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The eating teeth of time devour all things.

A hogshead of ancient papers of value to our family, lost at Ipswich in New England.

A barrellful of papers &c. burnt in a warehouse in Boston.

—A NOTE FOUND AMONG WINTHROP FAMILY PAPERS
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DATE FORMATS:
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PROLOGUE

THERE IS A SHORT LITTLE STREET IN THE WELL-KEPT TOWN OF Greenwich, Connecticut, that hundreds of motorists pass daily when they drive through the village of Cos Cob on the Boston Post Road. It is called Nassau Place and it is a silent sentinel of sorts, the town’s one link to an uncomfortable, cruel, and uncompromising past: one in which the largest massacre of Native Americans in the Northeast occurred, the town’s first English woman was threatened with death for her insolent strategy to survive here, and New England and New Netherland battled for jurisdiction over the very property this small green street sign surveys.

It is such a grand name for such an insignificant street, a name that refers to the royal Dutch household of Orange-Nassau, the rulers who sanctioned all West India Company operations in America. No grand boulevard, this street might once have been a winding Indian footpath that reached up from the banks of the Mianus River to clamber over a high and rocky hillside to reach the interior, and today it functions in much the same way. Nassau Place keeps a lasting vigil over the aspirations of the area’s first West India Company owners, and it ridicules their pretenses.

When the English Puritans spread south from their beachhead in Boston and the merchant Dutch spread north from Manhattan to further their colonial ambitions, the grandiose dreams of unlimited sovereignty by both ran into a stubborn reality in the area of southwestern Connecticut just south of Stamford. In the determined fight for dominance by these hostile governments, the native Munsees and the town’s first Europeans got caught in the crossfire. The ultimate English victors wiped out most traces of a Dutch and Munsee past in Greenwich, but they forgot about Nassau Place, which beckons to us to understand what really happened here.


CHAPTER ONE

“Such braving oppositions”

JOHN WINTHROP WAS FED UP WITH HIS SON HENRY, AN INDOLENT and insolent seventeen-year-old who hated listening to his father. After countless lectures to a boy who was far more interested in parties, pranks, and poker than his father’s earnest instructions, an exasperated John almost gave up on trying to change his son’s impulsive nature into one of sober responsibility, and the two parted ways for a while. This was Winthrop’s first taste of trying to impress his deeply considered opinions on others and losing, for some of his own followers would come to reject his finely designed points of view when he governed the Puritans’ first settlement in Boston. There, when disagreements surfaced about how to best manage the Massachusetts Bay Colony, some also separated from Winthrop in anger and on principle to found new colonies throughout Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut. In fact, this resistance to, and separation from authority was nothing more than what John Winthrop himself had done when he resisted his own king’s demands and participated in a political and religious revolt that split his followers apart from the English government and its mandated state religion. “If you don’t like it, leave,” was the cleaving premise that motivated John Winthrop to leave England, his son to leave him, and John’s followers to leave the Bay Colony to settle throughout New England. Similarly, the first European settlers of southwestern Connecticut left newly built Boston homesteads when their leaders’ iron-clad instructions became incompatible with the rigors and realities of living frontier lives. Like branches from a tree, southwestern Connecticut’s first settlements were born of an attempt to create a more ideal society that soothed the hardships of life in the 1600s and resolved an abundance of intellectual conflicts that settlers found residing deep within their souls.

Henry was a handful to John Winthrop, who, to his credit, tried everything most parents would do today to raise an uncooperative teen who too often takes wrong turns. Luckily, the widowed John had a large and supportive family of three sisters to turn to who had helped him raise his family in England long before he moved to America to manage the country. His sisters, Lucy, Anne, and Jane, respected their intellectual and affectionate older brother and they relied heavily upon his advice. The family bonds between these Winthrops lasted throughout their lifetimes, and earliest America was counseled behind the scenes by their helpful family suggestions.

When his sister Lucy married an attorney named Emmanuel Downing, Anne married a London apothecarist named Thomas Fones, and Jane married Thomas Gostlin, John became best friends with his caring and educated in-laws. They discussed their many business partnerships, family considerations, and political views together, undaunted by vast distances even after John had emigrated to America. They formed a tight-knit group of confidantes who counseled each other as well as they could as their lives took dramatic new turns, and their children outgrew their control.

HENRY WINTHROP

Henry was not the first Winthrop to cause his father frustration, for John had to straighten out a tangle of inheritance issues created by his illegally married uncle in Ireland; but Henry was the one who caused him his deepest aggravations. Largely unconcerned over whether he caused his father fits, Henry was quite unlike his brothers, John Jr. and Forth, and his little sister, Mary, who respected and accepted the teachings of their father. Managing a law practice, several real estate partnerships, and his family’s farm while acting as the local justice of the peace and participating in a large and growing religious revolution meant John Winthrop may have been a distracted single parent who was absent too often from his one rebellious son. His first wife, Mary Forth, died when the children were small, and his second wife lived for only one year after their wedding.
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Henry’s badly planned and roughly phrased letters show that he was a poor student with few academic interests to sustain a long-term education and that he had chosen instead to lead a cavalier life that defied his father’s faith for sport. Such a lack of respect and indifference to authority within his own family caused John to consider Henry’s failings with a wider perspective, as a cosmic trial of his ability to lead the many who would soon move with him from England to settle somewhere within northeastern America. John worried his son’s dissolute and selfdestructive ways would inspire God’s anger toward the boy, which had the potential of dangerously expanding to include himself and the greater Winthrop family. A pattern of events that pointed to God’s displeasure with the Winthrops would be deeply embarrassing in front of his followers, who were the religiously intellectual and increasingly influential minor gentry of Puritan society on the Essex-Suffolk border in England’s Stour Valley. John believed that his success in parenting Henry would tangibly demonstrate his leadership skill to his many peers and inspirationally allow them to witness firsthand the benefits that followed when Henry had his epiphany and embraced the Puritan way.

John Winthrop was recognized for his dedication to the Puritan movement and for being one of their most insightful, energetic, and articulate advocates who was not a clergyman. When John continued to implore Henry to lead the highly principled and disciplined life that he found so natural, Henry found it impossible to achieve and lacking in any kind of personal distinction that he wanted for himself. In revolt, he surrounded himself with a circle of fast-living and flamboyant friends who set him apart from his family. His cocky crowd of cronies gambled frequently, drank heartily, and caroused far too often, to the Winthrops’ increasing distress.

To discipline his son in this late Elizabethan age of England, John removed Henry from his delinquent social circle and had him join an expedition that was establishing a Puritan plantation in Barbados in 1626. John knew Henry could earn a decent living there if he worked hard enough, and he would be paid £100 a year for a three-year term of service. This arrangement would be an educational use of Henry’s time that came with the added bonus of forcing him to manage money better, hopefully ending the boy’s constant requests for more cash. Smitten with the idea of an adventure that would allow him to escape from his father, Henry bragged that he would not only succeed in Barbados but also export five hundred to a thousand pounds of tobacco from the new plantation almost as soon as he set foot there.3

Henry quickly decamped for the cane fields of Barbados without taking the basic necessities of tools, clothing, footwear, or committed determination with him. By his second less-than-stellar year there, Henry disappointed with his poor financial planning and almost nonexistent interest in Caribbean agriculture. At the end of January 1628, John complained to his son that he could not sell the first shipment of tobacco Henry sent him from the Caribbean because it had arrived in England “very ill conditioned, foul, full of stalks and evil colored.”

Henry’s experience, two years before the Puritans’ planned departure for America, was, inadvertently, a critical lesson for John, now the expressly appointed governor of the Puritans’ effort to establish a settlement in America. Henry’s experience clearly demonstrated the kinds of promises he could and could not make when he solicited people to join him in creating an entirely new kind of existence overseas. He saw that his message had to be aspirational enough to lure people away from their familiar English homes to sail for ten trying weeks in very uncomfortable ships for the opportunity to live, think, and pray in a way that would make God smile down upon their society more than anywhere else on earth. He also realized that his promises could not raise his followers’ expectations unrealistically. He had to prepare his people, who were primarily middle class city and suburban dwellers of their day, to arrive in an entirely untamed wilderness that lacked any sort of infrastructure. His son Henry’s boastful arrogance and swift disillusionment showed John the need to build just the right balance between his group’s intention to live an intellectually purer, more biblical way of life and the bone-shattering work that would be required to construct every bit of their community’s future physical fabric.

A great many people who lived with the deprivations of life in England in the early 1600s were excited about worshipping God in the Puritan Way. They believed this particular outlook on life held the promise of making God like them better, which would be manifested by an improvement in the overall quality of their everyday lives on earth now, as well as later in their afterlives. These Puritans had only the highest goals in mind when they sought nothing less than to perfect a mechanism that would create an endlessly escalating feedback loop of reciprocal, positive stroking between mankind and God. The trick was to find just the right way to think, act, and pray that would please God better. No one, believed the Puritans, had executed just the right strategy yet in England, save themselves, and even they couldn’t perfect it there because their king, who had Catholic leanings, kept trying to outlaw their way of thinking and throw their clergy into prison because it challenged his authority. Their excitement in leaving England was because they believed that going to the New World was like conducting an experiment in a pristine and sterile new laboratory where they could practice a new version of faith in a land that was unsullied by other peoples’ spiritual communication strategies. Here they would see if they really had found the way to contact God more clearly and more often—a revolutionary and entirely exciting new prospect! If they had found just the right way to open the door to the spiritual world more widely—and they were convinced that they had—it would be a breakthrough for all of humanity and for England, at the very least.

As to the logistical side of this experiment, Henry’s experience underscored the need to bring enough food, livestock, seed, and construction material to the New World for the feeding, housing, farming, and governing of a brand new colony located across the wide ocean from England. The very shaky start to the Plymouth colony on Cape Cod a decade earlier, which had caused its settlers to starve and steal Indian food, and the Jamestown, Virginia, disaster two decades prior, which resulted in its colonists cannibalizing each other, were debacles that couldn’t possibly be repeated.

Such enlightenment did not, however, let Henry off his father’s disciplinary hook. As the Barbados boondoggle continued, Henry carried on with his gambling and dug himself even deeper in debt until it really annoyed his two uncles, Thomas Fones and Emmanuel Downing, who finally tired of covering his many losses.4 At wit’s end with Henry in 1628, John Winthrop blasted him in one letter5 in which he declared in no uncertain terms that he was ending all financial support and that Henry’s farming farce was over. John thundered:


Son Henry, It is my daily care to commend you to the Lord so that he would please to put his true fear into your heart . . . in truth I have no money, and I am so far in debt already to both your Uncles, as I am ashamed to borrow any more. I have disbursed a great deal of money for you than my estate will bear. I paid for your debts . . . and I can supply you no further. I have many other children that are unprovided, and I see my life is uncertain. I marvel at your great undertakings, having no means, and knowing how much I am in debt already . . . It [would be] more becoming to your youth to have contented yourself in a more moderate course for your three years and by that time, by your own gettings and my help, you might have been able to have done something, but this has always been the fruit of your vain overreaching mind, which will be your overthrow, if you attain not more discretion and moderation of your years.

I do wonder upon what ground you should be led into so gross an error to think I could provide 10 men as you write for and disburse a matter of £200 (when I owe more already, than I am able to pay, without sale of my land) and to do this at some two or three months warning . . . I pray God make you more wise and sober and bring you home in peace in his due time.



In his anger, John assumed that God was angry with Henry too, and John obsessed over discerning God’s opinions correctly. He agonized over how he could better conduct himself to win God’s favor more consistently, with far greater certainty and with far more tangible proof. He anguished over the unrepentant nature of his son, writing, “The dislike of his ill course . . . made me estrange myself towards him. He promises to amend his life and I beseech him to do so, otherwise he will soon be undone,” for he also believed that the anger and estrangement that existed between the two was an analogy to the problem that he perceived existed at the time between God and the religiously adolescent England.

On Henry’s premature return from his failed Barbados experiment, and in hope that he would live more conscientiously with someone else, John asked his brother-in-law Thomas Fones, who had married the widow Priscilla Paynter Sherman after Anne Winthrop’s early death, to house his wayward son. Agreeing to take his nephew in was a big mistake for Thomas Fones, but great fun for his children. Henry’s entry into their home, located by a tavern called The Three Fawns on the west side of London, let in a flood of chaos, color, and confusion that entirely upset the Fones family’s heretofore sober and serious lives. Henry’s dashing fashions, suave new slang, and irreverent jokes delighted his cousins, Martha, Elizabeth, and Sam Fones, and their stepsister Ursula Sherman. The family’s new baby, Mary, probably added her infant squalling to the overall uproar as well. He teased his cousins outrageously, and lounged about on the Fones’s stiffly spindled furniture in their half-timbered house at 28 Ridley. His rowdy friends and brothers joined the crowd too in card games and drinking contests that lasted late into each evening, until the Fones’s home came to resemble a tavern more than the symbol of Puritan respectability it was intended to portray. Thomas grew frustrated, ill, and angry with his nephew for bringing over gangs of loud friends and buying extravagant new clothes for which he knew Henry couldn’t possibly pay.

The Fones girls and Ursula Sherman, on the other hand, loved this exciting new change in their lives. Capable and responsible, Martha and Elizabeth Fones had grown up quickly since their mother had died eight years earlier. As was expected of these young English teens, Martha and Elizabeth assumed their mother’s position in running the Fones household and in raising little Sam, and they had matured with an independence and self-reliance that set them apart from their friends.

Slowed by a serious illness, their father also had trained them to help him manage his apothecary shop, which was likely on the street level of their home in the city. Martha and Elizabeth dealt with the apothecary’s many supplies and suppliers, recorded many recipes, concocted their father’s potions and lotions for him, made deliveries all over London, kept the accounting, and generally became educated in the medical arts of their era. Their cousin, John Winthrop Jr., was first exposed to the apothecary arts in the Fones home, which ignited his lifelong interest in medicine and alchemy that he would pursue in America.

Henry’s familiarity with Elizabeth Fones, whose nickname was Bess or Bessie, quickly turned romantic through their close and daily proximity. Their families were shocked and dismayed when they learned that the couple planned to marry, and marry without much notice. When Henry appeared in her highly structured world, Elizabeth was attracted to the cavalier cut-up, and he offered her an exciting escape from the routines and predictability of her family’s daily life.

She accepted his improper friends, his boasts without basis, and his habit of gambling most evenings away. Against the advice of her father, she borrowed money herself to pay off his debts and planned, perhaps, that she could change him. A sad and tired Thomas Fones morosely described the situation between their children to John Winthrop, on April 2, 1629. He complained of Henry’s friends who included a “Papist” or “Pope-ist” (meaning a Catholic fellow), his late hours, and his particularly upsetting new set of red clothes. Elizabeth’s father found the smallest glimmer of respectability in the couple’s future arrangements in that they planned to have a wedding instead of an elopement.6


My good Brother, I did not write last week being so lame I could not feed myself with any hand nor stir out of my chamber and am still very weak so that though I have much to write I have little ability of body or mind being overwhelmed with troubles and afflictions on all sides and increased exceedingly by those from whom I have deserved better . . . but yet thus far my desire to keep my nephew, your son, from much expense and riotous company made me . . . give him entertainment to lodge and diet in my house when I had no small trouble with him. . . . My house was like an Inn, and . . . he entertained, a Papist . . . I durst give him no longer entertainment. Your son hath wooed and won my daughter Besse for a wife and they both pretend to have proceeded so far that there is no recalling of it. [There is] at least promise of marriage and all without my knowledge or consent. What grief this is to me. I leave it to your consideration, [it] being no fit match for either of them. I will not multiply arguments against my nephew being your son, but his heart is much too big for his estates: he hath now made himself a scarlet suit and cloak which is lined through with plush, which I believe he owes for . . . my daughter borrowed for him when I could come by no money . . .

I cannot write you the many troubles of my mind what to do for my nephew says plainly if he cannot have my goodwill to have my daughter he will have her without it:

He comes and stays at unfitting hours . . . I am sure he is in debt for his own occasions . . . I fear . . . for others whose company he uses . . . but I am weak and cannot I see now be master in mine own house and tis hard meddling between the bark and the tree for if he were not so near allied to me, and the son of him whom I so respect, I could hardly bear such braving oppositions in mine own house . . . I doubt he will draw her forth . . . and suddenly marry her without any scruples.



The Fones and Winthrop families withheld their consent to this marriage. By ignoring her father’s counsel and that of her formidable Uncle John, Elizabeth seriously challenged the paternal structure of Puritan authority and probably would never have done so without Henry’s urging and support, and the real possibility she was pregnant. That she and Henry “both pretend to have proceeded so far that there is no recalling of it,” goes far to explaining their urgency.

The fact that Elizabeth and Henry were cousins was not what precipitated their parents’ objections. Consanguineous marriage, wherein cousins marry each other, was not uncommon then. Rather, it was his irresponsible spending and overall poor planning that upset her family so. While the Winthrops were respectable and could be relied on for small assistance, Henry showed no signs of a personal course correction. He continued to flaunt his family’s rules, risk their reputations, and demonstrate complete disregard over collateral consequences that could affect those near and dear to him. So excited about attracting this exotic bon vivant, Elizabeth defended and excused most of his shortcomings while her family mourned the fact that her decision had just significantly reduced her chances of creating a successful and responsible family. They worried that she had also quite possibly just committed herself to a one-way path into poverty. Henry’s defiance was just another rejection of his father’s way of life, and by co-opting his cousin he had enlisted her in his very high-risk rebellion.

Just three weeks after Thomas Fones wrote his complaints to John Winthrop, Henry and Elizabeth married on April 25, 1629, at the Church of St. Sepulchre at New Gate. Thomas Fones died two weeks later. The best thing Elizabeth’s Aunt Lucy Downing could say about their wedding was to describe it quite glumly as “tedious.”

(At Lucy’s later complaint to her brother John that there was no school in America for her son George, John helped establish Harvard College in Boston and George Downing graduated from its first class of nine students in 1642. He later denied the Puritan cause, became a wealthy baronet in England, and gave the land in London for 10 Downing Street, the current residence of England’s prime ministers.)

In his will, Thomas Fones appointed John Winthrop to be the moral guardian over Elizabeth and seventeen-year-old Martha, and to have actual wardship over thirteen-year-old Samuel Fones. John Winthrop thus became a surrogate father to the Fones children, as well as actual father-in-law and uncle to Elizabeth.

Henry and Elizabeth’s wedding, however unsuitable, provoked further envy, excitement, and consanguinity among the remaining Fones, Winthrop, and Sherman children. John Winthrop Jr. soon proposed to Elizabeth’s sister, Martha Fones, and they married on February 8, 1631. This wedding too was not without hassle as the London Court of Aldermen fined John Jr. five marks for marrying a minor without their consent. John Winthrop’s third son, named Forth, who may have not wanted to be left out of all the excitement and was perhaps planning to move to America with a wife in hand as well, asked the Fones’s stepsister, Ursula Sherman, to marry him as soon as he finished his schooling.

Henry was twenty-one and Elizabeth was nineteen when they married, which was the average age of marriage in England at this time,7 and they moved from the Fones home in London to the Winthrop farm in the country called Groton Manor. John Winthrop warned his own new third wife, Margaret Tyndal, who was not much older than Henry and Elizabeth herself, to watch carefully over Henry there lest he visit the town closest to their home and “continue his riotous ways.”8

If Elizabeth was pregnant at her spring wedding, she never carried the baby to term, but she successfully became pregnant later that fall. Margaret Tyndal also became pregnant near this same time by John Winthrop Senior, and he hired a midwife to care for both women. The timing of their due dates conflicted with John’s planned departure to America, which would take Henry, John Jr., and Martha along with him, so the family agreed that Margaret and Elizabeth should remain behind together in England until after the birth of their children.


CHAPTER TWO

The Move to America

JOHN WINTHROP’S PURITANS WERE NEVER AS RADICAL AS THE PILGRIMS, who had arrived in America a full ten years earlier. The Pilgrims, sailing in 1620, came to enforce a far more ambitious agenda, for they felt that the Church of England worshipped God in a manner so far removed from their own beliefs that it had to be scrapped altogether.

The Church of England, which offended them so, sprang from a dispute created when the leader of the Catholic Church, the pope, prevented the king of England from divorcing his wife Catherine, the queen, to marry another woman, Anne Boleyn. The pope’s refusal to approve of this divorce and remarriage, which was fraught with complexity, maddened King Henry VIII, who had in the past submitted to the pope, and he began to consider how it came to be that a religious man in a faraway country could rule over kings that lived elsewhere. His anger grew deeper when he dwelled on the fact that the pope controlled the religious affairs of many other countries and interfered on occasion with some of their civil or secular affairs as well. Seeing the pope in this worrisome new light, Henry VIII perceived that the pope actually acted as a King of Kings on earth, enforced by a previously powerful papal army and the perception by many that he was “divine,” a unique human being endowed with special metaphysical abilities who communicated most closely with God. His anger further deepened when he realized that the pope’s authority over him reached far beyond his marriage and, in fact, had the potential to usurp most of his sovereign authority. Utterly incensed, Henry became absolutely committed to stopping the pope, whose divinity he now thoroughly disrespected, from having any further say over the personal, civil, and religious affairs of England. In a cataclysmic action that rocked all of Europe for many generations, the king completely rejected the pope’s authority over himself, his country, and all of its churches and created a new religion that outlawed or “protested” Catholicism in England. Its adherents accordingly became known as “protest-ants” or Protestants.

Henry named his new church “The Church of England,” and made the Protestant religion England’s new state religion and the spiritual law of the land. Everyone had to believe in it and put it into practice or their assets were confiscated, and those who resisted were killed. This prompted a titanic upheaval in England’s class and social structure; resulted in a violent period of death and torture to priests and devout Catholics, destroying hundreds of gorgeous churches and monasteries; and caused thousands of Catholics to flee from the country.

Religious crises continued after Henry VIII’s death when his son Edward died at age fifteen and the line of succession turned toward his two daughters: his Catholic daughter, Mary, by his first royal wife Catherine; and his Protestant daughter, Elizabeth, born by his second wife, Anne Boleyn. Mary ruled first and attempted to reestablish the Catholic faith in England through such devices as roasting hundreds of Protestant dissenters alive; for this she was nicknamed Bloody Mary. After Mary’s relatively short rule and death, Elizabeth I took the throne. This queen, who enjoyed watching the cruel sport of bear baiting, wherein large dogs are set upon a bear for a fight to the finish, is credited with leading England more peaceably through its “golden age.” She, too, burned a few Catholics alive for their refusal to morph into Protestants, although the number of these deaths was very small compared to the slaughter committed by her half-sister. For sixty years Elizabeth I restored Protestantism to England.

England’s new national religion now had a king or queen as its leader instead of a pope, which even more closely bonded the church with the state, but it lacked a comprehensive and well-defined non-Catholic doctrine to which its followers could subscribe. Protestants knew they stood against Catholicism, but what they stood for in substitution was indisputably quite murky. Under Henry VIII, Protestantism was essentially Catholicism without its pope, but for decades afterward, Protestants searched for a more differentiated doctrine that they believed would enable them to reach God’s ear more effectively than the Catholics had, and would produce demonstrably superior results.

After Elizabeth I died, succeeding English administrations waffled in the closeness they kept between England’s one state church, the Church of England, and the Catholic Church, which still controlled most of Europe. With changes that further affected England’s religious direction, such as a marriage of an English king to a foreign Catholic queen, or an imported, new, pro-Catholic ruler, the British public had to recalibrate, accommodate, and conform to the practices of the current ruler, who manipulated England’s one religion.

By 1620, the very demanding Pilgrims, who agreed with Henry VIII’s actions, perceived that the Church of England had also failed to deliver any significant improvement to their lives after almost one hundred years. Many decided that this was because the Church was still too Catholic in its teachings and trappings and that this was preventing their world from attaining the level of perfection they had been expecting.

Tired of waiting for England’s religion to evolve, the Pilgrims sought to completely cut ties with it, becoming “Separatists,” both psychologically and physically, and they were the first English to move to America and settle on Cape Cod. By entirely rejecting the Church of England, they were exacting idealists, a minority group in terms of their numbers, and people with whom the Puritans didn’t completely agree.

Ten years after the Pilgrims separated themselves and settled at Plymouth, England’s turmoil over Protestant-Catholic issues re-escalated and in 1630 a second, larger wave of emigrants, John Winthrop’s Puritans, set sail for America. Their primary impetus was the recent marriage of their king, Charles I, to a fervent Roman Catholic, Henrietta Maria of France, who had been instructed by the pope to turn England Catholic once more and she was taking pains to do so. This deeply concerned John Winthrop and many others in his generation, who left in fear that the tables were about to turn and Catholics would now gain the upper hand to persecute the Protestants in England as mercilessly as the Protestants had done to the Catholics.

Those who moved with Winthrop also left in hopes that an American relocation would give them a unique new chance to live in a place that was devoid of any corrupting religious influence. They saw America as a religiously virginal land, most suitable for living life in an elemental spiritual state and for imagining new ideas about how to further “purify” the Church of England’s religious doctrine. It was an exciting experiment in their theological quest that potentially had the power to save their souls, their church, and their country. Oliver Cromwell, the militant Puritan leader who stayed in England to further direct its ecclesiastical course, was so disturbed over the renewed influence of the Catholic Church over English affairs that he began his argument for an English civil war, and he eventually succeeded in having his king, Charles I, beheaded as a traitor for failing to stop the renewed advance of Catholicism back into the country.

It was enormously important to Winthrop, Cromwell, and like-minded Puritans that they were seen not as radical separatists but as moderate revisionists who could attract a great many people to their highly palatable and less-extreme
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THE MOVE BEGINS




[image: Oliver Cromwell (oil on canvas) by Sir Peter Lely (1618–1680), Private Collection © CHRISTIE’S IMAGES / THE BRIDGEMAN ART LIBRARY]
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