnr<lly he cnllcd "turhulcncc" to call tho 

attention of the judgo to tho_ nctunl testimony. 

3. Thnt f'hc threw his nr1ns nhout" nnd "thre:1t­

encd tho court." 

He bonstcd that he could go,·crn his fumily with­

out violence, nnd wus never known to <lo violence to 

nny 1nnn, woman or child. 

4. That he snid there "thnt Rho<le Island at thrit 
time had no legnl authority to deal with him." 
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I-Ie mny hnve said this. This opinion he held, 

nntl it hns been ohjcctcd ngainst him, ns if it WC're nn 

erroneous nn<l <1:111gcrous doctrine, calculated to <lis­

turb the pence. 

I-le held thnt no muuhcr of the suhjccts of tho 

crown of Englan<l could hy virtue of nny compnct 

or covenant nn1ong thcmsc1vcs, ncquirc nny authority 

over nny other subject of the crown-one or n1orc­

to try, to judge or to.punish. ,rithin the rcnhn no­

~ocly woul<l qn.cstion the principle which Gorton 

n1nintnincd. So iu this country, nnd in every state, 

nobocly questions it. As it w:is within the rc:ihn, so 

it wns in nil the clominions of tho crown, no nunihcr 

of su hjccts l·oul<l acquire uny 1cgul right to control 

by luw or to judge and punish any other subject. 

It required for this purpose n pntcnt, cmpowci-ing 

the patentees to govern ns part of tho municipal 

power of tho kingdom. 

1Ia~snchuttctts held this, nnd ~o hcl<l tenaciously 

lheir charter, nn<l strctchc<l it to tho ntrnost, to gov­

ern ucyoncl the territory limited to them. 

They objcctc<l to these people colonizing Connec­

ticut, saying "thnt the crown wou1<l not endure a 

colony w.ithout a patent." 
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They ohjccte<l to Roger 1Yilliams-thnt be had no 

nuthority to govern. 

This wns not n doctrine pcculinr to Gorton or his 

nssocintes, but common to nil statesmen anc.1 lnwycrs 

here nnd in Englnnd. 
Whether there wns nny other trial thnn that of his 

ecrvnnt ui:tid, itJ not stntc<l by \Yinslow, nnd from 

his stntement it would seem thnt nil the punishment 

which Gorton received wns nt tho conclusion of this 
tt·inl, "when ho hnd n chni n put upon his leg,., ns it 

is ~nid. 

\Vo nro referred to n pnpcr purporting to bo the 

sum or sumtnnry of tho prcscnt1ncnt of the grnnd 

jury, nnd which is referred to ns showing his con­

tluct at the trinl, rather thnn to show of what he wns 

convicted. This paper wns furnished hy Codding­

ton, in October, 1646, just before ,vinslow sailed 

for England on his mission, nn<l ns he writes ,vin­
tbrop, be ca11s it tt the sum of the prescnt1nent of the 

grand jury." I-Ind there been n ver<lict convicting 

Gorton, or n sentence pnsse<l upon him upon the 

presentment, it is difficult to nccount for its not be­

ing sent with the presentn1ent itself. It would be 
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better cviuence, n.nd why, if ho was not tric<l, should 

it Lo usc<l ns cviclcnco nt nil of tho facts chnrgc<l? 

It mny be said of this pnpcr that, stnnding by it­

self, it is not proof of the facts charged. There nro 

in the presentment, fourteen distinct chnrgcs. In 

modern days, upon n.n indictment containing so many 

counts, tho inference would be, that the prosecution 

hncl doubts if the person clrnrgccl could be convicted 

upon nny, nnd so had stntctl the clmrgo in so many 

wnys thnt the clcfcnclnnt n1ight be caught, possibly, 

upon so1uc one of the hooks set for him. \Yl~thcr 

the sn1nc inference would have been drawn then, is 

not ccrtnin, but most probable. 1\gnin, few of those 

ch:u-gcs would be fl'a111cd upon the conunon statute 

1nw of England. This prcscnhncnt is n1orc than tho 

records now show·, nnd "·e nro left to trnclition to ns­

ccrtnin for wh'nt he wns punished or how it was in­

flicted. 

Lechford snys ''he wns whipped, nnd for deny­

ing their iJower nntl abusing the mngistratcs." 

The historinn of Rhouc Islan<l thinks "thnt Juhn 

\Vi ekes '\YUS inclictctl for_ the sume offence for which 

Gorton wns punished," if the record would show 
6 
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what that was., Now tho records do sho,v thnt 

)Vickcs wns indicted in December, 1641, for <lefan1a­

tion of the Island nnd the governor thereof, which 

ngrec<l with Lcchford's staten1cnt and Arnold's 

opinion. 
The co]oninl records, under date of 16th or 17th 

of 1\fnrch, 16-1~, says: "lt is ordered, Richnrd Cnr­

der, Rnndnll lloldcn, San1pson Shotton and Robert 

Potter are disfranchised of the privileges and pre­

rogatives belonging to the body of this state, nnd 

thn.t their nnmes be cnncclled out of the Record." 

By whnt law? 
At the snn1e meeting, ''It is ordered, thnt if John 

,vickcs, Rnndnll Holden, llichnrd Cnrder, Sampson 

Shotton or Robert Potter shall come upon the Islnnd 

nrmcd, they shnll be by the constnb)e disarmed nnd 

carried before the mngistrato nnd there· find sureties 

for their good bchnviour; nnd further, ho it cstnb-

1ishcd tbnt, if thnt course shnll not regulntc them or 

any of them, then n further due nnd lnwf ul course 

by the 111ngistrate shnll IJe taken. Provided that ,this 

order hinder uot tho course of the Jaw already begun 

with J. lYickes." 
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Thc.:;c votes seem to have been pnsscd nt n thin 

1nceting of tho corporate body in which there wus 

much less thnn n n1njority of the whole present, nnd 

to meet this evil nn<l prcv-cnt for the future su_cb nn 

occurrence, at n meeting on the 19th dny of Scptcru­

bcr, 1642, we find this rccor<l: 

"It is ordered, that no mnu shall be disfranchised, 

but when the 1n:ijor part of tbc bodie entire is pres­

ent." Light is thrown upon the voto of Scpten1bcr 

lf)tb by n. letter of Cod<liugton to John \Yinthrop, 

<lated 1644, nftcr tho Shnwomct men rcturnc<l f ron1 

Boston nn<l were kin<lly and cor(lially received nt 

Portsmouth. Ile says ''there is n pnrty in both 

plantations who think 1they givo strength." There 

probably was .a majority in their favor; but he says 
further "they shall not be protected by me." 

These men thus clisfrnnchishe<l were not then upo11 

the Islnnu. They were nlrcndy nt Popnquincpaug 

wniting for authority fron1 the crown to set up 

n government. Their absence accounts for the 

words of the order: '' If they shnll co1nc upon the 
Island." 

It ha<l been before or<lcl'c<l, iu Thlarch, 1G41, «that 
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the n1njor pnt_'t of the court being lawfully nssem­

hlcd nt the pince und time nppoi11tcd, shall h.1ve full 

power to tnmsnct tho business that shall be pre­

sented, 1n·ovidcd it be the nrnjor pnrt of the bodie 

entire." At this meeting, September l ~th, 1642, 

they orclcred thnt n co1umittco shall he nppoiutcd to 

consult nbout the procur:ition of a Pntcnt of the Isl­

nnd nnd tho land adjacent. 

They ·were led hy thie ngitation within their body 

to sec lhnt nothing short of n pntent for government 

would reduce the clcn1cnts to order nncl preserve tho 

pence; they must bave power of the Sovereign to en­

force nny ln w which they might make. 

Roger ,Yillinms- hncl conic to the snme conclu8ion. 

The cJnim of these \V nrwick n1eu hnstcnccl the nppli­

cntion for n cbni·tcr. These six men, Gorton, '\Yickes, 

Iloltlcn, Cnrdcr, Potter nntl. Shotton, nppcnr nt Provi­

dence ten or twelve n1onths before nny order of dis­

frnnchisen1cnt nt tho Islnn<l. Tuey were all lnw and 

order tncn nnd for civil government. They ·nll hel<l 

nllegiance to the crown of Engluncl nn<l claimed to 

be governed by the lnws of the K.ingdo1n. They nll 

held thnt the civil power could not l'ightfully meddle 
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with the conscic-nces of 111en or with their religious 

hclicf. They nil held, further, thnt the power of tho. 
governn1cnt·over all tho domiuions of the crown wns 

in the King and Purliamcnt, nnd thnt no subject 

could exercise nny of this power without their cou­

seut nud authority. 

Fron1 ,villiams's lcttc1· to John ,vinthrop, dated 

the 8th of 1st mo., 1640-1, ho (Gorton) ,n1s then 

ut Provi<lcncc. He 1nust have been there somewhat 
earlier, for \Villian1a complains "that he was be­

witching tho people there with his religious notions, 

nn<l censuring all the ministers in tho country." 

\Vhether the others ,vere there so early as this, 

<locs not nppeur. ,villimns says nothing of then1. 

llut, on the 25th of l\fay, 1641, )Villiam Arnold 

says of them '' that they hnd been, before that time, de­

nied ndmission to their town privileges," and nrgucd 

that they should not bo received nt nil, showing thus 

that they bacl been there some time before, and it 

may be ns curly as ~larch. 
They found here five other inclivirlunls who be­

cnme their associates nt Popnq uinepaug and pur­

chasers of Sha womet, iu J ohu Greene, Francis ,v es-
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ton, John ,v arrcn, Richnrd W ntcrman nnd Nicholas 
Power. 

John G re-enc was born n.t Salisbury, in 1597, five 

years after Samuel Gorton; came over in 16-35, land­

ing at Boston ; settled nt S:ilem ( received n freeman 

in 1636), where ho owned n. hou8c; Jcft Salem soon nf­

tcr "' illinms's bnnislin1ent nnd came to him nt Provi­
dence, nmong the first twelve. He wns denlt with 

at l\Inssnchusctts for spcnking contemptuously of tbc 
mngistrntes, in enying ''thnt they hnd usurped the 
power or Christ in His church," aud for this he wns 

fined £20, in Septcn1ber, 163 7. 

Of this man, )Yilliams wrote to '\Vinthrop, 163 7: 

"For my@elf, I hn, .. c_ 110 pnrtinl rc8pcct for l\Ir. 

Greene, nor rclntion hut of neighbor together. Only 

for the better fo11owing of pence, I nm hold to ac­
quaint you with pnssugcs of .truth beforchun<l. l\Ir. 

Greene here is pencenule-a pcnce-mnker-a lover 

of all English thnt visit us. I conceive ho ,Yould 
not disturb pence in relating his judgment to his 

friend, demanding it first of hin1, or else I presume 

be would uot have n ,vord of such matters, if I 

know 1tfr. Greene." This fine wns afterwards, Sep­

ten1ber 26, 1637, remitted. 
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In l\-In1·ch following, however, he "·rote to the gen­

eral court, then dcnling with ~Irs. Ilutchioson, to re­

ti·act nny n.cknow lcdgn1cnt he n1ny hnve nmdc, nod 

to repent that the mngistrntcs "had usurped the 

po,ver of Christ in llis church" and persecuted ~Irs. 
I-Iutchinson. He <lid not believe the civil govern­

n1cnt bad this power. 

Of Frnncis \Veston ,vc know but little. fie was 
received a freemnn of ~Inssnchusctts, November 5, 

1633; was n deputy in 1634; wns one of the com­

n1ittcc to consider nnd report upon the net of lir. 
Endicott in c1efucing the colours, nud report how far 

they judged it censurable. In ~larch, 1638, he was 

ordered to nppcar at the next court if he had not 

then removed. Ho then cnme to Providence and 

wns there in October, 1638. fle believed with \Vil­
linms in unlimited tolcrntion. 

John ,v arner nppcnrs ns a pussengcr, April 15, 

l635, described as ngcd twenty. I-le wus n citizen 

of London. At what timo he came to Providence, 

docs not appear; but in 1637, August 20, he signed 

there the submission "to all orders that should be 

made by major consent of the present inhnbitn.nts, 

masters of families, only in civil things." This wns 
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tho subscription which \Villiams wrote "'\Vinthrop 

cnrly in 1637, he was about to propose for tho young 

men not mnstors of fiimilies. \\T urncr ,vas then 

twenty-two years of nge. I-le nftenrards n1urricd 

Pris~illn, the dnughtcr of Ezekiel 1-Iollimnn. I-le 
n1so ngrcc<l with Roger )VilJinms nnd with his fhther­
in-hnv, Ilol1imnn. I-Io wns one of tho persons to 

whon1 wns referred nil the disputes anu differences 

nmong the ol<lcrs nt Pro-vidcncc, who report their 

dctcrn1inntion July 3, 1640. Ho was then twenty­

.five years of nge. 

Richni-d ,v ntcrmnn wns in Salem in 1636 ; re­

moved to Providorice soon after \Villinms, bccnuso 

be ngrcc<l with him, nnd was named as the twelfth in 

the deed of ,villinms, iu October, 1638. He is sup­

posed to have come over very early. He never re­

sided nt Shawon1et. 

Of Nicholas Power ,vc kno,v but little. He cumo 

to Providence with "\Yilliums a11d wns one of the 

original purchnsere of Shawon1et, but he never re­

sided there. lie <lied early in 1645. 

There wns another by the nnme of ,villinm ,v o­

del, nn original purchaser, who wns at Popaquiue-
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pnng in 1 G42. Ile was <li8armed nt Boston. \\"here 

he resided between thnt and 1 G42, docs not nppcar. 

I-le seems never to h:n·c rcsi<lc<l nt Slmwomct, but 

he lived nn<l <lied at Portsmouth. Ilis death oc­

eurrc<l in 1G92. 

,vhat w:1s the }Jrcciso internal condition of the 

settlement at Provi~cncc when lhcy came, it is diffi­

cult to e.ny. l{ogcr \Villiams, in n letter to Win­

throp in 1637, prnying his nclvicc, says: "Our con­

dition suits not the fnco of mngistracy ." The gov­
crnn1cnt there nt that time, voluntary ns it was, 

could not mnintnin perfect order in civil tJ1ings. In 

1640, owing to differences that hncl nriscn nmong 
them, nmong others o. cli8putc where the cli, .. iding 

line should be between Providence nnd Puwtuxet, 

they ngrccd to refer nll matters of difference what­

soever to Robert Cole, Chnd IlrowH, ,villiam IIarris 
nn<l John ,varncr, their dctcrminntion to be finnl. 

They reported, July 5, 1640, that they hn<l scri­

ous1y nnd cnrefu lly endcnvorccl to weigh nnd con­

sidc1· nll those differences to bring thcn1 to unity nncl 

peace. "\V c have gone," sny they, '' the fairest nnd 

cqnnllcst wny to produce our peace." They pro-
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vided a new syf:tcm of go~ernment, expecting it 

would prove to be better, have more energy, nnd 

thence better order. It however failed to do this, 

aficr n trinl of n yenr. 

This report wns ncccptcd nn<l signe<l by most of 

tho inhabitants-but not by nH. It wns not signed 

by John Greene, nor Frnnl'is ,v cston, nor by Ez-0k­

icl llollim:in nor Thomas Jnmcs, nil original n1cm­

bers. It wus signed by "\ViUinm Arnold, llonedict 

Arno]d, Robert Cole nnd \Villimn Carpenter, who, 

Scptcn1hcr 8, 1642, forsnking Providence, submittc<l 

to l\fnssnchusctts. Thero were sti1l differences and 

dissensions. Tho government was no stronger. It 

had no n1oro energy or power to Ruppress disorders. 

'Tho face of mngistrncy clitl not now suit our con­

dition." 
On the 25th of ltlny, 1641, 1Villian1 Arnold, who 

nppcnrs to have been one of the five n1en chosen to 

mnunge the n.fTnirs of tho town, nd<lressctl the rest of 

the five men ngainst the reception of Gorton nnd bis 

ns~ociutcs, and snid '' they wcro not fit persons to be 

received nnd made n1cmbers of such a hody, in so 

weak n state us our town is in nt present," nnd he 
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repeats, "into .such n poor state ns we nrc in nt pres­

ent." Ile rcpeuts this ngain in suhstnncc, t.ht·ec 

times, ns ·if there were not energy enough in their 

government to receive such ncti vc members ns towns­

n1cn, nnd intilnntcs that they nrc weaker front hnv­

ing no co1nn1ission from the highc1· powers with 
nuthority. "Anc1 whnt. nmy wo expect," snys he, "iC 

ho Gorton could get himself in with nncl nmong~t 

us, where nrc so tunny, ns we sec, nrc rcn<ly to trend 

us nnclcr their feet, who1n he calls his fl"icnds.'' 

Six n1onths nftcr this, Novcn1hcr 17, 1641, there 

wns another eviclenco of the wc:ikncss of tho gov­

ernment. This was n petition, signed by thirteen of 

their mcn1bcrs, nn1ong who1u wm·o \Villi:.un Curpcntcr 

nnd Benedict A rnol<l, to tho government of ~fnssn­

chusetts, "thnt it might plcusc to consider our con­

dition nn<l to lcncl us a neighbor-like, hclping-bnnd, 

to help us to bring wrong-doers to sntisfoction." 

These petitions constituted one kind only of their 

number. It ,vas not signed by Roger ,villiams or 

by \Yillintn Arnol<l, nor by nny other of the first 

comers or purchasers, except )Villium IInrris nnd 

,villinm Carpenter. 



72 A DEFENCE OF SAMUEL GORTON. 

They con1plain that John Greene and Francis 

"\Y eston, men who hncl not signed the report of the 

referees, "had long stood in opposition ngainst us nnd 

ngain~t tho fnirest nnd most just wnys of p1:o~ccding 

in order and government, nud that six or seven of 

our townsmen which were in penccahlc coYennnt 

with us, do now cut themselves off from us, nnd 
hnve procluimccl, in writing jointly, to take party 

with Gorton nnd his con1pnny nncl these n1cn." (A 

true copy of the writing enclosed.) \Vhcre is it? 
The truth wns, thnt tho five disposers hA<l under­

taken to cnrry the govermcnt by forced nrbitrntion 
ngninst n mnn who hnd not ngrccd to that n1o<le of 
governn1cnt, nnd hnd nppointcd nrbitrators for ·him, 

who bud rendered n judgment ngninst him for £15, 

nnd wc1·e proceeding to levy by execution upon ,v eston's cnttle. Greene nnd ,v cston, who dcclinecl 

that modo of government, rcsistccl, nnd son10 of tho 

men, whom they had refused to ndmit nmong them, 
who were still sojoutning there, nnd pcrhnps six or 

seven other townsmen, aided to resist. They re­

gnrclcd this proccc<ling unjust nncl unwnrrnntc<l. 

Francis VI eston said: "They are going to steal my 
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cnttic," nnd Randall Hol<lcn nnd John G rccne cried 
out, "Thieves stealing cattle I" 

This showed the wcukncss of the govcrnn1cnt, nnd 

nil tended to show to Roger '\rilliams nnd the n1oro 

considerate members that nothi11g short of authority 

from the crown co!1l<l produce oi"clcr or preserve tho 

peace and oust the disorders in the bo<ly politic. 

Among the e,ix or seven others who secn1cd to cut 

themselves off nnd tnkc pnrt with G rccne nud ,v cs­

ton nncl Gorton nncl lloldcn, were Richard \Yutcr­

nrn.n, Nicholns Power nnd John ,rarncr. These 

Lccamo pnrt of the comtnunity nt Popoquincpnug, 

nucl thereafter pnrchnsers of Shawomut. 

From tho 17th dny of November, 1641, perhaps 

before, they quietly retired from Providence, near 

to the neighborhood of the Arnolus nnd of Cole nnd 

,villian1 Cnrpentcr. Gorton purcbnsed of Robert 

Cole n parcel of lnn<l, bounded northerly nnd cnst• 

crly on Popoquincpnug rhcr, n smnll strcnn1 issuing 

from iinshnpaug pond and making its wny cnstcr)y 

nnd southerly into Popoquincpaug pond, ancl thence 

to Puwtuxct river through wlrnt is now Roger ,va­
linms Park. 

7 
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Hero they resided during the sun11ner of 1642 nnd 

till November tho 20th of thn.t ycnr. Those wJ10 

were disfrunchisc<l nt Portsmouth in ~lurch, 1642, 

wcro then living here. Hero they built houses nnd 

bestowed their l:thors to rnise up mcnns to maintain 

their wives nnd litt)c ones. 

They bnd scnrccly hecomo settled hero before tho 
' Arno)ds hccnt-nc <lis~ntisficd nn<l then hostile, nn<l so 

of Robert Cole nnd \V illinm Cnrpcntcr, nnd "desired 

them not ns neighbors or fri-cnus." Too wenk in 

themseh·c8 to compel their re111ovul, nnd the 111cn of 

Providence not inclined to nid thcn1 in snch n pur­

pose, their only nlternalivc wns to nsk the nhl of 

~Inssachnsctts. Tho mngistrntr.s of that Colony in 

November, 1641, hnd <lcniecl n former npplicntion · 

.for their interference in Providence matters :u1d hn<l 

given this ndvice nnd counsel to tho npplicnnts, 

"thnt unless thcv <lid submit themselves to some ., 

jurisdiction, we hncl no wnrrnnt to interpose,'' ,r hut 

if they were subject to nny, then we had a calling to 

protect them.'' 

In view of this implied promise, the Arnolds, Colo 

and Carpenter submitted their person, . lnnds and 
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estates to the juristliction of that Colony. This they 

<lid 01r the 8th dny of Scptcml1cr, 1 (>42. This wns 

crigcrly ncccptc<l by i\lussuchusctts. '' The plncc was 

likely to be of use to them if they had occasion to 

go out ngninst tho nnlivcs. It gave nn opening into 

Knrrngn11sctt llay." "It cnmc without their seek­

ing," nncl so "they thought it not wisdo1n. to let it 
slip." So said \Yinthrop. 

A Into writer thinks that ,vinthrop wus mistnkc11 

in supposing l\Inssuchusctts hml n greed for territory, 

nn<l thnt ho did not know or understnnd their wants 

or thcil· tlcsircst und ho instances thcil· forhcnrauco 

to present their clai111 to tho whole coluuy under a 

charter which ha<l never passed tho scnls. 

Iluving now nssurncd this jurisdiction, the Gcn­

ci·nl Court of l\Inssuchusctts sent n notice signed by 
John \Yint.hrop, Governor, Richnrd Bcllinghn:ru, 

Thomas Du<llcy nn<l Increase Nowell, dir~ctcd lo 

''Our Neighbors of ProYi<lcnco ,, : 

''MASSACUCSEITS TO O"CR NElGnnocns OF PRO,IDENCE : 

",v11EHEAs, ,Yilliam Arnol<l, of l'uwtuxct, nnd 

Robert Cole nnd others have lntcly put themselves 

and their fnmilies, 1an<ls nnd cstntes under the pro-
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tcction nnd government of this jurisdiction, and hnvo 

since con1plnined to us that you hnve since (upon 

pretence of a 1ntc purchnsc from tho Indinus J gone 

a_hout to deprive them of their lnwful interest, con• 

firtncd by four years of possession, nnd otherwise to 

molest them, we thought good, therefore, to write 

to you on their behalf, to give you notice, thnt they 

nnd their lands, &c., being under our jut·isdiction, 

we are to mnintnin them in their 1nwfu1 rights. If, 

therefore, you_ have _nny just title to anything they 

possess, yotf mny proceed ngninst thcn1 in our Court, 

where you shnll hnvc equnl justice·; but if yon shnll 

proc~cd to nny violence, you must not blame us i.f 
we sbnH toke like course to t·ight them. 

Jo. ,v INTnnor, Governor, 

Tuo. DunLEY, 
1{1. _BELLINGH~, 

1No. NowJ<~Lt. 
The 28 of the 8 mo., 1642/' 

As the intent of this submission nnd· the intent of 

this ,vnrrnnt, ns it is cnllcd, though it ,vns nddressed 

to « our neighbors of Providence," wns designed to 

nff'ect the Shawomut men only, eo it drew forth a 
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reply from them. This reply wns probably written 

by S:unucl Gorton. It wns, however, signed by the 

·whole number. It was more severe in its tone than 

,vns at all necessary to any legitimate purpose, was 

cnlculutcd to stir the nngcr of those to whom it wns 

nclclrcsscd, e,·cn to bitterness, was minglc<l very 

n1uch with theology, nnd that theology involved in 

n1ysticism, so that the logicnl portion was <lifficult to 

be unclcrstoo<l, yet tho material matter of the reply 
wns urged with sufficient clcnntcss nnd distinctness. 

Nobody who rca<ls could 111isundcrstand their rca­

sous for declining the jurisdiction of the ~Iassn­

chusctts nn<l rcfu8ing to nppcn.r in their courts. 

llad tho magistrates ·of l\Iassachusctts been ns de­

sirous to understand the civil 1nnttcrs coutuined in 

this repJy, as they were enger to search into the thc­

ologicnl portion, they would not have further pro­

ceeded nguinst thctn. 

Before the receipt of this notice, they lmd been 

info1·n1c<l rcpcntcdly of the .hostile feeling of Alassa­
chusctts, nud that equnl justice in their courts wns 

out of the question. Tho Shuwomut men hnd no 

confidence in their impartinlity. 
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They hnd been informed by John \V nraer thnt 

Governor ,vinthrop had snid to him, before Gorton 

cnmc fron1 Rhode Islnnd, ,t thnt ho wns n mnn 

not fit to live upon the fnce of the cnrth." It had 

been reported from the Ilny, '' that if they had him 
in Boston he would Jmrdly sec his house nny more." 

1'1nster Collins, who bud been cnst into prison nt 

Iloston nnd kept in dm·uncc n,nny months, on his 
return nnd coming to Providence, where Gorton nnd 

his fumily then Jived, ndviscd him to go to the Dutch 

or to the Swedes, for upon bis knowledge, "the Afns­

eachusetts men intended in ft short time to tnke his 
life, if he nbode in nny of the· English plnntntions, 

for he bnd received certain informntiou thereof 

whilst he wns nmongst them." 

They had henrd that the A-Inssschusctts intended to 

tnke in nll tho Nnn·ngnnsett Bay under their govern­

meutand jurisdiction. At the Islnud eo current wns tho 

report nnd so "ell nnthcnticntcd that it en used the re­
movnl of Mrs. llutchinson nnd hcrfnmilyto the Dutch. 

They believed nll this nnd could, ns they thought, 

plninly perceive thnt tho dl'ift of the ifnssnchusetts 

wns not o.n ly to tnke the whole of the English plan-
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tntions into their jurisdiction, but to estnblish wb:it 

wny of religion tucmsclvcs thought fit, to tho taking 

nwny not only of the gou<ls, but the lives, also, of 

such us wns otherwise n1inded. 

They believed also tlmt civil wrongs ns now 

ch:ugctl were not the n1nttcrs which it was their 

purpose to redress, but it wns their religious opin­

ions which the magistrates of l\I:iss:.ichusctts were 

intending to rcnch, an<l fo1· which they we.re stretch­

ing then1sc1vcs beyond their hounds. 

The Arnolds, Cole and-Carpenter then rcsitlcd in 
• 

n pince set off from Providence us Puwluxct, nnd 

,vithin- the same Pnwtuxct, Gorton nnd bis nsb~~iut~s 

then lived. This wns ninny miles disu;nt from tho 

territory described nnd <le.fined in the charter to 

~1nssuchusctts, to which their jurisdiction wns lim­

ited. To this their power of government wns 

limited. They could 1nnkc no Jaw which could 

operate beyond those lines. They cou Id deal with 

·the persons inhabiting in Pawtuxct only ns one sub­

ject of the l{ing of England could deal with another. 

The Jaws of Englund were over them cqunlly; under 

those laws their rights were equal. Tho subn1ission 
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of the Arnolds, could not enlnrgc the power 

grunted hy the l{ing either ns to persons or tcrritorj~. 

This wn1-Tnnt 1 ns it is cnllc<l hy Go1:ton ; this notice 

served upon them, infortnccl them thnt the rnngis­

trntcs of l\Jnssnchusetts hnd nssnmcd this unlnwful 

jurisdiction, unwurrnntcd by their charter nnd trnct 

reserved to exercise this unlnwful power, hy force 

'' if need be." "\Ve nrc to mnintnin the1n in their 

l:nv ful rights," nnd .would try their complui nls in the 

court nt Boston. 

They ,vere now brought face to face, n8 it were, 
• 

with tho n1~hitrnry power in the Day. These loynl 

mci1, true to their nllcginnco to the crown of Eng­

]nnd, desiring nbove nll things thnt which the itnssn­

cbusctts objected that they hnd not, nuthority from 

the c1·own ns !vlnssnchusctts hnd to set up n govern­

ment nnd thereby to enjoy. the liberties an<l the laws 

of England, were brought fuce to fuce with n powpr 

in the llny, which hnd rcpu<liutc<l nll_ tho lnws of 

Eng1und, u11 the constitutional . snfognur<l::J of civil 
liberty, which had <lenicd their ullcginncc to the l{ing, 

by virtue of whose charter they were ennhlcd to rule 

within the limits dcfiued therein, and were governed 
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by no lnws for n1n.ny ycnrs, snYc whnt existed in the 

henrt of the mngistrntc. 

Those cnrncst, loyal men now hnd simply to 

choose. between civil lihcrty u.nd bowing down to 

this -nrbitrnry power nnd going into their courts to 

ho tried and judged, nnd it. might bo, punished. 

,vith true English hearts they chose the first und 

nt oi1ce. 

They c1qimcd thnt the lnws of Englnnd were 

theirs, nnd thnt English liberty _wns theirs; that 

they came from the mother country to these shores 

clothed with them ; thnt it wns their birthright, nnd 

they hnd nn nhiding confidence thnt the govcrn-

1nent nt home would in the encl vindicnte those rights 

nnd liberties of thcirfl, they trusted in God und their 

ullegiancc nnd nnswcrcd : 

"\Yo lntcly received an irregular note suhsc~ihcd 

hy four men of tho chief nmong you. ,v e cou ltl 

not give credit to tho truth thereof, bccnusc "·e 

thought that men of your parts nn<l professions 

would never have prostrntcd thcii· wisdom to such 

an net," thnt. is, to nssumc n jurisdtction beyond 

their charter limits. 
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"\Yhcrens, you suy Rubert Cole nnd ,villinm 

, Arno1d, nnd others, have put thcn1selvcs under tho 

government nntl protection of your jurisdiction, which 

is the occn~ion you hn,·c now got to contcn<l with us. 

,r c wish yotn· words were vcrific<l, nn<l thnt they 

were not elsewhere to be found, that is, out of your 
jurisdiction. 

",v c know neither the one nor tho other havo 

powe1· to culnrgo the bounds by l{ing Chnrl~s lim­

ited unto-you." 

In thnt you invite us nnto your courts to fetch 
I 

your ·cqunl bnlnnccd justice, upon this ground tlrnt 

you_ nrc bcco1nc one with our ntlvcrsurics, nncl thnt 

both "in what they lmvo nud what they nro. Now, 

if we have our opponent to prefer his nction ng:iinst 

us, nn<l not so ouly, but to bo our counsel, our jury, 

nnd _ our judge, ( for so i~ 111ust be_, if you nre one 

with thc1n ns you nffirm,) wo know bcforelrnnd ho,v 

our cnuso will be r1H.lcc.l, nnd sco tho scnlo of your 

cqunl justice turned nlren<ly, hcforc W<' havo 1nicl our 

cnusc therein, nn<l cnnnot but n<lmiro to sec you cur­

ried so contrnry to your reccivcc.l principles." 

Further, we know that the chief nmong you have 
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professed "thnt "·c nro not worthy to live, and if 
son10 of ns. were umongst you, wo should hardly sco 

the pl:icc of our abode uny more." 

'' ,rhcn wo have to do in your jurisdiction, we 

know wlrnt it jg tu snhmit to the wi~c di~po::;ition of 

our God. ,rhcn you ha.vc to do amongst us in tho 

liberties ho hnlh given us, we doubt. not l,ut you 

slrnll find Ilin1 judge amongst us, beyond nny cnusc 

or thing you cnn propose unto us; nm] let thnt Mtf• 

flee you nucl know that you cannot niaintain n. Juris­

diction, but you n1ust reject nll inroa.<ls into other 

n1cn's privileges, nncl so do we." 

"\V c profess right unto all n1cn, nnd to tlo no vio­

lence nt nll, ns your rcscripts thrcntcn to do us; fur 

we have lcnrnccl how to discipline our children or 

servants without offering violence unto them, even so 

do we kno,v ho,v to deal with our clcboist, nnu, yen, 

inhun1an ncighhours, or (if you ,~ill) nnhn1s, with 

out <loing nny violence, but rather rcndc1·ing unto 

thc1n thnt which is their due." 

"Kor shnll wo ho fonn1r<l to con10 so for to find 

yon work upon your request till we know tllnt you 

benr another n1ind thnn others of your neighbors do, 
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with ,vhom we have hnd to do in this country, whose 

pretended laws we hnve stooped under to the rob­

hing and ·spoiling of our goods, tho livelihood of our 

,Yivcs nud chiklren, thinking they hnd labored, 

though groping in gross dnrkncss, to bring forth tho 

truth in the right nnd equity of things or being such 

ns hnve denied in the public courts, that the lnws 

of our nntive country should be nnmed amongst 

them, yen, nasty and insufferable i>lnces of imprison­

ment for spenking in the lnngunge of them." 
"Yen, they have endenvorcd, nnd that in public 

expressions, thnt n man nccused hy them should not 

have liberty to nnswer for himself, in open courts," 

as in Plyn1outh. 

"But the God of vengeance unto whom our cause 

is referred, never having our protector and judge to 

aeek, will show himself in our deliverance out of the 

hands of you nll." 

(They niight be excused for being a little pro­

phetic). 
,t ,v c resolve, therefore, to f~llo,,... our employ­

ments nnd to carry nnd behave ourselves, us formcr1y 

we have done, nnd not otherwise, for we have 
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wronged no man, unless with hnrd labour, to pro­

vide for our fm11ilics nnd suffering idle rind idle 

drones, to tnkc our lubotirs out of tho 111outh and 

from the bucks of our 'little ones, to lordano it 
over us." 

( A little n1orc prophecy. They mny be cxcugct.l 

for n little 1norc prophecy.) 

"\Vo will not be <lcnlt with ns before we spc:1k; 

in tho nnmc of our Goel, we· will uot, for if nny shnH 

disturb ns nbovc, secret hypocrites shnll become open 

tyrants nnu their laws nppcnr to be nothing else but 

mere 1ustg in the eyes of nil the world." 

And they concln.<lc: 

"Countrymen, (we cannot but cnll you so,) 

though ,ve find your carringe to be fur worse thnu 
these Indinns." 

They seem to hnve unclcrstoocl the clrnrnctcr of 

their ndvcrsnrics better thnn their enemies them­

selves scemecl to <lo. 1V c shnll nftcrwnrds find thnt 

the civil injuries, nnd ouly such which they then 

desired to redress. wc1·0 not inquired tibout, nor re­

dress attempted. 
8 
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Hnving scnt·this letter to the General Court, then 

in session, with intent thnt the country might be in­

formed of whnt the Court nnd tho n1ngistrutes were 
doing, they thought it prudent to remove beyond 

nny lnnd owned by tho Arnolds or Cole or Cnrpen­

ter, to territory where, by no pretence, could the 
llnssnchnsetts clnim jurisdiction. They ncgotinted 

with the natives for the 1nnd, where they con1d be free 

from nny English clnim, with a people n1orc friendly 

thnn their own fcllow-su bjccts. 

In the beginning of the winter of 1642-3 they took 

up the.ir nbode nt Shawomut nnd prepared them-
... 

1elve1 for the coming winter, nnd before tho expira-

tion of sixty dnye received ph1in conveynnce from 

Alit1ntonomi, nnd set down upon their own pur­

cbnsed possession with joyful hope for the future­

a delusive hope, ns it proved. 

The sharp, and, it mny be said, rnncorous permit 

or their advcrsnries, left then1 only till the begin­

ning of l\Iny. 
Two inferior snchems of tho :Nnrrngnnsetts, resid­

ing within their purchase and subject to l\finntonomi, 

were, ~y the influence of the Arnolds, induced to go 
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down to Boston and subn1it to the jurisdiction of the 

l\lassnchnsetts. 

The ngitntion of this matter bcgnn nt Boston, ~Iny 

10th, 1 l343, these snchcms going down by the pro­

curement of the Arnolds, who felt n uccp interest in 

their subjection to the Gcncrnl Court then sitting. 

Before this, in Scptc1nher, directly nficr the sub­

n1ission of the Arnolds, Roger ,villinms hnd been 

selected by tho Island governn1ent to go over ns 

their ngent to procure a patent giving 'them nnthor­

ity for go,·crnment, which ,rillinms had not before. 

Ile had ncccpted the mission. Chnd Brown hnd 

in October o( thnt yenr hccome pastor of tho Baptist 

Church, instead of ,vi11inms. 

Rhode Island had come to feel the necessity of a 

pntent to carry on any govcrnn1cnt successfully, 

which could enforce order. To build up n govetn­

ment from original elements, fron1 individuals in n 

state of nnture, is the slow work of time nnd of great 

clifficulty. The in<lividnal n1ust ~, ,unk in tho uu1ss, 

so as to feel there is a power hchi lJtl the mngistrate 

not to be resisted. This cannot be in a small com­

munity, where every one may as well judge ns the 
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rnngistrntc. Under n pntent the power of the nntion 

wns behind them, which would be irrcsistihlc by nny 

one <lisposcd to be turbulent or a disturber of the 

}lCUCC. 

Uogcr ,ri11inn1s himself hnd nlrcndy con10 to tho 

conclusion Umt n putcnt wns ncccssnry, nntl he says 

,tit hnd been objected thnt ho had no nuthority for 

government." This cnmo from the Bny nnd from 

Gorton. The Ilny bnd nlso objected to the cmigra• 

· tion to Connecticut for one, nmong other reason~, 

"tbnt the government nt borne woultl not endure n 

plnntntion without a pntent." 

,rillia111s, on nccouut of this ohjection, went pu1·-

11oscly to Englnnd to proctn·o n patent. 

His purpose wns formed in October, 1642. IIo 

prepnrctl for his departure nnd left his home for 

)fn_nhnttnn, where be was to tnko pilssnge for Eng­

]nHd before tbc ng·itntion of the matter ns to the sub­

n1isson of Pomhnm nnd Soccononocco in ~Iny. Ho 

"·us nlrendy nt ~Jnuhuttnn nt the first breaking out 

of tbe wur with tho In<linns there, commcncccl hy .. 
the Dutch on the 25th of February, 1642-3, nnd on 

the day following he saw their homes in flames. He 



A DEFENCE OF 8A)IUEL GORTON. 89 

had been gone fron1 Providence more than two 

months before nny open negotiation for the submission 

of these suhject sachems. Hnd he been there where 

advice and influence could be felt with his Indinn 

frienus, it may haYe been thnt they would hnve lis­

tenecl to this advice nud hnve rmnuinccl loyal to the 

chief snchem. I-le n1ight unve countern~tcd the influ­

ence of the Arnolds. He wns their !' ancient friend." 

Or hntl tho 111ntter hecn opened for him to have writ­

ten the truth of the n1nttcr to \Viuthrop, u different 

result might hnvo been renchcu. 

The submission of these suhor<linatc snchems took 

place on th~ 22d dny of June, 1643. The first meet­

ing of the General Court thereafter wns on the 7th 

day of September. 

The other colonists of New England hnd before 

this entered into a confc<lcracy for mutual nid. 

Their commissioners met ut the s:1111e tin1e in Boston. 

On the 12th of September, 1643, they caused the 

purchaser of Shawo1nut to he informed of the eub­

mission of these sachen1s, nnd thnt they had ngnin 

assun1cd jurisdiction over the Indians and the pur­

chasers ; that the sachems had complained of civil 
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injuries. Nothing is said of tho Jetter fron1 Popo­

quincp:tug, or hcl'csy, nnd they nrc required to up­

penr nt Boston to nnswcr to their con1plaint, w~10 

were then present nt Boston to nttcn«l their coming 

and their- nnswcre. This notice is ns follows: 

"To our neighbours, Mnstcr Snmncl Gorton, John 

,vickes, llnnd111l Holden, Hobert Potter, Ifrnncis 

,veston, Richard Carter, John ,vnrner nnd \Vil­

Jinm \\' ndd)o : 

",YuEREAS, we hnvc received upon good gronnd 

into our jurisdiction nnd p1~otoction two Indian 

1achcn1s, ,vhoso nnmcs nro Pomhnn1 nnd Soccononoc­

co, who hnve Jutely complnincd to us of some unjust 
nnd inju1·ious dealing toward thctn by yourselves, 

nnd becnuse we desire to do equal right nnd justice 

to all, nnu thnt nll pnrtics n1ight bo hcnrd, we hnve 

therefore thought good to write to you to give you 

notice hereof, ihut 80 you might mnko present 

nnswcr in tho Gcncrul Court, now nsscmbled nt 

Boston, to their cornplnint, who nre no,v hero with 

us to nttcnd to your con1ing. 

"And because some of you hnve bee1_1 denied the 

liberty of coming amongst ns, and it may be that 
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othcl's nre not willing in other respects to nppcnr, 

nn<l we do therefore hereby give nn<l grunt snfo con­

duct for your free egress nnd regress unto us, 

whereby there n1ny be no just excuse for withhold­

ing you to give satisfaction in this pnrticulnr. 

Per Our Gcncrnl, 

INcu. Now1~LL, Secretary. 

Dntcd the 12th of 7th mo., 1643." 

They declined to go down nt the invitution or 

bi<lding of the General Court nnd nnswci·cd by ,vord 

of month to the mcssngc, nnd for nnswcr affirmed 

the scntiu1cnt of their former letter of November, 
I 

1642, "that they were loyal suhjects of tho King of 

England, nnd were beyond the lino of their terri­

tory-beyond the lino of their jurisdiction ns lim­

ited hy tho l{ing in their chnr.tcr-nnd that they 

woul<l not ncknowle<lgc subjection unto nny other in 

the plnco in which they were. Thnt the Stnto of 

Old Englnnd only had right unto them nnu would 

in due time come to their relief n.nd give dil·cction 

for their well-ordering in civil respects; that they 

were doing no wrong to English or Indinn; thnt 
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they stood upon their ·rights. ns Englishmen nnd 

fellow-subjects 1111d upon the laws of the rcnln1.'' 

On the 19th dny of September nnother writing 

!igncd by Nowell, the Secrctiiry of the Court~ wns sent 

impressing them thnt the Court, nssuming thnt tho 

purchnsers hnd invited them to co1ne to Shnwomut 

nnd b11vo thcii· con1plnint oxnminccl iunong their 

neighbours there, nnd iutd promised sntisfuction und 

ju~tice, informed thcn1 "lhut in 01·dcr that their 

n1oderntio1_1 nntl justice might nppcnr to nil men? 

tbey would "cou<lescend" and would short.ly send 

con1missio11ers ( with a bnnd or fol'ty soldiers) to lay 

open the cbnrges nnd to bent· their nnswcr ! and there­

u1>on to receive such sntisfi1ction as should npponr to 

the comn1isasioncrs in justice to be due 11 and if they 

would make good their offer of doing the ~lassachu­

eclts right thoy woulu l>o loft in· ponce, otherwise 

"we must right ourselves" nud our people by force 

of arms 111 -

They would mnke ,vnr upon them l us if they wel'o 

not fellow-subjects and clothed with the same -rights 

and immunities ns such, equal ~o their own. 
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How this comn1en<led theii· "n1odcrntion und jus­

tice" is not seen. 

These simple, loynl men could not sec the <liff cr­

cncc in principle between going dowu to Hoston to 
nnswcr in their courts und subn1itting to this sort of 

tyranny nt home, nt Shawo1nut, nnd they ut unco 

gnvc thmn to un<lcrstand ns nutch, nnd stnnding 

upon their constitutional rights AS Englishn1cn, 

warned thcn1 not to set foot on their purchnscd 

possessions in. nny hostile "·ny but nt their peril. 
lf they came ns neighbours, to trcnt with them in 

the wnys of equity and pence, nnd to hnvc their 

complaints discussed nnd consi<lcrcd, without thrcnt 
or force, they would be welcome. If they c:uuo 

ns warriors, they would be resisted unto dcnth I 

By taking these convert snchctns under their proca, 

tection nud jurisdiction, ,Yil1inm Harris snys "the 

Ntnl'ngnnsctt nrm wns broken." By this net they 
not only rcnchc<l tho Shnwon1ut settlement nnu tho 

settlers there, which the Arnolds of nll things <lc­

sircd, nn<l, ns n1uch, pcrlrnps, us <lid the General 

Court nt Boston. Dut they nlso so weakened the 

Narl'ngnnsett power that thenceforth it crumbled, 
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nnd the nntiou wns doomed to final extinction. They 

bud now "un opening into the Bny ngainst the Nurrn­

gnnscUs if they hud occnsion." This they soon Juul. 

It wns n <lccp policy- of stntc, worldly wise, (tho 

·n-isuotn of the serpent if it had not the innocency 

of the dove). lt wus wis<lo111 to tnko this step. 

Son10 nnonymous writer bnd ndvhsed thcn1 cnrly 

'' thnt it wn8 not expected that they should be more 

innocent than wns consistent "·ith wisdom." "They 
thougb.t it wns ,visdom to let this slip." 

Hnving tu ken tbit1 step they felt thnt they could 

not rctt·nct. It "·ns dangerous to retrent. Their 

fnith hnd been pledged to these inferior snchen1s, 

and they felt that it must be kept however unwisely 

given or however it might nffect their charncter for 

justice or for innocence. 

The commissioners answered in clearer terms tho 

purpose of their con1n1g in a- letter uddressed to 

John Peisc, the bcnrer of the messnge to them, to 
be tf to convince them of the evil of their wny nnd 

cnuse thctn to divert their course," thnt they "1night 

by so doing preserve their lives nnd their liberties;'' 

and further said : "If the1·e be no wny of turning 
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tbe1n, ,ve shnll look upon them as men fitted for the 

elnughter, nnd nccordingly shnll address ourselves 

with n11 convenient speed, not doubting the Lord'zt 

presence with us." 

This com111nnicntion was followed hy the iinn1c­

dinte n<lvnncc of a p:u-ty of sol<licrs, when tho 

settlers, hnving retired to n h·ouse fo1·tificd, which 

probably wns thnt of San1ucl Gorton, (it wus on the 

lot originally nssigned him,) prepared to I"esist unto 

death. They wcl'e bcscigctl hy tho eoldiers for t=on10 

dnys. At tho instnncc of Providence men who hntl 

come down ns spectators, there wus n parley, "four 

of Providence being present." 

The con1missioners being questioned, now for the 

first time nnnounccd the mnin purpose of their com­

ing, thnt the purchnsers of Shnwomut hnd done s001e 

wrong to some of their subjects, nnd nlso which hnd 

not been intimated before, thnt they held blasphe­

mous errors, which th('y nn1st either repent of or go 

down to Boston to bo tri('d in their courts." 

At the parley were p1·
1
cscnt Chn<l Urown, Thomas 

Olney, ,villiam Field and \Yillinm ,Vickendcn, 

{ nll ministers). Tbey can1e down at the request of 
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Snmuc1 Gorton nnd his company ns witnesses, nnd 

son1c of them nt the request of Robert Colo, tho 

suhjcct of tho i-tnssnchusctts "to prevent" it might 

be "the shedding of blood." 

These witnesses ,vroto to ,vinthrop tho result of 

thnt pnrlcy, nnd begged him to ngrco to refer these 

matters. of difference to · nrbitrnment, which the 

Sbawomut men offered to submit to nnd to abide by 

the dcterminntion. They appenled to the King nt 

first, nnd then proposed nrbitrnmcnt. 

,Yinthrop's reply wcs hnrsh nnd the nrbitramcnt 

rudely refused. I-le enys to tho w itncsscs : "You n1ny 

do well to tnke notico, thnt bcsi<lo tho titlo to lnnd 

between tho English nnd tho Indians there, there nre 

twch·c of tho English thnt hnve subsci-ibcd their 

names to horrible nnd dotestnble blnsphcn1ies, who 

are rather to be jtic:Jgc<l ns blnsphemers thnn they 

should delude us by winning time under pretence of 

11rbitrntion. '' 
There were more to refer tho mutter to, not to 

Providence, whom they "did not know/' 1101· to 

Rhode Islnnd, whom ,t they know too well to leave 

any matter unto." "They were taken as prisoners," 
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,vinthrop says. · ,vhcn they cunie, the i ntcnt wns to 

bnYo them ns captives nn<l carried <lown to Iloston. 

They were tric<l on]y for their heretical opinions, 

nn<l were convi~tcd of being "blasphemous cncn1ics" 

of the Lord J csus Christ, con<lc111ncd nnd in1prisoncd 

until l\furch, 1G44, tho whole winter, uu<l set nt lib­

erty then "bccuuso it wns clnngcrous to keep them 

longer," nn<l were then expelled nu<l bnnishcd front 

l\fnssacbusctts nn<l from thch· o,vn possessions. 

And in nil this wns demonstrated what Gorton 

predicted, that tho charge of civil injuries ,vns tho 

pretence, tho religious errors were what they hit.­

tcl'ly pursued, nn<l thnt this hypocrisy would event­

unto "in open tyrunny ," ns ho hnd nlso predicted, 
nnd ns he designed it should hy 8tnnding upon hia 

undoubted rights. 
There were two grounds upon which tho Alnssn­

chnsctts justified themselves fur taking these men 

from their homes nnd going bcyonu thl li1nits of their 

charter, which dcpentlc<l up-011 tho truth or fnl:5ity of 

alleged f nets : 

1st. Thnt the territory wns within the PJymo~th 

patent; and, 
~ 
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2d. Tbnt they hnd the assent or consent of 

Plymouth and of the U nitcd Colonies for tnking 

jurisdiction over it. 
This hns never been proved, nntl wns incnpnhle of 

proof. Until tho union of tho Colonies, nnd until it 

became ncccssnry for l\Inssnchusctts to set it up, it 

hnd never been clnimcd by anybody. Ply1nouth 

disclaimed it. Their code of lnws of 1636 describe 

the .territory which wns within their potent, nnd 

oTer which their Jnwe were to opcrnte. This wns 

bounded by the Boy. In the snme yenr they told 

'\Yilliams thnt he wns then on the bnnk of the Sco­

konk river, "thnt he hnd· but to cross to the other 

aide nnd he would he ns free ns they." Their nnswer 

to Coddington nnd Clnrke, who desired the I81nnd, 

thnt "thnt was free nlso from all cluim, and th?Y 

were nbout to propose it, and if they settled there 

they would be loving neighbours together," Brnd­

ford wrote Winthrop thnt it wns not in their pnteut 

then. 
· It was "left open by the commissioners of plnntn­

tations to be proved, saying that "if it were so, it 

would niter their case." Winslow made that defence 
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ngninst his own judgment, not believing it to be 

tt·nc. I-le waited four years to he furnished with 

proof to submit to the commissioners, but ho wnited 

in vnin, nn<l snid, "It wns the material objection 

twelve months ngo, which I could not nnswer then. 

llow cnn I now that n ycnr nud n half more lins ex­

pired nnd nothing done?" And he was obliged to his 

mortificati_on nnd nt the expense of his credit ''to let 

all fall nt tha last." It was not true. 

Another matter of fact set up wns thnt Pomhnm 

nnd Soccononocco were independent sachems, nnd 

tbnt they nlone hnd the power of disposition either 

to sell the soil or to grant jurisdiction nod power of 

government over it. And they thence clu.imed that 

the @nle by ~Iinntono1ni, tho superior snchcn1 of tho 

Nnrrngnnsetts, ,vns void nod gnve no title to tho 

Shnwomut n1cn, nnd tbttt as iudcpeuclent sachems 

their submission to tho ~Inssnchusctts·wns no viola­

tion of their nllcgiancc to tho Nnri·ngnnsctts, nnd 

gnvc to l\Inssuchusctts rightfully juriscliction over 

their territory nnd the men residing upon it. This 
matter of clcfoncc was also untrue. It was never 

proved nnd because it was not susceptible of p_roof. 
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Roger ,Yillinms knew, if nnybody knew, who 

irere the snchems, supreme or suborclinatct of tho 

Knrrngnnsctts, of tho Poknnokcts, of tho Pequots. 

To the Nnrragunsctts he was coun_scllor nn<l secre­

tory in nll their wurs with tho Pcqnots, l\Iohcgnns, 
and ,v nn1pnnongs. He had been employed by tho 

l\fns!nchusctta govcrnn1cnt, by ,vinthrop nnd by 

Vnnc; on nccount of his knowledge of the chnrnctcr, 

bnhite, lnws, system of government nnd motives of 
nction of these Indinn tribes. Ile hnd trnvellcu 

n~ong nll these ns fnr ns his knowlcclge of their 1nn­
guogc, which wns extensive, ,voultl permit him ; hnd 

mingled fnmilinrly with them to lenrn their langunge. 

~ Have run through varieties of intercourse with 
them dny nnd night, summer nnd winter. l\Inny 
gole1nn discourses I hnve hnd with nil nntions of 
them, nnd from one end of the country to nnother, 

ns fur ns opportunity nnd the little ]nngunge I hnve 
coul<l rcnch." Ile sni<l that these were inf crior nnd 
euhjcct snchems, nnd hy their system of government 

wc1·e bound to rcn1ovc nt tho will and pleasure 

of the superior snchem, and thnt this wns one of 

their bonds of union. 
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In all these thero wns no independent sachem 

between the ,v nmpnnongs and the Narrngansclts. 

There wns no independent sachem ns Pomhnm or 

Soccononocco. They were Cowesct snchems and 

conquered. 

Upon this opinion he himself had acted. lie hnd 
contrnctcd with Soccononocco for his surrender of a 

meadow cn11cd Outchcmaumknnct. He procured 

the confirmntion of ~Iinntonomi, the chief 8nchem, 

when he would sell it in 1640 to Hobert Cole~ who 
nftcrwards suhmittcd to 1\Inssnchusctts, and Colo 

took the confirmation of this chief snchcm ns con­
clusive of his title. 

Gorton n1ay be supposed to hnvo known whether 
Soccononocco wns subject or not. He hnd lived 

,vithin two miles of this mcado,v for a twelve­

month; hnd been conversnnt with the nntil'es from 

the time he came to Providence.. He purchased of 

l\Iiantonomi. 

,ve hnve tho testimony ·or Stephen Arnold, the 

youuger son of ,villinn1 nnd brother of Benedict, 

in 1656, thnt the snchcmdom of Soccononocco ex­

tended not merely to the Pawtuxet river, but be-
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yond nnd to the north of it, into the pnrchusc mnde 

by Roger \Yillinms of J\Iiantonomi. ,villiams' title 

wns never questioned. 

All tho lnnd purchased beyond the cnstcrn shore 

of Nnrrng:insctt Bay "·e~twnrd was purchased of the 

superior snchen1 of tho Nnrrngansctts. Hho<lo Island 

wos so purcbnscd, nnd Coddington found it uc~cs­

Bnry (the chief of tho Islnnd told hin1 it wns) to go 

over the Il:iy to the chief snchom there, nnd thnt ho 

must dcnl "ith bim. 

. Tho islnnds of Patience and Hopo were purchnscd 

by Roger ,Yillinms of him. 

John Greene in October, lG-12, purchnsc<l of ~Iian­

tonomi ( tho deed being signed by this snme Socco­

nonocco) what is now the Spring Green forn1, cnllcd 

the Occupnssuntuxct. It wns never disputed, nnd 

has come down by nn unbroken ch11in of title to the 

present boh]ers with the bounds unchanged. 

It wus enid by ,vinthrop, in his journnl in his ne­
count of the exnminntion nnd trinl nt Boston, thnt 

Jrlinntonomi could prove no nuthority, no title. 

He hnd himself, with Roger \Villinms, so long ngo 

u November, 1637, purchased of this same Minnto-
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nomi the island, Prudence, which he transmitted to 

his descendants. It is difficult to believe that John 

,vinthrop doubted ef l\liantonomi wns chief sachem 

of nll the country west of the eastern @horc of the 

Bay. Ile states ns the only proof ut Boston, the 

testimony of Benedict Arnold, (who, it will be re­

marked, did not s_ny that Soccononocco was not sub­

ject, or thnt ~iinntonomi wns not chief, but stntcd 

that, partly upon his own knowlc<lgo, partly upon 

the rclntion of divers Indians, thn.t deerskins, which 

was u tribute only to the chief sachem, ,vcre given 

to Soccononocco nnd not to liiantonomi. 

\V hat ho knew of bis own know ledge mny hllvo 
been thnt deerskins were given to the under sachem, 

nnd he muy bnve hcni-d from divers Indians thnt they 
were not given to the chief sachem of the Nnrrngnn­

setts. I-le docs not express his opinion oven, but 
1envcs it open to the· inference thnt Soccononocco 

wns not subject. ,v c shnll he nblo to dra,v the 

proper inference when I state the position of Arnold 

at the time. 

Ile had in Decen1ber, 1641, (mark the time) be­

fore there wns any occasion to submit to MW!sachu-
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eette, purchnscd whnt is cnlled "The Hundred Strides 

Purchnsc." This wns to hen bundre<l largcstridesfrom 

the higher bnnk of the river nnd extending in length 

along the river from n rock n mile fron1 Pnwtuxct 

bridge called itnnipsconnsset to the "fn1·thest wading 
p1nce" nt Tousko_unknnet, where the north line of 

Gorton's purchase crosses the river. The deed wns 

!igncd by iiinntonomi alone. Arnold claimed by 

this deed nlwnys. 

Now what did Benedict Arnold believe? Ile wns nn 

Indian interpreter. I-le treated with nll these nntivcs 

every duy, nnd, ns Gorton snys, on the Sabbath duy, 

and must have known the truth. 

There were several comrnissions to enquire into 

the extent of the Nnrrngnnsett territory. August 

15, 1679, Thomas ~:iinnr, n commiss1oner, snys thnt 

in his presence certnin questions• we1·e given nn<l 

nnswers taken from the Pcquots and some ancient 

Narrugnnsctts by Amos Richnrdson nnd James Noyse. 

One wns, "Where is tho co.stern bounds of the Nnrrn­

gnnsett country?" . 
Cornman and Pnwtnquit nod all the Pequot In-

dians present, which were many, agree and affirm 
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thnt the river nenr the llbckstonc house, which is 

called in In<linn '' Pnwtuck," which signific~ n .full, 
because there the fresh wntcr falls into the s:tlt wntcr, 

s:ind- now n mill stnnds ~here, is tho dividing line be­

tween the Nnrrognnsett country nnd the \Ynmpanong 

lnnu. 

In 1 G83, Edward Crnnfield nnd others, nppointed 

by the King to inquire into the respective claim and 

title, ns well of bis Mnjesty ns of persons nn<l cor­

porntions w hntsocvcr, to the immediate jurisdiction 

nnd proprietary of the soil in the Kin-g's Province or 

Nnrrng:1.usctt country, report thnt the river nncicntly 

culled N arrngnnsctt River; both bccnuso it ,vashcs 
nnd bounds the whole length of the Narrngnnsctt 

country on the eastward, o.nd so thnt Plymouth Col­

ony, ,vhich hns now been planted more than lhrco­

ecore (60) years, have over since bounded them• 

selves, nccording to the scheme, n limitation of their 

}Jntent, by the same Bny cnllcd Nnrrngnnsctt River, 

to,vnrds the south, into which tho freshets of snid 

1·ivcr calle<l Pnwtucket c1npties itself in a precipice • . 
He nlso says, that upon tho best evidence offered 

and examination of sundry ancient inhabitants, both 
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English nnd Indinn, it nppenrs that the NarrngnnsC'tt 

Duy or river, where it fntl~ into tho s.cn, bounds the 

N:u-ragnnsclt country easterly, nntl hy n testimony 

given hy Govc1:nor \Yiilslu,v in his 1ifc-timc, upon 

nnothcr occnsion, nn<l nlso hy informution of sundry 

ol<l nn_<l princi1ml ln<linns, it nppcars tlmt I>uwtucket 

River 1ying between Rehoboth and Providence -wns 

the intended country and river between Plymouth 
Colony nnd Providence Plantations, which in Ply­
mouth pntent is called Nnrrngnnsett River. 

Now it is snid by a 1ntc writer thnt there are now 

uot so good_ means of solving tho question, ns there 

wne then ( nt Boston) when these circumstances 
1\·ere presented. 

They became satisfied upon investigation tbnt tho 

· bend of tbe Nnrrngnnsett tribe bntl no right over 

these inferior snchems, (as l\1orton calls them,) no 

power of nlicnntion. Ilnt however the fuct might 

be, he now ccnscs to renson nnd cuts the knot by tho 

fact thnt they hclicvctl nntl felt, nntl it wns their 

policy notwithstnnding, from duty nnd interest, to 

do as they did. That it wns their policy and their 
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interest explains their. whole conduct without tho . . 
111qmry. 

But if it is so cnsy now to show tlmt the N nrrn­

gnnsctt chief hud this nuthority over these suhjcct 

sachems, nn<l it wn~ cnsicr then, nrny we not clouht 

if they beHcvcu tho contrury, while thcit· interest 

nnd their policy led them to clisrt'gnrd the right. 

'"' e won<ler how it could be, and the circumstnnccs 
lend us to the atntcn1ent of Gorton, thnt ,viuthrop 

said ns we shoul<l, with the knowledge he is sho,~n 

to hnve had, expect thut he would sny-thnL ho de­

sired not to bring tbnt question to· public scnnning, 

for the Indinns bud, by thch· n<ln1ission, mudo it clcnr 

on Gorton'~ bchulf. \Yinslow, ns before, snid "thnt 

the point objected coulu not he answered. 

I presume the nine mentioned by ,vinthrop wero 
Sntnucl Gorton, John \\'ickcs, Rnnclnll llolden, 

Robert Potter, Richnrd Curcler, Francis ,,·cston, 
John ,rnrner, ,Y!lli:un ,,raddcll, with Snmpson 

Shotton, who died with hnr<lship, ns Gorton snys. 

,v ntc.rman, Power und Greene were not ta.ken, 

nntl for these a second warrant wns sent, nnd two 
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of them, Power and Wntermnn, went in or were 

taken. 

The place where they were tuken is well defined 

by trndition. It is now nu open ficl<l south of tho 
house belonging to the heirs of Stephen G. ,,? o.rner, 

nnd between it nnd the small river or tnill-pontl. 
· In the fie1d were two houses, one near the ,Yestern 

line, the other wns further enst. The tradition is 

that they fled from the "'esternmost one to the more 

eastern, which, I undcrstnnd, wns Sumuel Gorton's. 

This lot or field, trndition snys, wns Sun1uel Gorton's, 

and is sometimes cnlled tho "Gorton Lot." 

On their cxpulr1on from l\Inssnchusetts, nod from 

Shnwomut, they l'eturncd within the tin10 limited to 

them.. They lodged the 1ast night ( l\Inrch 20th, 

1644,) in their own houses nt Shnwomut, nnd then 

prpceeded, on the 21st, to Rhod_e Island, (where 

Cocldington was still Governor,) and took up their 

abode ~t Portsmouth. IIcrc they were cordially rc-­
ccivcd, their wnnts supplied, nnd their homes mndo 
comfortnble. They 1·eceived nlso the sympnthy of 

the inhabitants, notwithstnnding the f ormcr enforced 

removal of some of them from among them. 
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,r-c find Coddington, who had been the strong 

instrun1ent of thci1· removal, still holding his hostile 

feeling. In his letter to \riuthrop, August 5th, 

1644, he snys: ''Gorton came before I knew it, is 

here ngainst 1ny niin<l, nu<l shall not be protected· 

by n1e." 

ff A party here ndhcrc to Gorton nnd his company, 

in both plantations, nntl judge thcn1 so n1nch s~rcngth 

to the pl~tce, but nrc no friends to us or to you." 

This hostile f cc ling continued long nftcr the charter 

cnn1c, be snying in 1646: "Though Gorton nnd his 

company nrc joined in the chnrtcr, they nrc to n10 ns 

ever they hnvo been-their freedom of the lshuul is 

tlcnic<l nml was ,vhcn I accepted of the plncc I now 
bear. ,v c muintniu the government ns before." 

Roger ,villinms, who hn<l been nbsent in Englund 

to procure a charter for the plnntntions nbout Nnrr:,­

gnnsctt Bay returned to Boston on the 17th of Scp­

tcn1hcr, 1 G4,1, with n pntcnt fron1 the Commissioners 

of Plnntntions, including thcn1 nil, nntl giving to 

them nil the nuthority to make laws for their go~­

crnment, they being not rcpngnnnt to the laws of 

England. 
10 



110 A DEFENCE OF SAMUEL GORTON. 

This, says Gorton, Wt\S joyfully recehFed by the 

entire colony, by these Shnwomut 111en not the lenst 

so, for it gave to all the · plantation tho power of , 
government-which some desired nnd which nil re-

quired-which ,villinms requirecl-which tbo Shn­
womnt men requircd-un<l were wniting patiently for, 

A! necessary to preserve order. 

They hnd an orgttnizntion nt n meeting of the 
whole colony either in the fall ( October or N ovem­

ber) or enrly the next yenr ( 1645) at Portsmouth. 

Gorton nnd other \V nrwick men a.ccepted the places 

os magistrates to which they were cho~en. 

But ngninst the opposition, nnd the nctive inter­

ference of Plymouth nncl of ~Inssuchusctts, which 

1til1 continued, the government coul<l not be car­

ried on. . 
On the 16th of OctoLer, 1644, the General Court 

at Bostun sent their wnrro.nt to Shnwomut to wnrn 

nnd forbid any person disposed or intending to set­

tle down nt Shnwomut to forbear to do eo without 

license from the Court, or to meddle with any of 

("our people"), either Euglish or Indian, for, say they, 

"lVe resolve to maintain our just right." 
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June 4th, 1645, they sent n warrnnt to attach the 

lnnds of Francis \Veston, to compel his nppearnnco 

to nnswcr ut Boston the cumplniut of \Yilliam 

Arnold. PJymouth, on tho other huntl, sent John 

Brown to warn nll persons ngninst, and to dis­

courngc the people from yielding any ohcdicncc to, 

the churtcr or to nny authority or govcrnn1eut, but 

only such ns wu.s allowed and approved hy them. 

So Coddington was nblo to mnintnin his govern­

ment "us before," until ~lay, 16.t. 7, when a per-

1nnncnt orgnnizntion took plucc by making a frnn1e 

of govcrn111cnt, electing officers nu<l cnncting n code 

of 1n.w~ for their government. 

This wns the dawn of the <lay long hoped for to 

the hnrassetl settlers of Shn woanut. It wus the 

hn1·bingcr of success to their cffi,ris to n1aintain their 
rights in their purchased posscssioa,s. llut years of 

hardship were to he cnclurc<l nnd clifficultics cncoun­

terc<l nnd overcome before their rights of property 

in this purchnso wns fully sccu l'cd to thcn1 or their 
ubodcs there ma<le n plucc of security nnd pence. 

The outruges perpetrated on the1n hy tho ~Inssn­

chusetts seemed to arouse them to the utmost. The 
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open tyrnnny exercisccl _ upon them was not to ho 

suhmittccl to. They seemed fired with indignant 

energy to resist thcit· nttcmpts to muintnin the un­

lawful jurisdiction over thcn1 nncl their lands. 

Accordingly, we fintl thnt innncdiutcly on their 

return from thch· hnprisonn1cut at Boston, probably 

in the spring. of 1644, the lcnuing spirits of the 

settlement, Gorton, with John Greene mu] Randall 

Holden. sniled from the Dutch p1nntntion 11t New 

York for Eng1a_nd, to 1ny their complaint nguinst 

~Inssnchusctts for .their v_iolcnt nnd inju1·ious treat­

ment of themselves nnd their company nnd their 
, 

expulsion from Sbnwomut beforo the commissioners 

of foreign })1nntntions nppointcd by Pnrlinmcnt for 

ordering the nflhirs nnd government of the English 

p1untntions in An1cricn. They carried with them the 

instrument of sul)lnission of tho· Nnrrng:1.nsctts to 

King Churles. This con1plnint wns set forth in a 

pnpcr written by Snmucl Gorton, nnd prepnred for 

publicntion in England in Jnnunry, 1645-6, entitled 

"Simplicity's Def cncc Agitinst Scvcn-licndcd Policy/' 
nod published tbcro August 3d, 1646. 

Iu it-is detailed the wrongs inflicted upon the men 
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of Shnwomut, their removal .frorn their lnwfnlly pur­

chnsccl possessions, lho trinl for error in their relig­

ious opinions, the usurpation of power not grnnlcd 

in their charter und their tyrunnicul use of it upon 

them, nnd ~heir bnnisl.Jmcut, not only from the terri­

tory limited to them in their charter, but fron1 nil the 

land purchased by themselves of ~liantonomi beyond 

their bounds. 

This statcn1cnt, truthful as it was in itself, con­

veyed to the mind of cYery considerate 111an, that the 

·con<luct of the General Court of :\lnssachusctts had 

been uncnllcd for, unjust, outrngcuusly, tyrnnnically 

so, to tho grent injury nnd d:unngc of the co111plnin­

nnts an<l a feeling thnt it required re<lress nt •,be 

hun<ls of the government at homo. 

It had that eff cct upon t be Con1mi~sionc1·s of Plnn­

tutions, to whotn it w11s ndclrcssed, nn<l they upon 

hearing ex parle, h,sucd their mnndato, dated ~lay , 
15th, 164G, to the .l\Inssnchusctts, nto suffer the peti-

tioners nnd all others Jute iuhabitnnts of Nnrrngnn­

sett Bny freely und quietly to live nnd plunt upon 

Shawomut nnd all other the lnnds included iu the 

pntent lately granted to them; without extending 
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your jurisdiction to nny part thereof or otherwise 

difquicting their consciences or civil pence or inter­

rupting thetn in their possession, until we have re­

ceived your answer to thc-ir claim in point of title 

and you shall have received our further or<lor therein. 

"Our present resolution is not grounded on our ad­

miltnncc of the mnttcr chnrgcd. 

,r But we find witbnl thnt the tl'nct of lnnd cnllc<l the 

Nnrrngnnsctt Bny, concerning which the question 

hntb nriscn was, <livers years since, inlmbited by 

thoee of Providence, Portsmouth nnd Newport, who 

arc interested in the complnint,. nnd tbnt the tmine is 

wholly without the bounds of the l1ussnchusctts 

pntent granted by his ~f njesty. 

",v o have considered thnt they be English, nnd 

thnt the forcing of them to find out new places of 

residence, will be very chnrgenhlc~ difficult nnd un­

certnin." 

And they required them to grnnt safe conduct to 

the snid ~Ir. Gorton, l\Ir. llol<lcn nnd :r.Ir. Greene 

and their company through their jurisdiction, "to 

euft'cr them nnd their cotnpnuy, with their goods and 

necessaries, to pass through any part of that terri-
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tory which is under you1· jurisdiction, toward tho 

snid tract of land without molestation, they <lemcan­

ing themselves civilly, nny former sentence of expul­

sion or otherwise notwithstanding."_ 

It is probn.hlc thnt the settlers returned to their 

homes at Shn-won1ut soon after the pro111ulgntion of 

this or<lcr. • 

·Jn their second orclcr, dated ~fay 25, 164 7, tho 

conunissioners sny : "\Y c clitl not intend by our fo1·­
n1cr letter to restrain the bounds of your jl~risclic• 

tion to n narrower compass thnn is held forth in your 

letters putcnt, hut to leave you with nll freedom nnd 

•It should be stated here that at the trial before the Committee or l'arllameaL 

(or CommiHlonen, as they arc term<'d in thl:t paper,) Winslow had been con­
fronted by II Gorton and others of his compn.nr," who appear, as Wln!!low eayt 

ln bis account, 11 on a dny appointed" to ju~ttry their pcllllon and lnl'ormaUon 

which they hnd pre,·iou~ly exhibited agn.ln!!l thr Court. 

In regard to thls controveri1y, Gorton says in his Jetter written at a later day, 

aflcr-the duth or Winslo,t", to Nnthnnlel Morton: "Mr. Wln!!low and myself 

bad humnnllkc corre11pondcncey In England and before the Honorable Com­

mlttct, which he hlms<'lf referred to, nnd not to ,vrong the chart. I ,aw 
nothlnp; to the contrnry but that I had as good ac«>ptation lo the eyes of thaL 

Committee &s he hho11clf bad, although he had a greater chnrler and lar~r 

comml!!!!lon out of these pnrts than myself then hnd, and, howcTcr, he was a 
mnn of more eminent part!! than myeclr, yet the goodncH and justlce_or my 

cau~e did eqnallzc myself unto him on this ocea1ion, both 1n lhe minds and 

demeanor or our 11uperiors." 
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Jntitude tbnt mny in nny respect be on1y claimed by 

you." 
'' For your further sutisfoction you urny rcmctubcr 

that our resolution took rise fi-om nn nu1nittnnce that 

the Nnrrngo.nsett Bny, the thing in question, wns 

wholly withou~ the bounds of your pntcut, the cx­

nrninntiou of which in the next place cmnc before us." 

"In the mcnntime wo have ndverliscment that the 

plnce is within tho pnteut of N cw Ply1nouth, nod 

that the grouu~s of your proceedings ng:tiust the 

con1plninunts wns n joint authority fron1 tho four 
governments of l\rinssuchnsctts, Plymouth, Connecti­

cut 11nd New Haven, which,. if it fu.lls in tipon proof, 

will 1nuch alter the stnte of the question." 

1Vinslo,v had now appeared and put in his defence, 

one ground of which wns t~nt the plnco wns within 

the pntent of ?dussnchusctts or of Plymouth. This 

ho ilitl, because he wns. ordered to do so, nnd in 1651 

he expressed his mortificution thut nt trial they hnd 

offered no proof of thnt fnct, und thnt being ques­

tioned, he could not answer thnt he was left without 

proof nod could not mnke good what he hnd so con­

fidently asserted. 
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This appears from the following letter ,v.ritlen hy 

,rint hrop to his govcrnnH~nt fron1 London, under 

dntc of April 17, 1G51: 

"Y csterday I was infortncd ,Yilli:un Coddington 

bad somcthi irg <lone for him nt the Council of Stnlc, 

which, I hclicvc, was his patent confirn1cd. So tho 

truth is, since I perceived by icttcr fro111 Plymouth 

that nfter another year's w:u~ning, nothing is like to 

be done in reference to tho old order of Lords nnd 

Commons sent over in '47, (ns I take it). I looked 

upon it ns a vnguc thing to strive ngainst the strcnm, 

when, ns indeed that was tho main mntcrh\l objec­

tion above n twelvc-n1011th since, which I could not 

nnswer. Thut we hnd such nn order, hut did not 

look nftcr the . performance thereof, nor n1ndc nny 

return upon it, nncl if I could not then nns"~cr it, 

how 1nuch less no,v, uftcr nnothcr ycnr, if not 

eighteen 1nonths' cxpiratio-n. But the will of the 

Lord bo done in it, however. I sutler in my rcpu­

tntion here to make so great n hustle nn<l be f orcc<l 

to let fa.11 nt last. Ila<l I not hnd pnrticulnr instruc­

tion from Plymouth therein, I had never stirred in 

it, but I shall he more wnry hereafter how I engnge 
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in business of thnt nnture. Yet when I have said it, 
I will uot dare to n<'glcct the lcnst service wherein 

nny or ull the United Colonies nrc concerned." 

Before tho next nnd further order, dated July 22d, 

1647, the co111missioners hncl entered upon the in­

quiry whether Shnwomut nnd iho rest of tho trnct 

cluinied by the petitioners were actually included 

'' within nny of your lin1its," and though ,viuslo,v 

in his defence pJcndecl thnt it wns, they decided that 

the inquiry could in their opinion be determined only 

upon tho lnnd there, nnd therefore they sny : " \Ye 

lrnvo thnt n1ntter to be dctern1incd nnd cxnmi_ned 

there, upon the plnco if there 8hnll be occnsion. If it 
&hull np11cnr thnt the snid ·trnct is within the 1in1its of 

nny of the New Eng1nnd pntents, we shnll lcnve the 

enme nnd the inhabitants thereof to the }Jroper juris­

diction of thnt government under which they full." 

,t ,v e commend it to iho governm~nt within whose 

jurisdiction they shnll nppenr to be, not only not to 

remove thcn1 from their· plnntntions, but nlso to en­

cournge them with protection nnd assistance in nll fit 

ways, provided they demean themselves peaceably, 
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nnd not endanger the English colonies by prejudicial 

corrcsponclency with tho Indians or otherwise." 

"To this purpose we have written to the govern­

ments of New Plyn1outh nnd Connecticut, hoping 

thut n friendly cotnplianco will cngngc these pcr:;ons 

to nn inoffensive orclcr nnd conformity, nnd so be­

come nn net of grentcr conquest, honour nnd content­

ment to you nil, thnn the scnttoring or reducing them 

by an hand of force." 

After this, and notwithstnnding the order from the 

comn1issioncrs to l\Inssachusctts nnd tho other colo­

nies, "to suffer tho Sh:nvomnl 1ncn freely to live nncl 

plnnt upon Shnwomut nnd all other land inclu<lccl in 

the pnteut of ~Inrch 14, 16!3-4, without extoncling 

their jurisdiction or otherwise disquieting them,'' 

and nfter it wne received by them, they still sent 

their commission to Shnwomut, nnd, August 21st, 

1648, sent n con1mission to nsccrtnin the damnge 

done to Pomhnn1 nntl to demand redress for him, 

clisrt1gar<ling nny orclcr from the powers in Engl"-~1. 

This was done hy Dudley, nn<l the n1cn sent were 

Znchnry Rhodes, of Rehoboth, nntl \Villiam Cnrpcn­

ter, of Pnwtuxet. 
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In August, 1648, Po1nhnm complained of injuries, 

and \Villinm Arnold for him, nnd in his letter to 

,vinlhrop expressed his npprchcnsion thnt if some-­

thing were not done soon, l\Inssachusctts would be 

deprived Qf jurisdiction of those parts. 

Th_cy assun1cd to dispose of the Jnn<l nt Shnwon1ut 

in 1647 to their people, and grnnted 10,000 ncres to 

settle· upon, though it came to nothing in the -end, 

n.ntl tho1igh they did not in the intervul, nnd could 

not, prove their cluin1 thnt Shnwomut ·was· included 

in their limits, ns nsscrtcd by ,vinslow. 

In 1650 they nctunlly pnsscd nn net to nnnex the 

lands of these n1en nod n1nko them part of Suf­

folk county, nod then sent their summons to bring 

people there to Boston for trinl. 

It "ns not until 1658 that they abandoned their 

clnim to jurisdiction. Upon the ,vithdrnwul of the 

Pnwtnxet men from their nlleginncc to I\-Iassnchusctts 

the Shnwon1ut settlers enjoyed their possessions in 

quiet until the Indian ,vnr in 1678, when P.omlmm 

w1s killed and the Indian inhabitants among them 

were exterrt1innted. 


