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FORID'iORD 

John Goodwin wan one 01" the most Intorcotlnt;. con­

troversial, end 11 berD.l :fiGures durinG the Puri ton ern. 

Yot, only one full biography ot him hao ever been attemptod. 

Thio VIUD over a hundred years ego (1.Jld Vlrl tten .trom Q. hiGhly 

pnrtionn point ot viev/. A lnter study wo.o mado, but it \'laD 

too brief and in too popular n style to be sutisfuctor,y. 

Thin neglect of Goodwin led Prof. Wil11nm Huller 1n Tho R1sq 

ot Puri tnn:1om to coc::nent that a study of' hiD cnroer is finn 

important chnl'tcr in the intelleotual hiD tory 01' tho Furl tUll 

Revolutlon which, still remains, and deserveD to be written." 

(p. 31)1) It lvns this lnck of on adequo.to study of' Goodvdn's 
t<. , 

thou.eht that lod to this thesis. 

It haa not been my intention to covor tully Goodwin' 0 

lifo. To do 00 would havo led uo too tar .tro1:1 our main pur-

PODO lvhIch io to soc hIs theoloGioal thougb t aguinst tho 

bronder framework of his ovm ago. I t wo uld nloo have mndo 

this tileoia unduly lona. AD John Hunt haa obsorved 1n 

Religious Tho1l{;ht in EMl~d: "A thoroush 111"e of' John Good­

win ''.''QuId bo n hlotory 01" 0.11 tho controvcraieo ond of 0.11 

tho chanGes, both in Church EUld state, which woro V/ltnoased 

botween the .tirst RDoecbl1ng or tho rona Pa.rl.lomcnt nnd the 

reotorntlon of Charlos." (Vol. I. p. 260) 

In the thesis I havo uood Amorican opelling prctcr~ 

onoea and havo followed tho otylo manual inDued by the 

University of Chicago ~or footnoto and bibliographical 
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cntrieo. !Che croat length of m.oat of the ti tlco of sovcn-

teenth century books has neoessitnted n modifiontion of ~looe 

forma. Tho bibliOGraphy contains no muoh of tho full title 

as soomed desirable to use. ~ho chorter titleD, vmloh nre 

used in the footnotes, nro undorocored in tho bibllo6raphy. 

Thoro nro .cony to vmom I have beon indebtod in tho 

wrltins of this thom.t1. My two o.dvisers, the Rov. prinolpo.l 

Duthio end tho Rev. Professor Rankin havQ g1ven valuablo 

Rosistanoe at overy otoee. The l1brario.no of the Dr1 t1ah 

Musoum, Dnmonuol and QUeen's Collogos, Cambridge, Dr.1Ull1llLl' a 

L1 b'rnry, London, Wld the lJacJ.lpln Colleotion, Union ThooloBic­

al Soninn.ry, 110\7 York, have 0.11 been of help in finding rare 

:pnmphloto and books. It 10, hO\1ever. to the stnt:J:s of tho 

national Library and. the 1:lew Oollege Llbrnry in EdinburGh 

that I am moat deeply indebtod. ~o m.y typiat. Ura. J. M. 

Dorrio, to whose patience und careful acouraoy. I aloo owe II 

dobt of crat! tude. But this thos1s could nover have been 

wr1 ttcn tl1thout thenssistlUloe nnd enoourl18CL'1cnt of c.y vl1:t:o. 
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Chapter I 

PtffiITAII CHAMPION OF l~REEDOll 

• 
"There 10 Crotenais, o.l1au 1to.ater Jolm Goodwin. 0. 

monstrous Sootnr,1. n oompound of Soolninniamo. Aroinlanlooo. 
Llbcrtlnismc, Antinoolnnicme, Indopendenoy, Popory, yea and 
of'Soept1oinmo •••• n. Thoman Edwards. 



CHAPTER I 

PURITAn C HAltF 1011 O}l' ~'REEDOU 

A. ~he Enrly Years 

1. ~e - 1593, plnce - llo;l:~o.lk...1-~p.?nnd..-- lTothlf18 10 

kno",'n 01: tho oo.rly 111'0 ot John Goodwin excc-pt thnt he \'IUS 

born fJomowhcre 111 the oOWlty of' Nor.f'olk, EnBland, about the 

YOu.%' 1593.1 Fetl ot those living in the EngltUld 0:[' that day 

could havo foreseen tho ohC'.l1C;oO that v:ould take plnce \'11 th1n 

the lifetimo of suoh n ~erson. Tho U{':O o'f the Tudorn. with 

! ts consol1dation ot powor nnd author! ty of both Churoh und 

state in the hondo 01: tho monaroh, 'm.D to l.;lvo tlo.:! to tho ngo 

of the Stua.rts when tho keynote v/ould be tho revolt Q{Jc.innt 
. 0 

author! ty in both Church tuld state.1:.I EVon in tho year 1593 

nt the very zen! th 01' tho 060 01' E11zubeth and Shnkosl1oure 

there woro aigna of .thines to oome. In np1te 01' nll E11z-

nboth'o offorts to enforoo uniformIty, Pur1tanism and non-

oonformity were otill vor~ muoh alivo. This was symbolized 

by thro~ drastio stops whioh \10ro taken in this very year. 

FirfJt, thero wus the executIon or three or tho landing 
'7. 

8cpo.rat1Att:! -- Henry Do.rrowo, John Grecnnood, John Penry." 

1. Cf., Thoone Jaokson, Tho Liro of John Goodwin, 
. (Longt::lan, Hurst. Rcco, Ormc nnd Drown. lUll:.!), p. 2, unCI UJohn 
GoodV/intl. Dictionary 01' llo.tlonnl Blof;ro.ph;y:. 

2. C1'., u. ll. Guril1}l(~r. Tl10 J!.~1f~!.12=-~~_.Er1RIIY'l~J:'rom 
tho AOOOFlEJ1on of Jtln03 I to the Qutbrcnk 01" the 0 tvi1 Wur 
rm>~.:."!l')4!. (U;nanWi'lrrecn'-l~'-VOT;-! t 'p;'-mr;: 1}o'a::rrey l1u.vien, 
'The ~u!,Ix. StunrtA lG..Q!3.-1660, (revincd cdi tion, On-ord: Clo.rcn-
aon ~rens~ xix. " 

z. R. VI. Dnle, Hl~t?Y1_of E.tl~l:is!L9onr;;:~.~utlonnllf!Jn, 
Hodder tUld :.:t tOU{;hton , 1901T. pp. rm·r. Erl1EHlt A. pnyno. The 
Free Ohurch Trucl1 t10n in the L lie 0:( E.tl.;.(l.and, «(sd od.revia"Oct"; 
~Oj,{ PreBS. 1961T,-pp.-'f6-:r.-~-- -~--. 
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Occond, u ntringont unltoro1ty luw nun vuused. "Pa.rliament 

allowed i tool!', in 1595, 1"or the firllt time ai.noe tho ncceosion 

of Elizabeth, to VU3S a statute aeninst Proto~twlt8 of any 

ldna..ril. FlllllJ.ly, there was addod 0. new weapon to flC;ht tho 

Purltnna. Whorens. the chief battlo grounds had been the Ln~-

Courts nD seon in tho exocution above, and the nOuAe of Con~ons 

1n the socond 1nstance. tho Anglicano Were to use the pulpit 

ulno. In tho forofront of this o.dded Vlco.pon \Van Richa.rd Bon-

croft who was to become Archbisllop of 0 nntcrbury under Jamen I • 

. In 1593 he iUDued two of hin mnin attacks upon the purltnnn,2 

but thin weapon \'IUS to :fail as Tloro the other two. The nge 

o:f Elizo.beth, then, waB not 130 oalm and secure as it tllght 

appoar at a quick glunca, :for thoro was alre~ 0. atlrrlnc in 
. . 

the Innd which' wns to o\'loep Englnnd into tY/O cIvil wo.r:l ('..8 

woll ns revolutionary experiments in Ohurch and state. 

The yonr iYl' \ilhlch John Goodwin WEla born v/o.s not the 

only thIng syobo11cal o:f the fut1le cf~ort to ste~ the tIdal 

wave ot Puritanism whioh wus to nweep away Wl Arch-bishop and 

n Kine in itF! path. but tho plaoe \tUB also significant. llor-. 
folk had long been u centre of non-Conformity. "norfolk o.nd 

3uffolk have long been dist1nau1ched by tho zeal tor protost­

nntism cherIuhod and manlfo~tcd in their tO~11 and vlllngoa. n3 

1. Gardiner, 0E.cit., Vol. I, ~. 30. 
2. w. n. Frere. llliato!,l. of tho ~~lit"h Churoh 1n 

the yeign~ o~ Elizabeth nna_~no~~ ~~~~~~I~25, (MacmilIan, 
1904 t p. 275. 

3. John Brov:ne, IIlstorx or COll{~rcf;atlonnli8c, (Jo.r­
rold and ~onn, 1877), p. 1. 
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One of tho flrnt Christiun curtyro to bo burned ns n horetic 

in Erll~ln.nd vias a po.riah priest o.t Lynn in Uor:1'olk. l It could 

boost ma.ny aons who were ProteatWlt martyrs, inoluding Hcnry 

DarroVle., It V1Q.S also the centro of muoh, sO'PElro.tist nctivity_ 

Robert Brotmo, who first enunciated COnGregational principles 

in England, began his vlork 1n Uorfolk.2 Among the nacos 

flssooio.ted with non .. Conformi ty in Norfolk VlOre Henry Robinson, 

Jeremiah Burroughes, und two Goodwino, Vincont Goodwin und 

Thoman Goodwin. There is no indioation tho.t John Goodwin was 

rolated 1n o.ny way to either of them. but ho eight vloll hnve 

acquired n leaning toward non-Conformity from his nn~ivo 

county before he evor had contaot with it at Cucbridgo. Whilo 

nothing 1s kllotr.n of tho early lifo of John Goodwin, ho must 
" , 

certa1nly havo been Q,\"lure of' tho growlnc tension in the a.ir 

betwoen Anglicrulo nnd :Puri tnns ns he left for Cu.rabridee Uni­

VerSity nt the aBo of nineteen. 

2. Eduontion nt Quc~n1.f! Coll.cCe, Ca.mbrldqo (lG12-1627).- -

Good\1in \,Ins' to spend .fifteen years. nearly one-fourth of his 

life, nt Cambridge. first as a. student und then fln 0. fellow. 

It iF! dif'fiaul t to BUY exuotly tlha.t ho lca.rncd o.nd v/hat oht:l.l16es 

t/ore mnde in hill, duri~ tho Be yoa.rs. From the Cambridge 01: 

thOflS yeur!! and tho GooQ.wln of later yco.ra, Vl0 ann f'lu..rtlise 80mB 

ot' tho 1n1"luonoes o.t \"lork on him whioh soom to have boon ot 

lusting et':reot. C o.mbridgc, t;\ t thl s time, WllO ahead ot' hor 

sister institution of Oxford in theoloGioal leo.r.ning and in­

telleotual notivity and hud ouch to offer G serious ntudcnt. 

1. Ibid., p. 12. 
2. ~uIo, op.clt •• ~p. 120 f£. 
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Whilo Quoon' n ColleGe \"lun not tho largost or Doot olltntnndil16 

oollege dllril18 this period, it had an Ernorn.us tro.dltion f.U'ld 

two able con in Dnvcnnnt ns Pro~idcnt and John Preston an 

follo,"T. -Thore 10 eV1denoe of the impaot of 0.11 throe on 

Goodwin. 

The outstanding oharaoteristio about C~bridgo during 

this ~eriod seoms to have been its puritan influenoeo. It 

nnA~ in faot, the oentre of training for its preaohers und' 

lenders. "Vii thin the purlieus of tho Churoh, making uoe of 

Cnmbrid~o an its acminnr,y. the reform party under the primaoies 

ot Dunorott, Abbot, nnd Laud built up for itoelf what cun fair­

ly' be ~o.lled ~ kInd ot Ptt.rl ton order of 'Preaching brothors."l 

lInllor goes on to oonoludo, "The unlver~i ty at Co.rn.bridge WllS 

. ~ 

largely dooino.tcd bY" their 1~luenco. ffN Although Emmanuel 

Collego bec~la the outstanding Puritan oollese thore, Queents 
. . 

o.lso played an iopor;tinnt pnrt in tho lifo of the University 
-

and of Puri tnniam. While it v[ould be impoF>olblo to call 

Pronident Davenant of Quoonto Collc~o (lS14-1622) n puritan, 

tho name cnn easily bo applied to the mo~t important figure in 

the Oollogo during those yearn, no.mel~ John Pre~ton. Tho 

di~rorcnacB bctt/ean tho two men is Boen by the taot thnt 

Dnvennnt after leaving Quoen's became a Dishop in tho AnBllonn 

Church. c.nd Preston, Unstor of Ec1J:1ruluol C olle{,to. Of the t\10 

men, Proston wO.o tho Clore influent1u.l nt Qucen'D nnd 10 even 

Given cred! t by severo.l wri tors tor be1ng the rno.in nttraotion 

1. Wl11iw:l lla.llcr. Tho RiDO of Puri tll1liDm, (novI York: 
Colucblu Univorolty Press, l~il). p. 52. 

2. Ibid., ~. en. 
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nt Queen's during thiB period. In hi~ hlntory of Queen' u 

Oollege t \1. G. Searle points out -that the averll.[~e nu.mber of 

students per year in Qucen'o College frou 1600 to 1612 was 

twenty-eiGht: vJhorens i'roo lG12 to lG22. ,",hilo Preston '"Ins n 

fellow, the average roae to torty one. It mny bo olgJll:f'icnnt 

that Oood\rln first enrolled 1n~ueen's in the very yenr, 1612, 

in whioh Preston beorune n follott. Searle goea on to point 

out that of 454 studenta enrolled during prooton'o tIme, 104 

Vlore enrolled o.s hie pupils. 1 Preaton, who had been con­

verted under the preaoh1ng of John Cotton, wno to become one 

01' tbe PurItnn proachero and loo.d.cre YJho had rno.n.y disoiplos, 

among V/hotl tIns ThoC'lBfl Goodvt1n, tho Independent disturber of 

tho Westminater Asnombly. ,Both his l1re and his sermons wore 

published upon·hl0 death b~ several o~ tho Puritnn leo.doro.2 

flnethor under the sway of· Preston's preaohinc and teno!ung or 

of others, John Goodwin could hardly avo1d absorb1ng n large 

amount of Puri tonistl dur1ng his 1·11"teen yours a.t Cutabridge. 

The strencth'of puritaniso at Crunbridge did not pre­

vent h~nnIBc trom exoro1s1ng en icportnnt influenoe. The 

Reformed tradItIon trom Calvin and Zwlngll on dovm. had nl'roya 

hud n ntrong otrn1n of hwnunirm in 1ts make .. up. Tho Roform-

ation may have moant a. roturn to tho study nnd proaohing o~ 

the Diblo, but tho cuin strewn ot tho movement did not thereby-

1. W. G. Searle, Tho Hlsto;tj{ o~_the ~!!eon's Co110eo o~ 
st. uar~nrct And St. Barnard In tho Univorntty of Oo.obrld~o. 
"{C01Jbrl ge: tliiIVernlty Preas, 10000I),p);l. 43rrr. . 

2. Of., Haller, on.oit., pP. 70 ft., "John preston", 
The Dict~9no.ry of no.~l0!1!lI lilo{!ru.pnl. una J. D. llulllneer, 
The Uni~cr..!!.~-2.LCnmbr1dge, (Cambridgo University: University 
~reDDl, Vol. II, pp. 554 ~f. 
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roJect the valuos or tho classios. r~ikow1 no t Rennis SMCG 

Hwno.nlnm night have had nooulo.rizlng tcndonc i08 vl1 thin it, yet 

it also served to stimulute Biblioal study. As Lenis Einstein 

haa Dho\"~ in his study, The Ito.lia.n Ronnisnunae in Enfllo.nd 

(1902), most of tho Itnllnns who bro~ht Renaissance Ideas to 

England, wore religious re~ormers who had to ~lcc their nntivo 

Ital~ to avoid perneaution. Petor uartyr and Jaoob Aoontiuo 

\'10re only two 01" a acore or more who found 0. refuge in England • 
. 

Thin VlO.G truo of the m.ost famous humn.n1st ot 0.11, and tho one 

who oxeroised tho mqat influenoe, Ern~~~s, for he was a great 

Dibllcal soholar and helped introduoe Greek and tho study of 

the Dible in the oriclno.l lnnBUneOs at Onmbrldco. 

Durin£: ono 01' hin ntnys in Englnnd, Ernnmua leotured 

Il..t Quoen'D Collo£;e nnd, soorna to ha.ve left 0. por.oa.nent in-
~,~ '" _ 1 • -;- "! "'. . ~., ~ ~ ~ ,'~ 1;:'-

f'luenoo there. f/hilo there io no apparent or direot de90nd-

onoe of John Goodwin ,upon Erasmuo. tho ~ueont S 1"ollow of' n 

century later was morc indebtod to tho horitnce loft by the 

greo.t reformer and hu.'nunint thnn he probo.bly realized. Thore 

arc nt least four aspoota of Goodwin's thought that seem to 

have had their oriain in tho humnnist tra.dition whioh ho met 

and apparontly a.boorbed whilo Or t C n.mbr1dge. Firat. Wlla n 

thoroueh knowledge of Lntin end Greek, \'lith corno IIobrow. and 

tho uso ot theso in tho study of the Biblo. Secondly. ho 

acquired an oxcellent bnokground in tho clo.so109, part10ularly 

Aristotlo and the Romnn authors. Thirdly, he learned to 

stress the, place und impgrtunce of reaoon. In the fourth 

1'lo.oe, this'wQ.s the Cloat likely point at whioh he begun to 

have a oertain amount ot toleranoe toward poople of other vievm. 
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Tho hurnc.niet10 thinker who influonced Goodwin most tins 

Jucobu!J Aeontiuo. l It in ir.t:po~Aible to know the dute Goodwin 

first o~e to know the w~ltIngs of Acontius • . It wnn cost 

probably whilo he WUD at Cambridgo thnt he read Acontlun. for 

the 1555 nasel edition of ~ntnnao strntnqeontn oiroulatod in 

England a.t thnt time.2 There it! no qucstiOll o.bOtlt Goodt/ln'o 

familIarity vnth. and admiration for Acontiuo. In Goodwin'a' 

"Epistle to the Ronder". in the fIrst .English trnnsla.tlo11 of 

Aoontluo'tlo.1n work, Satnnne stratngomo.tn, he pro.1 sed the book 

highly. He said he had not mot with nny author comparablo 

"for a Chrlatlnn conius and dexteritY''' in teo.chil'lG that 

"desirablo and happy art tr of oP'Po sing error nnd oettIng up 

truth in ito stead. nno enti tuloth his Dook 3nto.ns strate-

cema :IIo. ~ieht as proporl:y tli th respoot to, tho ma.tter of 1 t, 

have at1lcd it, the stratagoms of Christ •••• "3 Thoro nrc 

many paasnr,es in Aoont1uD that are strikinsly similar to somo 

in Goodwin'a writings. 

1. Jaoobus Aoontius (16001-15661), was u typionlly, 
well-rounded Renaissanco man. He \'Tntll a. Jurist, philosopher, 
theologIan, and engIneer. lIe wan one oj7 the group of' AOo.d.­
emioinns who found refuge in Switzerland where they dio­
tinguinhed themselves in t4e caUDe of tolerance. This eroup 
inoluded Bernardino OohillO and Sebastien Cantolll0. Aoontiu9 
later visited England in 1659 whore he was well received. 
Of •• Tho Dlotlonn;-y of National Diofl,r'!!phz. article' "Aoontiuu". 
and W. K. Jordan, The Dovcl~~ment of RelIGious Toleration in 
;§n5lnnd, (Allen and· OrivlIn. ~ ~2), vol. I, pp. 303 .. 3Gb. 

2. Or it may have possibly boen in the 1630' B nfter 
tho first English odition in Lntin had beon printed at Oxford. 
In ~ cag~, Goodwin'$ firnt wrltinr,~t ospecinlly his Treatise 
pf Justl~iantiont 1642, showed the inrlucncc of Aoontitra. 
For a list or the nULlerous Latin editions, French, Gcrtlan, 
Duto~~ English, translations, DOC Jordan, oy.clt., Vol. It 
PP. 003 f. 

3. Jacobus Acontiua. Dnrkno~R Discovered, 1651. 
epistle dedlcator,y. . 
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The Roforcntlon and tho Renniaonncc both brought grent . 
Oho.n,!;OB in tho life o.nd scholarship at Oambrldge, but sOho-

last1c1sm \"flUl still vcry muoh alive 1n the Un1vor:J1 ty in tho 

firot half of tho acv.ontocnth century. The medievul cur-

rlcultm and tradi tiona tlare SlOfl to die out. Tho 1n1'luenoo 

of Bacon and newton had not yet como to help in itD destruct1on. 

John Hilton vma ca~e to Cambr1dee two yours bc~ore Good\T.Ln lett, 

was orltical of what he oona1dere~ tho arid trad1tional1sm and 

the dead hand of schola.stioism which still reigned when ho 

matriculated thero. l 

Tho oontinuing presenco of medieval traditions hnd tyro 

main nsp~ots wh1ch uorc eopooially important ~or Goodwin. 

~ho ~irst was the oentral importance, second only to that of 

rthoology',< in tho curr1culum o"r -l.ogia nnd the oonsequent 

cmp-hasis on soholnotlc d1oputntlon as n aigni!lcnnt part or 
the tra1nlne. 2 fl.hlle t~e new log1c of Fotor Ramns was bo­

ginning to replaoc the log10 of ~\rlototle ao tho basis tor 

dlnputatlon. tho ondless process of ntudonts disputing about 

everything trom tho trivial to tho deopcnt ta.yntor1es of 

theology oontinued. "This venoration of 10B10 was in part 

an inheritanoe trom tho past and in part a charnoteriotl0 or 
tho epoch. Ne1ther human1nm nor ProtestnntisD had d1cin-

iohed tho prestige with Which medieval theologians invested 

tho art. Tho study of ant1quity creatly onhanced it, and 

1. IIallor, op.olt •• p. 298. David Unason, Tho !,lfo 
of John Mil ton, (lJo.om1l1un. 1859). Vol. I, Chapter IV. 

2. J. B. Uulllnger, op.cit., Vol. It p. 414. 
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Prptestantism wus, in one sense, an Q.:ppeo.l. to 10B1c for the 

arbitration of belle~. since logic alone could interpret the 

Di bla. ,,1 A~ we Rho.ll soe, John Goodwin, vrho beoame one of 

tho lendIng oontrovcrsiu.lists of' hin age, owod muoh to thin 

early training in logio and disputat10n. 

Tho second aspoot of Doholustloinm Which st1ll re- . 

mainod relntively unchallenged and unchanged wan phIlosophy. 

The Puritans four4 thomselveD in the sume position as the 

Reformers, for thero exi~ted no nltornntive to take its 
o 

place. t;, ArietDtle VlllS ntill quotod as the unquestionnblo 

authority in thin area of motuphysics.3 Renaissanoe Plato­

nism hud begun to make inroads, but Cambridge Plutonism WllS 

otill a deoade or so aw~. The living God of tho BIble and 

Puritan experienoe was very of ton seen aD the unchangenblo, 

immutablo God of Aristotle nho was bound by a rigid chain of 

onuses and effects. Reforcera of the seventeenth ccntury. 

an did tho reformers of the siXteenth oentury. found it 

diffioul t to shako off tlWly of the scholastic modes of "thoueht. 

John Goodwin never was able to nooomplinh thie oompletoly 

either, "and for muoh the sruce renoon. 

atruotivo alternative. 

There Was no oon-

Vfuethor for Anglican or puritan, Calvinism was the 

dominant theology at this tUlC. At Cambridge the Institutes 

1. Perry Uiller. Tho New En1land lUnd: the Seventeenth 
Contu;r. (New York: Unocil+an, 1959 • p. 113. . 

2. Perry J.I1ller Wld T. H. Johnson, The Pur; tuns, (llew 
York: G. Allen, 1938). p. 25. 

3. John Preston' fJ experionce at Queen's \'las typioal. 
If He plunged into natural philoso~hy. onkine him~clf perfoot 
in all the dark untrodden paths of Aristotle's physios and 
metaphysios: ••• n Haller. op.oit., pp. 70 f. 
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of Ca.lvin were replaoi11ES tho Summne of Acquinas; the COlllmOll-

1 -nlo.cco of l1uscu1uo, tho Scntenooo of Peter lombu.rd. Co.1Vin-

ism reiGlled supreme· in tho un1vorni tieD. Only on ocoo.aionlll.. 

isolated voice Vlns lifted against the theology 01' Oalvin. 

l.hile at Oo.mbrldeo. Goodwin must have absorbed. tho provailiDG 

Oalvinist poai tlon. Along \11 th this her! t~e. he apparently 

alao ncqUired nn intereot In, end leonine toward, Armin1on1or:J.. 

Durine his stuy at Oambrid8e the f'amous Synod of' Dart took 

:plo.oe with Preaidc,nt Dnvonant of Q,uoen' 5 Oollego end thr~~ 

other Cambridge :raoul. ty combers ns deleeatoa. Goodwin's 

later adherence to Armln1on1om tlny have CODO in po.rt as tl ro­

action o.gnil'lst tho oomplete indootrination wi th Culvin1cm he 

receIved at OambridGe. 

Tho fIfteen years John GoodwIn spent ns a student and 

1'e11o'1 at Queen's College of Oacbridge Univerai ty t:ere not 

marked by nny outstanding achiovcmenta, but they \1ero Importnnt 
• 

in hiD preparation for tho largo contribution ho tiM to make Q.O 

a minister, theoloGinn nnd'r~1ter in London. While at Com-

brid80 he ho.d acquired n thoroUGh fo.m.ilio.rl ty VIi th the viri tinge 

of Roformed thoologiono c.nd the Greek Fo.thcra. ne ho.d mnatored 

the art of disputatIon end booome skilled 1n dialootios. A 

Viork1ne lO1owled(jo of tho claoslonl 1cnguo.eca and 11 tcrature 

Tlas 0.100 an important part or his preparation. Above all. he 
. ~ 

tluat hnvo loft Oambridgo no one used to th1nk1118 for h1maelr. ~ 
. 

1. ltul.l1nger, O~.Olt., Vol.. I, p. 414, 
2. Thio WruJ toe one of tho outstanding chnrnctoriaticn 

01' Goodwin throughout his lifo. "No mOll brought n. cloo.ror head 
and tl BOWlder Judgment to the many quoationo that hud helped to 
brIng cOllfucion on the Churoh nnd the nation. • • .On nll these 
Dub3ects men wore ourrounded by a thick mist. The mist WQ.S a 
kind of influence under \'lh1oh theY' hnd beon educatod. They Vlore 
guided by historical sequenceo rathor thnn by the raaDon of 
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D. Puri tnn Preacher Olld pantor 

1. A. perIod ot lecturing (lG27-1G3~). -- ~ho ituncd1o.te 

oooasion for Goodwin's leaving Cambridge wa~ hI~ mnrrinco. It 

VIUS aso.inat the rules of the Univer~l ty for 0. tollow to con­

tinue to hold hI0 te110wohip atter marriage.1 Atter receiv­

ing ardors in the Churoh. of Enclnnd, Goodvtin neeDled to havo 

followed tho course at other of his puritan brethren and opcnt 

several years Ulooturing" v.ftcr leaving CQ.t:lb~1dsc. 

It was a OO~T.on praotice of PurItan preaohero during 

this perio~after n Cambridge education and tollowohip. to bo­

come 0. lecturer or ~pecIo.l prenchor.2 Thin kent them from 

having to accept many or the dutIes und oompromlncs involved 

in bcoomlne parish prlcsto: It gavo them n Groator oppor-

tUnity t6' conoentratc o'n° that po.rt of tho c1nIstry whioh they 

thought CORt importnnt, preachil1g. The ord.inary and pre-

soribed servioeD would bo performed by the regular parnon o.nd 

the leoturer \'lould preaoh or locture on tho DIble on 3Ul1cln.yn 

during hours other than thone of the re6Ulo.r servioes ot 1'/or-

ohlp, and during tho \'lcakdo.ya as Vloll. It WQ.Z!I ulDO 0. comon 

praotioe for suoh a lectur~r to servo core thnn one oongroen-

t10n in th1s capaoity. Thi~ Boemo to have been the pattorn 

:follo\"Ted by- John Goodwin after he left CambridlJo. lIe 

things. John Goodwin aaw through the %:list." John Hun~. 
RelI~loue Thon~ht in Enr,lnnd. (Strwlan and Co., 1070), Vol. I, 
p:p. 59 £. · 

1. Goodwin's bItter critic, Thoman Edwards, aooused 
him of holding hI~ followship for n time eVen after hiD 
mnr~iage .. Thomas Edwards, GnDfiraena, (3d cd. reVised, 164G), 
Part II, p. 04. 

2. Cf •• lIo.llor, op.cit., pp. 52 f. 
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preachod or lectured o.t aovera.l. churchos in his nativo nor­

:tolk before proo.ocd1nc to Dover c.nd then finally to !Jondon.1 

2. Pn"~or of' st. Ht9phonn.; C}~lomnn ntrcet. PariAh 

Church, (1633-1645). -- Iro wan in !JOndon only 0. 11 ttlc over 

n yoar when an opportunity OQ!.lC to him to suoceed a otuunoh 

Furi tnn in 0110 of the lending Churches of London. John 

Davenport had been pastor of st. Stephens pariah ohurch in 

Ooleman Stroot. London, for severo.l years, but had inourred 

the di~npproval of Bishop Laud for hi~ involvement in tho 

"feoffment" scheme of buying up Im.proprintions. tho prooeeds 

of which were to go to Puritnn prenchers.2 Then in 1G31 he 

had been colled beforo the high commlnsion for his efforts 

to raiso money for tho distressed ministers of the Palatin-

. ate~3. It Wo.s Vii th tho advioe und conncllt of his Oongrega­

tion that Davenport left in IG33 for Holland to Join the f)rOVI-

1ng band of Englieh refugees thore. John Davonport wno to 

stny in Rollnnd only a. short time. howover, for he "1fJ.B druwn 

toward the now lund ncross tho Atlantic. He had been intor-

Gated in the nevI colonies for some time. perhaps due, in 

part, to his near residence to tho grent tradinc companies of 

the dny.4 He o\~ed stock in both the Virginia Company and 

1. Ro.ynUL1, Lynn, Yarmouth' and Norwich are t'lentloned ns 
places a~ which he preaohed. Horo agaill Edwa.rds accused hitt 
of trJua1ings and ind1rect walkings" botween tho various 
churohes. Edwards, op.cit •• Part II, p. G9. 

2. nJohn Duvcllpor'elt f Diotiona.ry of National. BiOGraph:!. 
and Haller, op.c1t., pp. 80 f. 

3. 13en.1nm1n Brook, The Lives of the Puritans, (Jamcs 
Black, 1813), Vol. I, p. 44V. 

4. I. U. Caldor (ed.). Lotters of John Dnvonuort, Pur­
itnn Divino, (New Haven: Yale UnIVersIty PPoss. 1931), p. h. 
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UnsDnohu~otto Bay Oocpnny. To this wa.o noVi added tho on-

couragemont of 0. friond. John Cotton. isho tlrote of this nm'1 
• 

lend whioh "rominded him of tho new heaven end new earth." 

AccordlrvJly in 1637 he loft for lic,'1 Englnnd. taking n number 

of his ~ormer purlnhkners vnth him.' 

Tho Puritan John Goodwin nuoooedcd tho Puritan John 

Do.vonport at thIn itlportnnt Church. St. Stophens Church ot 

Coleman street was situntcd near tho Guildhall, tho oentro o~ 

the trading companios, who wore fast ~~Ducing crout importanco 

in the eA~anding colonial empire. ~hore must have ~oen 0. 

sizable troup of oerohants nmong its oonBrogatlon. It was in 

tho hoart of London that Was becomill8 tho intelleotual and 

finanoia1, an wo1l 0.0 tho political centro. of Englund and tho 

empiro. It \"Inn 0. pul.p1 t which oould and would bocome of 

Great stra.togic Itlportnnce in tho struggles that lay ahead. 

Tho pariohionors of tho churoh had tho privilego. \1.hloh they 

had reooived frot} Q.ueen Elizabeth heroel1". of e1catlnc their 

orm ·Vico.rs. 1 Either booo.uuo ho hoA. beon rcoot:m1elldcd bY' 

Davenport before his dCDarturc. or beoauso some of the pnr1sh­

lonera had heard him proach somewhere in London ond likod him • .. 
tho congregation chooe John Goodfdn an thoir noxt pastor. 

Good\Y1n was to spend most of hin nat1vo oIn1stry as 

puntor of st. ntephens. Uith the exception 01" four years 

during which time he wao removed from his ohurch by hIs Pres­

byterian opponents. Goodv/in filled tho pulp1 t thoro \Ultil hin 

removal nt tho Restoration. st. Stephcnn pnr1uh ohuroh hnd 

1. Ibid., p. 2. 
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among its memborship mony Golid, influontial citizens, oopecinl-

ly from the merohant'clnao. Issao Pennington 1n a cood oxample 

of the kind of por"on found amona ita membership. penniD.Bton ' 

VIas ono or tho lending members of thn oo11t,;rogo.tionnnd ono' o£ 

the outstandIng polItical figureD of London. l BO!JIdes being 

on aldormDJ1 of tho ci ty ot London for noarly 20 yeura, he \'1O!J a 

member of both the Short and the Long Parliaments and was made 

Inrd 11nyor of London durinc the 0Ivil ,'lor. Under tho Oommon-

uealth he was a member of the Counoil of stute. Pennington 

wns the porDon who l'resentod tho tumous "Root and Brnnoh 

Pot1 tion", signed by 15.000 ci t1zons in ond. about tho C 1 ty of 

London, to the Oommons on Dooembor 11th, 1640. This doo'Ur.lent 

flo'Wlded the keynote of tho opposition to the polioies of Arch­

bishop Luud· and Cho.r1ca ±~ nnd'vtns"tho 1"1rat sien that the 

CIty of London'vlO.s to beoome n third foroe, nlong 'f/ith the 
<!:') 

King and Par11ament, in tho rovolutiona~ dnys nhead. w John 

Goodwin's slena.ture, nlong Vii th tha.t of mnny of- the other 

members of his congregation, must hnve boen on the petItion. 

Goodvdn'a reputation as n proaohor nnd nn n champion 

of the cnuse of ~rcedom nlao brought n peauliar assortment of 

1. "Issac Pennington", Diotionary of No.tlonoJ.. 1l1ogrn'EhZ. 
2. It begun with the doolnrntlon; ''That rthereruJ the 

Bovcrnmcnt or arohbishops and lord bishops, donna and aroh­
deuoons, &c., • • • huve proved proJudlolo.l and very dWlgoroUD 
both to tho Churoh and Con~onuoolth •••• And whereaa the 
onid government in found by woeful oxperienoe to be tl mnin 
callse and ocoa.sion of cony foul ovila. prennurco and flrievnncos 
of n vory h1eh nature unto His UuJcoty1o subjects •••• We 
thereforo most hum~7 pray, und beseeoh ••• that the aaid _ 
government, wlth ull its dependencios rooto and brunohes, may 
be abolished •••• " S. R. Gardiner 1 ed.) The Connti tutionnl 
Documents of tho Puritan Revolution, (3d oit. roVrno[, 05d'oRr: 
Clarendon Freas. 1906), pp. 137-£. 



16 

poople from allover tho oity to nttend hIs church. ~hcro 

\'Ina probably no churo..~ any more aotivo or Intluontial thnn 

Vlns St. Stephens of Colcmon street during Goodwin'D mln10try 
• 

there. Many of tho leaders of the period of the Oi vil V/nr 

and the Commonwel.l.lth attended Goodwinr a Chu.rch. 

wnn Willinm Kif~ln a leading Bapttst preacher, John ~lburno 

and Williwn Yialv.ryn, lenders of tho Levoller movement. and 

Thomaa Firmin, the outsta.llding Sooin1ml of the period. Ria 

provooc.tlve preaohing drew around him. Ita. oom'paot and Influ­

en tinl grou.p of men in the 01 ty of \mOln he vrns to be tho 

aoknowledged voice and leader."l It \Vns not aurpr101ng that 

hi& staunch Presbyterian opponent, Thomas Edwards, called 

Goodwin tho "Great Red Dragon of Ooleman Stroet." ".AmOng 

0.1.1. theprotlohers in .London, hin VlllS- tho moat noti vo mind. 

the boldest voico cnd the rondiest pen. • • ..,2 

During these yottrn nt st. Stophens. Goodwin tlnt'­

devoloping n roputation not only no n proaoher. but also as 

n controvoroialiot. theologian, ~nmphletoer, nnd eloquent 

champion of freedom. Xhis gro\v1118 part1c1pation in the 

strugcleD of the dny \';£1.0 to inorcru:;o both his roputation and 

tho number of hIs tollowcra and crit1ca alike. By tho eorly 

J.G~ la, Goodwin had bocooa ona of the moot oontrovors1nl 

figures in lDndon. Dy 1645 his oontrovorsies had brought 

him tho loss ot his church. ~hc exouso gIven by tho Com-

I!l1 tteo for removing him \Vaa that he refuaed to adm1nister the 

so.crrunento of baptlom Illld Lord' a Supper to all of his 

1. ViI 111 am Huller (ed.) Traots on L1 bortl. (Be\'l York: 
Columbia Unlvors1 tY' Proso, 1934) " Vol. 1, p. 31. 

2. Ibid. . 
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l'arishionors. Aotuall~. it wna more likely due to his 

libernl theological views and hiD outspoken defonoe of re­

ligious toleration. l Probably cost of tho Presbyterian 

majority felt as Baillie dld upon Goodwln'a removal from hin 

Church; "Blessed be God, nll tho minlsters of London nre 

for us. 'Burton and Goodwin, the only two that were In-

dependent, nre by the Parliament removed from their plaoes. n2 

C. The Plunge into Controversy 

1. Early theoloGIcal d18Eutoo.-- Goodwin began his 

minlstry at ::it. stephens ln tho snme yoar thut Luud booOl!le 

primnte ovor 0.11 ot Englund. TV10 yoa.rR lntor. Goodwin \'1118 

cited by Laud, ulol18 with throe others, in hin annual aooount 

of his province for '"bronch of' tho cnnono of the ohurch in 

aemo;~:. ~r' P;o.otI0e. or 'both; eto. nZ Thon aeo.In in 1638 ' 

and 1639. he VinD oaUGing tho nrohbiahop lUlX1ety by preaohing 

"some ovor-nioo ouriooitiea rt conoon1il16 tithe imputation of 
, ~ 

Christ's righteousncss in tho jUDtlf'lcutlon or. a sinnor.h:.l: . 
It would thus seem tho.t John Goodwin early beoame n oentro 

of oontrovorsy, both with his fello\'l mlnintors Wld tho churoh 

authoritIes. WI11itun KIr~1n reports Goine to hear Goodwin 

When he 1"irnt oooe to London. He wont In 1632 1"indinG his 
- , 

ministry "very profitable to me." Ho '\7ont on to 'Point out 

1. ~he faot thnt tho'Presbytorians believed in a 
certain-restriotion on the adm1ttnnce of nooplo to the saora­
ments makos'tho roal rcn~on secc to be othor thnn tho one 
Glven. Cf •• WontmlnAtcr Confession, Cho.ps • .xxVII-XXIX. 

:3. Ro"(iert Dall110. Tho Lottors and Journnls, (Rovlsed 
edition, EdinburGh. 1042), Vol. II, p. 299. 

3. Vl1lliuo Laud. Tho \Yorks of Vl11llwn Laud. (Ed.l ted 
in tho Librar,y 01" AnGlo-Catholic Tneology, 1060), Vol. V, 
PP. 332 f. 

4. Ibid.,'pp. 366, 362. 
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that Goodwin found it neoessary to MeVlcr "very many ob" cotlono; 

and. Soriptures brought by othors to the contrary."l 

There is one other incident which 1s knOVln during theso 

yearn which beurs out the same tendenoy. ' In 1638-39 Goodwin 

bocMo'1nvolved in a disl)uto with nome ot the [Joctarians con-
, 

corning the neoessity ot hucan loar.nine tor n ~rcaoher. Ho 

had attacked tho lack 0'£ fOrtlnl cCLuoat10n of one Samuel HOVf, n 

oobbler who hOO been preaohlns in the vicinity end vms known 
~ 

as the "unlearned enemy of humuno learning. ow Attar the 

nttnok How challenged Goodwin to send him a text to pronoh on. 

no sent II Peter 3:6 ns tho text and ~ent to henr the Bormon. 

How preached at Nags-hend Tnvern near Oolconn street and the 

sormon was later published WlCler the title, "The Suf1'iolenol0 

or "tho sp1ri to tea.ch1ng, without hwno.ne-learning." Thi s ron 

through'many subsequent edltions.3 GoodwIn, it would Deem, 

disputed with tho unlearned as well ns tho loo.rnod. 

The tim~ was fast approaching, howevor, when tho con­

troversies would not bo confined to the pulpit and baok halls, 

for the Puritans at lone last, in the year 1640. got an oppor-
-

tunlty to begin to oarr" out thoirrc!orms in tho Churoh and 

nation. In that fnte~ul year, due to' tho revolt or Dishops 

War in Sootland, Charles had beon torced to convene Parllnment. 

Thin Same Parllncent wnn destined to be one of the longont and 

most revolutlonnr.1 in English hiotory. Soon tho tight control 

•• 

1. W1lliam Ormo. Remarkable Pas3¥oa in the Ll1"o of 
tl1l1irun Kif:f'ln, 1023. p. 'io. 
· 2. Champ11n Durrngo, Enrlt f:4iSh Dissonters, (Cam-
bridco: univorsity Preen, 1912), o. II. p. 320. 

3. Jordan, op.clt., Vol. II, p. 257. 
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Laud held over the prInt Ina of books was to slip froe his , 

grasp, and there would bo n voritablo flood of pamphlets and 

books. All of the idea:) and worda hold back by Lnud.' 0 

strict conoorahip were to como pourine forth from tho prODGea 

of ~,ndon in on c.lmotlt dea.fening babel of voioes. John 

Goodvl1n '\'lo.s to Join \'11th 0.11 of his oki1l ond forvour to the 

miGhty chorU:~ of voicoa cooking to dir'eot the 'courso of events 

o.a one devolopmont follot/od anotller in swift sucoession in tho 

revolution.' which \'las atoadily ga.ining momentum. 

One of the first books orf tho ~ros8 after the be­

ginning of the Long ParllD.rlcnt waa nIl attack on Jolm Good'"/1n 

by a puritan minister, Geore~ Walker, who hud gotten into 

d1f.f'ioul ty Vii th tho Church u:u.thori tiOD for preaohl116 on Sub­

bath o.bacrvnnoe, nnd,.D. qun11ficd obedience to tho Xing. 
, ~~.. ~ • V" ~ -l' ~ ~ ~. 

Yla.lker Tlo.S an op:ponent of Socinlanlam of lODg stnndlng, hnvlnc 

acoused Anthony Wotton, a puri ton \11 th Armininn lO .. Mings, of 

Soo1n1nnlsn ao far back an 1614.1 In his work Socininnism 

in the Fundamental PoInt of Just1fication - D1ncovered und . , 

.Confuted, (1640). he :renewed his attaolc: on SocIn1aninm w1th 

Goodw1n tl.S h1s tnrgat. Walker and Goodwin had already met 

fnoe to face In 0. d1s:putat10n stugcd by Walker's followors, 

nnd short pupers of each had been oiroulated. In this book. 

Wo.l.ker fJou.ght to attaoh the label of Socln1nn to Goodwin, 

whom he refers to as "Soolnlnn John". He sot Goodwin down 

as 0. follovior of wotton, ho.vlnc "otolen the most part of hin 

1. H. J. McLaohlan, 'Sooin1an1sm in soventeenth Ccnttttl 
Enp,lnnd. (Oxford: Oxford Univorsity Pross, I95I), pp. 43-50. 
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conclusions, areumento and distinotions" trom Wotton's book, 

Dc Reoonoilintione.1 Thoreforo, he concludes. n11' th10 . . 
Sooininn John ••• will beo called (un hin dic1ples stick 

not to stile him) tho shininG li{'";.ht ot tho ohuroh in those 

lust dtl3tn surely he is but a. borrowed light.,,2 Two of 

Goodyrln' 0 stntements in tho controverny \'foro published in 

the following year.3 but .1 t Vias not until the gronter freedom 

ot the prCrH;J in 1642 that he drevl Q, full s.celo stntement or 
his. ponltion on tho issuo. 

important theologicnl work. 

Thin was to be Goodwin's first 

In tho prefaoe to his Tront1no on l.ust1.:f'ico.t1on (1642), 

Goodwin remarka that he would not a.ttempt to answer Ualker's 

chnrcos direotly' as he w'ished to avoid oontention. He wna 

1.nterest~d' olily~in "tk~'::~ruth': In: nlrn~st a spirt t of reai£;-
, . 

nation, Goodwin says that he hus grown accuatomod to revillnts 

and reproaohes and ~lO opposition of men to be "strong and . 

thick" upon him. Th1 s did not oonoern him, hot/ever, :!'or ho 

was Y/illing, "yea nnd more than willing, to itlbraoo ouoh 

oppo.rtW11 tics, wherein I ClllY' exchange orror for truth.~ 
From Pllnt eXl'orienoo he was able to prediot tho re­

flction to this book, for as we have aoen he ho.d boen debtlt1ne 

this inDue tor sovero.l years. and 1t hud even gotten him into 

trouble w1 th Archbishop Laud. ne foroon~t four reactions to 

1. George \1o.lkor. Soo1nirullAtl in the FundWZlonta.l Point 
of JUntlfloo.tion - Discovered and-aohfute~. 1640, pp: 1~. 

2. ,rb1d., p. a. 
3.: John Goodwin, Impcdlt ira anlm~. 1641 and Christ 

lifted un. 1641. . a. John Goodwin, Treatise on Justification, 1642, 
:proface. 
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hio book. The f1rst would ory out Q8o.1nst it, "Reres1e, Blno-

phemy, So oinien1 sm., .A.rm1n1nn1am. &0." The Dcoond would s~, 

"orror and novol ty", tho t..'1ird \"'Quld oomplain, nUfloloosnesoc 

and non-nociss1 t1e", and the fourth would murmur, "unroason-

ll.blenease." To eaoh of those he hnd un MOV/er. 

There 10 more in Treatise on Justif10ation. than com-
1 

menta on tho probl~m of the imputation at ehriet's ri6hteouo-

noss to believers, nl.thoueh th1n 1s 1 ts main theme. There 

io also a. conotantly recurring demand for intelleotual froe-

dom and tIle quest tor truth. "Imputatio Fldei was the most 

impress! ve statement that ha.d" yet como from n Purl tnn proacher 

ot n theological for~ula for toleration. for 1ntelleotual 

freedom in the widest senso."l 

2. Into themnelstrom of po11t1os.-- About tho SnIDO 
l.r.~"'~'_;,~ .;. ~ ~ 

t1me ao tho presentation o~ the Root and Branoh Fetlt1on. 

Goodwin wna pub11oh1ne his first book.2 I t was to allow that 

ho Was vi t~lly lnterested in the movotlcnt ot events ln neurby 

Westm1nster. !Chis book was II oolleot1on of sermOllS preached 
. 

on the Fifth of November, the dny ot tho Gunl>owder Plot die-

covery, "the an1versory remembrance ot that gront bo.ttlo 
. 

fought betwoen Holl Dlld Heaven, c.bout tho peaoe nnd safety of 

our na.tion. on Nov. 5th. 1605, when Hell l"VC.S overthro\"Jll, and 

Henvan and We reJoloed togother. n3 Without meoting the 

1. William Ho.llcr, Th"o Rino 01" puri tnniom. (lleYI York: 
Oolut:lbia Un1 vers1 ty Press. 'l93S). p. mo. 

2. John Goodwin, The Saints Interest in God, 1640. 
The year be1"oro, he had begun his l1terary career, no did mony ~ 
Puri tDJUl, by eU ting Dome of tho sertlono ot tho deaenoed Fur-
1 tllll m1niatorn. H. Ramsden, Tho Glennll1tI in God' a ltarvent, 
edited by John Goodwin. 1639. 

3. John Goodwin, The Saints Interest in God, 1640. 
prefaoe. . 



eXisting situation direotly he oould thus rem1nd his readors 

o~ tho horror and dangers of Romnnism as a threat within and 

wi thout the Church of Englund. In the so trying days of l>cr-

secution ho \'las culling for his liotenors and readora not to 

be frightened by unfavorable oiroucntnnoea but to tur.n to God 

vilio is our salvntion. JIe waa not onllirt8 for an othor-

worldly esoapism, however, for lle believed th!l.t God oontrolled 

the happenings of history. Uoing tho worda of psnlms 60:20, 

"unto God tho Lord belongo tho iosueo from doath", he soue;ht 

to atrcnethen the willa of hin Pur! tan brethren by eta.y1ll{) 

their eyes on the providenoe of God. In ita pages were also 

to be found n strong warning to tho enemies or tho "nuinto of 

God.." ft ••• henre all you that are enemies of tho People 

'of the'God:of Abraham",; •• lllY' asido ol.l thought of violenoe, 

to let f~l'nll your desires, and purposes or ev1l aga1nst the 

generation of the righteous. GO grantly beloved on high."l 

He goos on to remind tho Lo.udio.n. :peroecutors that "perseoution 

of tho saints • • • 1s a worke that never prooporcd in tho 

hands of any t' from. the beginning of the world till this dn~."2 

In those tenno days, the things needed \'lore faith and 

patienoo. These \'lore tho tV/o th1ll8D John Goodwin tried to 

bring forwnrd. in his two booka of aerrnono iosued in tho follo\,;. 

ill6 yeur. The first, anti tlcd,. God a. Good Master and Pro-

teetor (1641), reminded his renders thnt "God is able to pro­

teot in t1mes of greatest dangers. in the m1ddle of grentost 

1. Ib1d., :pp. 259 f. 
2. !bl! •• p. 273. 
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evils,,,l u9il16 as his text for the nermons. Isaiah 8:13-14, ho 

found neo.ln a. Po.sotlgO of Soripture whioh convoycd faith und 

oom:fort to tho rIghteous nnel pronoWloed Judgment and dcatruation 
2· to their enemies. His fa1th in the favorable turn of events 

scomn to have been n bit shnkon in tho meantime, ~or thero was 

along wi th IUl exhortation to patienoe, 0. prepo.rat1on for dark 

days ahead. This Is DUG~eDted in hiD next book, in the title: 

The __ Returne of Heraies: or, the Saints' Advantage bl L~~. 

There wa~ n note of ~es~imir,m and even reaignution in some of 

the passllt.~eo, r,uah an the follo\'ling: 

~bnt between God chnstis1ne us for our sino on the ono 
hand, and betwoen Sntan stirring u:p pernccutlon and 
trouble nguinRt us for rIghteousness on tho other hand, 
We nre liko (wlththo Rochn~lteD) t.o dwell in tho tonts 
of affliotion nll our days. 

Yet, :f'or the ~ealnt9 ·o:f. ··the Lord. there waa alvmyn hope. oven in 

tho midst of such dark and troublesome times. 

way to guther Bre.pes of thoso thornA • • • V10 Oall V/i th Rcttled, 

stable and compolJod thoughts, look upon nftlictlona e.s wtBels 

of liGht, and mosseDBora of grll..ce trom him tha.t senda them.,,4 

He thon proceeds to put forth o.s tho ma.in dootrine "that ·somo­

times the want of somo comfort or oonvenienoe for u. time, 10 

in the providence of God, a menna or ocoo.oion of tho firmer, 

1. John Goodwin. God a Good Master & Protector to Ria 
Peoule (1641). p. 23. 

2. Iflaloh 8:13-14: "Snnctl:!'y the Lord 0:£ Hoots him­
Golf: and lot him bo your foa.r, and lot him be your drend. 
And he shall be for a. oanctutll7': but for n stonQ of stumblln.g 
and ~or n rook of offence to both the hou5es of Iflrael, and 
for 0. gin arid for a snaro to tho 1nhnhi tnnts of Jerusalem." 

fo.oc. 
3. John Goodwin, The Rcturnc of liero iea, 1641, .pro-

4. Ibid. 

r 
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and more stable, and oom:rortnblc enjoying it ll.fterwnrds."l 

He. therefore. oalled for patienoo and tni th in God who vli11 

not let servioe to Rim go unrewarded.2 

In October and november, lG41. thero took plnoe a robel­

lion in Ireland of tho Catholios in whiob sovernl thouOCUld 

Protentan~s wore mas~aored. ~hus. while Englnnd ,'las 0010-

bro.ting Guy Fawkes DaY' and John Goodw~n was ,preaoh1ng one ot 

his qnnivernnry sermons on thnt fateful day, word eamo of 0. 

new Catholic plot whicn this time, bad beon auoocsstul. The 

reaotion wao immed1nte and widespread; n oall Viae Qudo tor 

aotion. John Gooduin preaohed n, t'toroon ou.lling tor overy aid 

to be given to the Protestant viotlms, then rushed it to tho 

preSG to l'rint 1 t under the ti t1c of Iroland" s Advoonte (164l). 

" '):von to hal?pened fnvi:t:tly in 1642. lJen began to tnke 

siden nnd Ilrepare for war. An important part of the prepara­

tion. besides that of ~aoh side seekIng to get oontrol of the 

militIa, was tho effort of eaoh to ,un the support of tho 

1. Ibid., p. 19 
'2. The.dedioatory epistles of both booko shod a little 

light into the obscurity of these earlier years of hia min1otr.1. 
Doth are dedicated to distinguished lndica for favours receivod. 
The Clont likely eXplanation 1s that they had been his pntronoss­
es nt least part of tho time durinc his leoturillG years. To 
one ot them, LadY' Clark Reading, he also o~res8ed his grati­
tudo for defending his reputation. Urn. Elizabeth Uampden of 
Westminstor. the other pa.tronoss, wan tho cather of the man 
leading the parlinncnta~ oppositIon to tho polioies ot the 
KIng. JOM Goodv/in and John, Hampden sa.w eye to eye on the 
grent iF:'!OUOll of the dny. In 0. tIme When politioal ttff'lllrs and 
religious mntters were GO closely related, it would be appro­
priate thnt there should be an oocnn10nal meeting. in the home 
of Mr~. Uampclen 1n l1estminstor, of the l'!lrul Vlho '"o.s in suoh a 
largo men~ure responsible for tho orennizntion und strategy in 
Parlinment of uprooting the polloien tollo\1ed by the KlllB' and 
hin advisers. and of the man who wan to be one ot the leading 
persons in organizing public opinion behind that polioy. 
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people. The war of p~phleta beBan even boforo the fightinc.l 

In this battle of the pamphletoors whioh \'lent on pa.rnllel \11th 

the battle of armies und men, John Goodwin played a loading 

role. ~Tho contusion of con1'l1ot botweon C ro,\n and rnrllo.cent 

gave opportunity for tho risa of men ~kl1lcd in the nrt of 

evok1ng and mo.nl'Pulnting' opinion • • • • tho mOll rIsing coot 
. 9 

. conspicuously llS Q. lender of publio opinIon was John Gooawln. n'" 

On tho ove of the first battle of the Civil War, Good .. 

\'lin loaued from the proae a pO\'Terful pamphlet doaienod to 

arouse publ1c opinion behind the Parlinmentnr,y foraes. 

There 1s neither ~nn nor women of us, ne1ther young 
nor old, but hnth somewhat or other, Dore or leao. n 
lIi to or two a.t lco.st to oOost into tho TreOosury of the 
~ublike oui"ety. :Men that have stroneth of body" for tho 
\Jar, and f1ngern that know how to i'iGht. lot them to tho 
Dattoll, and not feura to look the ene~ in the faoo. 
Men a.nd women tha.t ha.ve only l'ursofl and Estatos. let 
them turne them into non und owords 'tor the Bnttell. 
Men tho.t ha.ve hoads, bl,lt want ormes and handa !or out­
ward exeoution, let these study und oontrive methods 
Wld wuyes of proooed1n8s: l-Icad-Vl0rke it'! overy whit o.a 
neoe::J::;o.:ry in suoh a. time o.nd eXigent t as hand-work is. 
They that have neithor hands, nor henda, nor estates. 
let them find hoarts to keop the Mountain of God, to 
pray the cneoicD do~ne, and the Armies of tho Lord up: 
Let them !1nde toneueszto whet up the oournee und 
resolutiona of others. 

Goodwin used ovor,ypossible approach to SWI1~ pub110 etfort 

behind Parliament. Ho appeo.lod to the reasons of men. He 

sought to answer tho obJeotiono of tho~e tlho heei tOoted to 

1. In the oolleotion kept by tho London bookooller. 
Georco Thomason, there were nearly 2000 pDJllphlots for tho 
year 164C. almost 3 times the total of the previous year. 

2. Wl11iw:l lIaIler (od.), Tracts on I,1bertZ. (ItOVI 
York: Columb1a Univcrn1ty Pross. ~34). Vol. I. p. 20. 

3. John GoodWin, Anti Cnvnli0t:1sm~, 1G42 , p. 4. 
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fight against tho King as ono to whom tho subject owed obod-

lenco becnuae he was ordained of God. Kings or kluBly 

govornments arc "an ordinance of tUlll, or an humon oreation", 

he argued.1 

Those governments that nro "unjust. unrounonublo or 

tyronnioal" are not fulfilling tho puroosoa of God nnd thorc-

fore to be o~poaed. ~o thODe whose reverenoo for the kingly 

office is euch thnt they refuse to take u, arms aeninst tho 

King he l~oue~ thirl warning: 

••• when men or women ahall make Idola of Kings and 
Princes. and great men. and fall dotme betore them, and 
worAhip them with divine worship, as all they in effeot 
doe, \,1ho yaold obedienoe unto them ngo.inst God, what doc 
they e1so but shake tho very foundations of thoir lives, 
and present beo1nga in the world, and onll tho fl~o of 
Gods Ioalouale from heaven to oonRuma them: ••• ~ 

He han en answer for the pao1fIst ut that d~ who hesitated 

on religious grounds from to.k1ng D1des in tho strum~le. lIe 

:points out thnt the martyrdom ot, primi tivo Ohristians \'las 

under different ciroumotnnaes and not to bo determinativ~ in 

these do.ys~ 

• • • the glory and pro.iae of Jdartyrd.omc or flu.!!eril1{; 
for Christ, doth not oon~lirJ't 1n lying down, and suffor­
inc proud and w10ked men to r1de over our heads, in o1t­
t1ng otl1~ ~n1lcgt our eotates, l1bcrties. ravos. ohild­
ren, fricndo. arc ruined and destroyed beroro our £nceo, 
when God puts un opportun1ty into our hand to dofend 
them •••• 3 

Not only dooD he try to ovoroome re11~iouD sorupleD, but he 

tries to Il'ulke the :right a' holy oause -- a ~olig1ous orusado. 

It was a ctrugglc between good and evil. 

1. Ibid., 1>- 7. 
2. Ibid •• p. 2,2. 
3. tont." p. 34. 
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We 110 open to tho hatred and malioo, to the nookinga 
und aoorfinr,o, to tho ray11ng and rovilings. to the 
slanders and ly1nas or the ~holo malignant ~nrty round 
o.bollt US; and that beoause we hold forth the Lord Jesus 
Chrillt in hIs holiness and purity. in hin power and 
authority over the \'lorld, 1n hin truth, und fa.lthf"ul­
nesee, in his mcroy. and goodnense, in his glor.y, and 
UaJos~y, in our lives •••• 1 

Goodwin goes 01;l to tie up tho puritan onuse w1th 

Frotoatnntism throughout the world. Those of "like prooious 

fa1th" in kingdoms groat fllld small. "Frano~, Germo.ny. Bohemia, 

lIungnrio., Polonin.. Denmarko. Sweden". tlle neVIn of thcir zenl 

vtould "bee a. cheering und refreshine to them", end partioular­

ly to "poore bloed1ng, dyinn Irolund, it will be an a rcsur-

" rcotion froe death unto llfe."~ It was 0. time of partioular 

providence for English Proto3tnnts to w1tnes3 to their faith 

in ouoh 0. vray to enoourage their brathro,n ,in 0.11 lunds. 

• • • cinco you havo the commodlousneoBo of suoh n 
a tanding , that you may doc good to ali ••• the Saints 
in all their dispertiona and quarters throughout so m~ 
kingdomos. and suoh a considerable part of tho world as 
hath boane ment10ned. co that you may oauao them to rise 
up before you and 00.11 you blcsned; I beaooch you doe 
not betray this first-borne opportunitl0 of Heaven: looke 
upon it as n groat and solemno invitation trom God him­
selfe unto you. to do gronter things for the ~~rld, at 
least for tho Christian world. then over you did unto 
this day. • • .3 

'rhe :firnt battle of the C tv!l Wa.r had oho\'Jn that 

neither aide oould win easily. It Aoon beoame evident that 

the city of London held the balanoe ot power und it vrns undor 

the control of parllnm~nt. 4 Ita tromendoun strategic 1m~ort-

1. Ibid., 'P. 35. 
2. I6Id •• p. 60. 
3. IbId. 
4. ~reve1yan points out that nt thio t1mc tho KinG would 

ha.ve had 0. tremendous ndVWlta.gO. nhnd not Lo r.d on , oontuinin.g ten 
timon the population and more than ten t1mes the ready coney of 
any other city in Englund, supplied recraita by tho thousand. 
war lo~~a to any qUant1ty and at any momont, and the Dost 
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Moe !n tho .mobillza.tion for \1ar VIas reoo&tllzed by Oharlos I, 

00 ho turned his attention and nrt'lY towlord London. Goodwin 

likewiso realized the aiLl'lli1'lcanoe of London end un tho t~a.1nod 

bnnds 01' the Lo.ndon m1l! t1n marched out to ceet the Cavaliero 

he published anothor sermon entitled, Tho Butchers Bleenin~, 

addressed to tho C1ty of London to rallr to the defonso of its 

libcrtieo. "To engage you all ao one man, to rioo up at onoe 

in your mIght tor the preservation· and defense as well as of 

your Dolve9 as of your oitio agaInst that whlrlwlndc of oruol­

ty and blood which rendn ~d tearos the Kingdome in piecen 

whero it talles."l He then p~oaoeded to give fivo reasons· 

Whil' the l'IoTath and the army of Oavallers Were desoending upon 

London: 1. It was tho "shield nnd buokler" o:t pure religion. 

2. It was the chlei' proteotlon o~ Parliament. 3. It wan the 

leader in turnishin5 arms and mon and money for the parliament­

ary oause. 4. It VIas the main thing -standing in the way of 

the realization of their desires. 5. It wan tho "grent masn­

zine of \Veal th. riohes and trea.aure. It London, therefore. "Ina 

tho ma:f.n tareet <)f royalist amb1 tiona I aocording to Goodvtin. 

and he oalled upon 1ts oitizens to quit themselves like con in 

its def'enso.2 

weapons thnt England or the Oontinent oould ~ur.nish for moneil' 
dovm.. " G. tr. Treve1YBll, England Under the S tunrttl, (Methuen 
and Co •• 1949), 1'. 193. 

1. John Goodwin, The Butohorn BlasslA5. (re-printod 
in 2d ed. ot Ant1-Oava11erisme, 1643), p. 35. 

2. At tho V0r.1 timo thnt this wan being oiroulated, 
the men of London were Joining in such largq numbers with the 
militia that when Charles mot them at Turnham Green he wns 00 
outnumbored, he turned back to Oxford Vii thout seeklng 0. 
battle. 
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.An Mst/or soon oume troe OXford dofending the King' a 

ouuse in ropl~ to OOOd\'11n' a .A.ntl-Co.vo.llorlan:o. The (luther. 

Dishop ot Ossory, oulled his reply Vindic1no no~ in which 

ho sought to show the neoossity of obedienoo ,and the nbomlnn-

tlon of.rebellion aga1nnt 'the Lord'a anointed. In hiD dcdioo.-

tlon to tho King ho deplored tho roluctanoo of his supporters, 

espoclo.l1y tho olermr, to defend the Kina' 0 oaUAO V/1 th the pen 

as well as \r.Lth sword und curikot. The B1ehop dra\i1J 111s texts 

from ::crlpturos oonoorning Uooes nnd Ro~ann 13. He quotes 

from the anoient rrritors ouch nn Ar1ntotle and the Churoh 

1"o.thera to try to provo that rebellion ne'ail1.pt n King 1s never 

justified no matter flhat the oirOULlstanoc. Ito 01 tee VI! th ap­

proval K1ll{; James' diotum. tfno blohop. no king" and stresses 

the 1nvlo1o.bl11ty- of tho Xine. your "poll tioo.l father" nnd the 
,', . ~ 

priest, "your sp1ritq.nl fnther." lIo answors 81'o01:£'100.11y 

several of Goodwin'o pOints, but attompta to belittle hIS op­

ponent by roferring to him as an "ignornnt f'ollou n and re­

marks, "who this GOOd\'lin 1s, I mow not; I could w1sh he \'tore 

none ot the tribe o~ Lev1: 1. Beoauso I tind hIm suoh an In-

oendlD.%7' of t'JlU'ro, and o.n enemy unto penoe, • •• 2. Beoause 

his objeotion is full ot £nlsohoods and ralee grounds."l 

It took Goodwin on2y a tew wocks to brine out a roply, 

in lU110h title he inJooted a noto ot'h~~our: Os Ossorinnum: , 

Or, A Bono For A B!,shop to PIok, (lG43). Goodwin oontillu.od 

to heap ridioulo u!>on t.ho pretonsions Md olaims of tho X1116. 

". • .we heare of Kings by- heaps. foure making Vlure aoainst 

five, und five aga1nnt tour: bu.t that nny of these were put 

1. ~r,y.ftith Williams. Vindiolno ne~, lG43. pp. ~O ff. 
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1nto their-KIngdoms by God • • • or by My ordinulloe of hIs. 

is as cleoro as the heavens are to us in tho darkest night."l 

In thu.t 080 when the Diblo VIas tho ma.in Gouroe ot author! ty. 

he ulao founa it neoeasnr.y to deal ulth·~oriptural arguments 

o£ his royaliAt critic. ~ho Bishop had quoted most otton 

the phrase, "touoh not mine Cllointed. ff (Paalms 105:16) Oood­

ll1n' a reply to this \1aB, 

• ~ • from tho soopo and carriage or tho wholo Psalm, 
thnt thi~ wnn not spoken to o..ny 'Pooplo conoerntne Xinen. 
flD if they tlero tho l~ords anointed, tho.t eight not be 
touoh'd: but unto Kinr.n themselves oonoerning n pcoplo 
(the ~eople indeed of God) tlS being his anointed onos, 
whom it concorned OVen kinGS thcijselveo not to touch in 
any way of injustice or offonoo.~ 

3. Into the st~lSBle over reliGious toleration.-- In 

the ~all and winter o~ 1643-44, the intoreot of John Goodwin 

und much o~ the nntion was to shift from mll1tar.y mo.ttorn to 

religious problema. although the two were never ver,y far 

apart. The l'/ootm.instcr Assembly VtUG sottllnc down to ito 
, 

task of rofo~aing and purifying tho wor~hip, government, and 

disciplino of the English Church. In 'October, 1643, the 

Assembly begM difloussions·on tho highly cxplonive qnoAtion 

of churoh 6ovornment. This brought into tho-open the 41-

Vision which cxl~tod ~i~lin the Puritnn fold. It was- canior 

to nbolluh prelacy thnn to arguo an to tlhnt should be in its 

place. r~ile the ovc~dlelm1ne maJor1ty in tho Assembly, and 

probably nmone the .Puri ttUlS ccnornlly at thin t1t:lo, t/ore Pres­

byterian in oonviction, thoro \'/0.0 in the Asseobly a. octall. 

1. John Goodlv!n, 00 Ossorio.nw::u Or, Ii. Bono for n 
Bioho}? to Pick, 1643, p. '27. 

2. ISId. t p. 63. 
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ablo, and doteroined group of mon who had renohed n position 

which ccme to bo co.l.led "Independenoy·'. It Doon beoome 

apparent to those ~ho wore not oonfirmod presbyterians. that 

there might not bo any morc room for differenoes o~ opinion 

and praotice undor the Presbyterians than ttnder the Anglioans. 

In tho words of the Independent, John Milton, "neW presbyter, 

\"fas but old llricnt writ large".l Or as the AnellcOll hin­

torIan, '.rhomns Fuller observed, tho prcsbyteril'.llS "who desired 

most ea.~e and liberty for their sides when bound with eplsoo­

pacy. now girt the1r OVl.n government tho oloRost about the 

" cOllscienoE) ot others.fI~ 

The event uhioh brought tho diviDion and the diD­

cussion from the Assembly floor to the press and henco public 

opinion, wns the publication in Janunr,y 1644 of the ApoloGot­

ieall Nnr1:~tlon of the five lending Independonts or "Dissent­

ing Brethren" -- Thomas GoodWin, PhIllip Nyo, Sidra.ch Simpson, 

Jeremiah Burroueha. und Willinm Bridge. Thi D ohort· pamphlet 

of thirty-tli'to pages. sotting forth the Indopendent poal tion 

over l.l8a1nst tho Presbyterinn soheme. "opero.tod l'nstantcnoouD-

1,. like a deolaration of "~lure ,,3 Itu:ledio.toly thero Cw:lE) forth 

from the prass larGO numbers of replies by tho Prosbyterians. 

Then, the second round began vdth Indopendent answors to these. 

It was not to be expeoted that John Goodnln ~ould romnin in-

1. John Ullton. Completo Poot~ and Selected Proso, 
(The Modern Li~rar,y: Heu-York. 1§38). p. 04. 

2. Thomns Fuller. Tho Churoh History 01: Britain. 
(Revised ed1t1on, 1037). Vol. III. p. 292. 

3. ri. M. lIothoritlGton. n1story of the ~1astminster 
.A~F;ombly_o:r Divineo, (4th cd •• l.!dinbureh: Jomea demmelY', 
1878), p~ 186. 
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different to these events. It ia 1mposolblo to know exaotly 

when Goodwin moved from n lennlna toward PresbyterinniDo to 

an Independent Position.1 By 1644 thero uns no question DB 

to where he stood, for he soon entered tho :t1Sht aD n stout 
• 

ohnmp1on at the nCongrogo.tional Vlny'. n 

Among those who hOO attaokod the APologctlonl;')to.rra.­

tlon, \'Ia~ n staunoh Preabyterlnn, Adam Sto\,lnrt. He ho.d writ-

ten his nttaok under tho initinls A.S. A month or so lat~r 

there appeared un nnonymous reply to him under the title, 

l{.S to A.9. ll1th fl. Plen. for L1bort1e of Consoienoe in 0. Ohurch 

Wn:'! (lG44). John Goodwin hnn usually been 1dentified as one 

of the two nuthoro of this important 'Work \1hloh t'ludo t1uoh o.n 

eloquent plca. for l1berty of consoienoe. One of the Soot 

tlcmbero 0'£ the Assembly,' Robert 13o.i111e, wrote to 0. friend, 

"Y.S. against A.S. 1s john Gooclv/ln of Colotlo.n street. n2 The 

argument set forth Wo.o that God'a will 1ntonded that thore bo 

nunity acongst tho saints", but this unlty wns no core to bo 

atta.ined through tho coeroive measureo of Aoocmbly. Parlia­

ment, nnd 0 ivil ltnCistrate than by King, Bishop end sta.r 

Chamber. Tho Ohurch Dust bo "led into this un! ty. by tho hand 

o~ tho angel ot light, not to be ~rlGhtened In It by an evll1 

1. It may bo ao Masson obsorves, thnt it io a fnir 
in:tcrence that by 1640 Good\,,1.n had Independent tendenoies. 
Dnvid Unseon, op.cit., Vol. II, p. 583. -2. Bail11e, 0S.Clt., Vol. II, p. 180. Unseon and 
Jordan along \'/1 th bott of "Go o dwlll , s biographers. Jnokson and 
Clark, attrlbuto the B,eotion on rellgious tolero.tlon to him. 
Certainly the ideas, an woll as tho wny of exprc801ng them, 
sound liko Goodwin's othor v1l'itingo. Cf • .!. JaCkson, oll.cit., 
p. 57. Henry VI. Olark, Tho Lifo of John uoodw1n, \Co"i'igro{;n­
tional Union o~ En81und una WnIcs, no d~te). SerIes: No.9, 
pp. 25 t. 
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angel of feur nnd torror. ,,1 

If there had been any doubts as to whore Goodwin 

stood on the issue of·ohuroh government and toleranoe, duo 

tb the anonymous oharaoter of the previous tract, within n 

fow montho.. 0. nevI one plaoed him openly and solidly on tho 

sido of CongregatIonalism and toleration.2 Using the o~ng 

o:C GW!lnlie1 ooncerning the OhrlotlQll::J. fOW1a. in the fifth 

Chapter of Aots o.s his text, he warns the opponents of. tolcra-
. . 

tion that in suppressing Bome partioular doctrine they.night 

be fighting against God. Ho goos on to tell them that fl6ht-

1ns.ngainot God 10 n most dangerous th1ng for mnn. In this 

pamphlet, Thcomaxin (1644), he weiGhed Prenbytcrlo.n1oo and 

Indopendenoy in the bo.lanco on the ioaue of tolero.tlon o.nd 

decides in favour of IndopcndcncT. It does not appenr too 

much to nay that uTheomnxin 1mr:lodlo.tely confIrmed its nuthoro 

pOSition as the chief exponent of Independenoy in tho Pross 

and as the chicf ob3ect of attack by the prcsbyter1nns. Q3 

During the next decade, 0. score more pa~phleta Were \1ritten 

118n1not him tu'ld many harsh c:pi theta :trom noo.rgnntuc." end tho 

"Grent Red Dragon of Ooleoo.n street" to "Schinmatioks chenter 

in chief" ond "monstrous Sectary" were thrown at him. 

Soon there appeared an anonymous p~phlet attacking 

" . .. 

,1. John Goodwin. l(.n. To A. S • With u. Plen :tor L1 bertie 
of Consoience 1n f.1. Church"ul, I{;44. p. 99. . 

2. John Goodwin, Theoma.x1u.; Or, The Grand Ir.1~rudence 
of men running the hazard of Jllshtlng ,A§o.inst-Qod, r44. 

3. tl1111at1Hnllor (ed.). Tra.cts on L1ber.tl, Clio\'l 
York: Columbia Unlvorn1ty pross. rgZ4), Vol. I. p. 53. 
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his Theomaxia. whioh Goodwin took no notIce of. l He dld, hovl­

over. tnko up tho challengo of Wil1iom prynne, one of the group 

of Eraotio.ns in Po.rliument who believed in n state-oontrol1ed 

religion. Hi S \"lo.S 0. J 

••• narrow kind. 01: Ero.otia.niem vrhloh required tho 
benting do~n by the state of every o.apcct of enthusia.sm 
in the interests of order. • • • prynne, tundomentally 
oonservative in polltics and religion, wan throughout 
the revolutionary orn oboenaed with un hysterical ~enr 
of the ohangeD ~hioh wero rending EnGlish Boclety.~ 

It is not surprising. therefore. that ~uch n ohampion ot tolora­

tlon as Goodwin should get into controversy Vii th this nOll t'rho 

had. a "savage and unrelentiIl8 intolernnce.,,3 Prynne not only 

attaoked Goodwin's views, ho also sought to onst doubt on bls 

character. 

Goodwin sollt.~ht to defend himself' and his vievlO in four 

-
1. ,Anonymous, l!'noca About. 1644. The point of view of 

this anonymous Rat'lphlotecr ia represented. by these words 1'ram 
the po.r:lphlct: -nOVI I AS sumo , Tho preabytorlnn wa.y claitloth 
Origination and Desoent ~roc God; yet Master Goodwin doth not 
onely lift up an hard thoucht acninnt it, but In those Sermons 
extremely oppone it. und contest ng~inat it •••• n p. 11. 
VJh1lo Goodvt1n did not bother to ansVlor the pamphlet. non Wl-
worthy auditor o~ the auld (Jud1tious-piouR-Divine) Master 
John Goodwin" did reply in a. :pumphlot onti tlod, As You ,'lore 
(1644). Thin pncphlet too t tlas anonymous. but "'filCOtlInoriIy 
tittributed to lIezokiah rloodl'm.rd, an expon9nt of' toleration end 
eduoational reform. 

2. Jordan, op.cit., Vol. IV, p. 277. 
3. The na~uro or-Prynnets position oan bo Dcon trom 

tho title of his pntl,Phlot ago.1.nst Goodfrin: Truth Trium hi 
Over Fnlshood Anti ui t OVer lTovel t : Or. • • • A us an 
rensonn 0 n on ion of e un ou 0 00 eo an . cu Juris­
dlction, RIgnt, Logislative r coeroive Power of ohrIstian Em­
;'erors z Kings t l.!o.Riatratea t l!urIinmen'Es, in all matter of ..• 
'Reil Ion 0 urch::O:ovornmcn Disol line, Ooremonlos' Uannern. 
• .' • • 0 0 y or a on for t e urc s weapon 
aga1nst sectarios and heretics. "The contemptible sword of' 
excommunication or non-communion, and the bare proaching of 
Godts flord n could never deal with willful. disorderly men 
and roll~lous fannt1oiom. William Prynno, Independenoy 
EXamined, 1644. P. 12. 



'Pacphlots. In Certn.1n Drle1'o Obaorvatio.ns (1644), he anstterod 

(], pamphlot Vlhloh Prynno hOO. Virl tton entitled. Twelve Consider­

ablo SoriouR guontlonn touchin5 Ohurch Government (lG44).1 

In n second pwnph1ct Goodwin dofond.od himself' aeninst prynno'o 

nttnck on ,Thoornnxin. prynne in turn roplied 1111 th 0, pWllvhlot 

entltled Truth Tritlmph1ng Over Fnlnhood (1645). This. Good­

win.~romptly nnswerod in t\m pamphlets. Innoccncl and Trut~ 

Triumphiry) Together and Pnlumnl Arrnie;n'd a.nd Cast (lG45). 

In the fortler. Goodvlin gnve on impressivo argument for re­

ligious freodom. 2 The latter purposo was to proteot his 
~ 

reputation against the fuloe aoounntions and chnrBos prynno 

hnd.heapcd upon him. Thin olosed the oxohango of pamphleto 

betvloen Goodwin nnd prynne. but it did not end prynne'o op-
. . 

:poa1 t10n to ·him.. ·lIowevo~. Goodwin wa.n aoon to meet an even 

morc bitter and harsh oritic. 

D • .At the Oontro of Controvorsy 

1. Tolerntiqn .. n tfd!!!l6erousu doctrine.-- At the sllr.le 

time that Goodwin was eneo.ged in nn oxcha.ngo of po1emlon \'1i th 

l:rynne, ha \'IUS having diff1cu.l ty v/1 th a .formidable opponent. 

The Com~1ttoe for Plundered M1nisters had or1ginally boen sot 

1. ~hl0 p~~phlot was anonymous nnd has somot1mes boan 
attributed to Honry Robinson as Vlell as John Gooduln. It tho 
pomphlot VIUD not aotually from Goodwin's hand, it \'10.9 most 
likely trom n member of Good\rtnto oircle, as Hallor sug~cnt9. 
William .Haller, Tracts on Liberty, (New York: Oolumbia Unl­
verAity Press, f934), Vol. It p. 53. 

2. John Goodwin, Innocency end Truth triumthinr, to­
Ilothoz:. 1645, prefaoe: tilt "is a taut"tor or·saa: con oQP!nfron. 
to nco whnt oommotions. tumulto. and coobustlons nre prooent-
1y rnl~ed in tho minds of mon upon tho birth ef any truth 
into the world •••• n 
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up by Parli~~ent to reliove the d10tresD of Puritan ministers 

who suffered durine the fighting of tho Civil War, but it hOO 

soon boon given tho dutY' und the power of removing trac~dnloUD" 

clnintcrs :Cro.m their puri.shoa. As soon ns 1&44 their ntten-

t10n \TnS fooussod on John Goodwin. Although he hn~beon 
nOll1ina.tcd by tho House of Lords on the thirtieth of October, 

1643, to be 0. member of the \1osttllnster Asnembly,l he wo.s 

looked on with grent suspioion by that. body. On Nov. a, 1643, 

Just over 0. weck later, in the Assembly Goodwin Was uoou~ed 

along vnth a. Dr. IIolmOD, ~no had also been nominated with hie, . 
n 

of ordnininc Q. sectarion proaohor by the namo of Alldereon. W 

This had the appearanoe of an effort to smear Goodwin, oven 

though Lightfoot reoords that n roply denying the chnreoB waD 

br~u6ht in th<c ne~t duY'ti\'/hioh ooot m~oh tiee."3 It demon­

strated the suspioion 'fli th whioh Goodwin \'TUS viewed by tho 

Anr:mmbly. Oertainly the Preebyterion cu30rity could hnve 

hud no hiGh reaards for ouoh an outspoken oritio of pronby­

terlnnism and staunch defender of Independenoy and tolerance. 

Aocordincl;r, in tho yenr 1(,'45, he \"llU~ ~emoved. froo hin Ohurch 

nt St. Btophens. John Goodwin. hOYlover, wnn not so eaaily 

Botten rid of, for his friendD furnished him with fl nO\'1 pulpit 

for launohing his idoaa, and he oontinued to use that foruo 

wh10h \Vus rapidly roplaoing tho pulpit ns tho moulder of 

1. llou~e of Lorue, Journal, Oot., 50, 1643, Vol, VI, 
p. 203. . 

2. John Lightfoot, The Journal of the Proooen1n6" of 
the Asnembl:r of Divinen, Edited by J. U. pitman, 'J. F. Dovo, 
In 24 , t Vo'!.. XII! of tiorks of John Lightfoot, p, 45. 

3. Ibid. -
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publio opinion - tho proas. 

Tho tlo.in thil18 that ho.W'l.ted tho Presbyterians and 

ocbo.rro.nocd the Independ.ents VIa.s tho mushrooming during the 

civil wa.r of 9C:lOts o~ nll kinds and deocriptiona. A 00%:1-

promise settlement of' somo kind, bet\10en the Presbyterians 

nnd tho Indepondonts, miaht havo been possible 1f' it hlld not 

been for the existenoe of' the nootarian. Tho reador ot 

Dail11e'n·Letters and. Journal, 10 improssed by h1s nlcont 

hysterioal four of the seots. He deplored the fnot that 

While EpiocoPo.07 and Popiah coremonies had been removed, the 

failure to quiokly sat up the "government of' Chriot" hoA lod 

to nno.rohy wh10h hOO proven to be "the mother of Reresios and 

pchismes, nnd mnny moro evils.· nl Eemonninc the spread of 

tho Anabaptists .and Antinomians, he thought thore might ho.v~ 

beon an aooommodation w1 th tho Independents b\lt "that tolero.-

" tlon they aime at we oannot oonsont.n~ 

In tho cruoial yonr of' 1646 thore appeared 0. book 

tho.t would tnn the flnmos or tenr even h1gher. V1eiled tram 
> any unglo. Thomas Ed\'1a~s, GD.IlGraona.: Or t A Co.tnlogue and 

Di~oove;y of nnnl or the Errors, Heroni~o, Blasphemies and 

~ernla1oug PracticeD or tho Soctar1en of thIn time (1646). 

\'Io.s n remarkable treatise. In tho dediontory letter ot hiD 

"Black Dl1lu to the ]Jar11o.mcnt, Edwa.rds called upon them 0.8 

the only erouj? to Itcure the muladien Dnd diDoascs ot our 

~huroh Wld. Stato", to rid the oountry of "d.a.mnablo heres1es, 

horrid blas~homion, Libertinisme und fearful Anarchy." Ho 

1. Baillie, o~.olt., Vol. II. p. 180. 
2. IbId., Vol. tV; p. 140. 



nnaorted thut in getting rid ot tho Papists thoy hud only ex­

ohangod one evil tor onothor, "f/ith tho Reformation have VI0 

not a. Dofor:nntion. cmd woroe things como in upon us then ever 

wo had be~ore?" He goeR on to ~ake the prediotion that tho 

goate hud been crowinc 80 1n the punt ~our year:.' und had. then 

grown DO intolorable, 11' they nbc lot alone a.neL rise propot10n­

ably tor one your loncer, wo, shu.ll nood no Cava.llers n9r 

enca10e 1"rom \1i thout to dostroY' uu.rit 

One of the 1nd1v1dualo Edunrds u1nglod out for attaok 

\'/ns John Goodwin, to Ylhom he gavo the nat'lo of' "Crotonoio". 

One or tho thinGS he or! t101sod Good~Jln and his oongroGa.tion 

:for Was, that "many of them play at C nrds nnd 'rubles, n;oo vorio 

loono on .tho Sabbath dnyo, eo to Bowls and othor sporta on 

dnyOfl ofpublloke-~l,lnnk~civlJ16, -as l£r John Goodnin and ceverall 

ot h1D Church, they weo.r strnneo long hu1re, go in suoh fino 

fnsh10nQble apparell. 

long 1n forthcoming. 

" ••• n"" An anSWer from Goodwin was not 

Entitling hIt! reply, CrotenRio, or 1:: 

Driefe ~sucr to on U1corous trcat13o, Goodwin naaufled Ed.wards 

01' tryins to defeat the Independellts by dro\'mlng them "In tho 

black BOa. of lnf'way Wld rcproote."3 He tllon nsked. \1hothor 

-
1. In hiD cataloguo, Edwnrdn li~tp. sixteen norts of 

~ectnrics beginning with tho Indcpondentn and endine with tho 
"Seepticks and Quentioni~ts." Thon he Roeo on to cataloGue 
17.0 errors, heresios lllld bluophemioB where1n 1s listed o'Very­
thina from. "'rl0 part ot Christian 11berty of Chrirctla.ne, not 
to hour their o"n mini~tors,~but to go and hear whero they 
wl11, nnd whoo they think they may pro:f'1t most by", (no. 125) 
to, "It 10 not oultnble to Qod, to pick and chuf10 nmonge:tt 
men in ~he\V1~ mercy." (no. 17G). 

Z. Thoman Edwnrdu. G~ra.entl, lG46. part I, p. 63. 

1 
. 3,; JOhn

tl 
Good~/in, .Q.!.~21!.~: O~ A .Dr!~_r..£.~.!!!.~r..,!w'!.,!ll! 

!1.gero'!f:! • .!:~~. 1646, p. ,;,. 
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Chrint or Paul would "spend thoir tico, or incoec their 

fricnd..'J, in Gathering up vagrant, looco, canndo.lot1.tJ ond lying 

reportfl Il6ninst tho 3a.into, a.nd servnnts of God, under tho , 
nu.m.eD of Secttl.ries, to blosae tho voni tic une! wlckedncoBo of 

the world with tho ventIne; of thet'll."l Edwards in turn 

broU8ht out u second Instnlmont ot hiD GtUl.tlrncno. ca.tnloguo 0. 

month or two lnter. A cood portion ot thip ~ocond part in 
. 

tal~en up \'/i th n scurr1lous attnck upon Goodv/in. Ho called 

Goodv/ln "0. compound of on Arr:linlo.n, SoolnIan, LIbertine, Ana-
2 3 baptist, &c." • "the greo.t lying Orncle of tho Sectnri.e 8 n , 

after nocnsinc him of using "nix footod words inntend or 
Rensons and ArCtl.t1cnta." Edwnrda conoluctos: "In one VlOrd, I 

do not think there's any mnn in tho Kingdom hath Q. more heret­

ical hend nnd.honrt. than Cretens1s, and unlcnao God Blve him 

renentnnoe, • • • I foar if the mnn liven but ono cev&n yeurs, 

he Vlill prove no arch nn lIoretlck. and 0.13 da.necrouo 0. mr.n as 
4, 

England over bred." 

Gp.ngro.eno. ko.d. not been Edwards first or only pamphlot 

in dofense of Proabytorinnion. lIe vrQ.fI aotually "the no·at 

vigorous nn~ forcible ot the Preobyterlan apoloGists wacinc n 
r: 

rolentloss wnr on the dootrine of toleratlon. no Rhortly 

after the appea.ranoe of tho A'OoloG£:!i~.l narratio!! of tho 

"Five Diaocnting Brethren" of tho A8t1ornbly. Edwardn had nt­

taoked their po~ition in u pamphlet cnlled AntnpoloGla,G 

tho 

1. Ibid.. p. 16 
2. TbOonn Edwardn, G~~ra.enn. 1646, part I. p. 25. 
:1. IbId •• 'P. 32. 
,4. IOlU., p. 35. 
5. Jordan, on.cit., Vol. III, p. 201. 
G. Thomns E[wtlrtIs, ~tuaol~~: Or! A .It:U!.l: .Ans~!.e~ to 

~lo6o~i9_~~~J~rrntion, !fi 4. 
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making hi" rooitlon olear. He believed in the divino riGht 

of Proabyterlanlsn us rUt infallible system o~ government, 

. disoiplln?, and dootrine, from which tho stato nhould not allow 

~J'ly dev!ntion. Parliamont should "by the1r power and author-

1ty ••• bind men to the decrees of the Aasembly; und not 

••• to tolerate any other dootrinos, ohurohes, ~~rsh1pt or 

government. ,,1 lIoldill{J suoh bolic:Cs, it vrna not a surl)rl~e 

that he v1ewed toleration \1i th suoh horror and CO.1':lO into oon­

flict with nuoh n ohumpion of toleration as Jolm GOOd\'IW. 

Goodvl1n took up the challenGo of thi ~ ori tioisI:l whioh cwne 
" 

from the Prenbyterlnn Dido. Onoe aguin in the pa~~hlot, 

The Inexcuoablene~oe of that Grund Accusation of the Brethren 
-.. . - .. ... , 

callod Anto:poloaio. (lG4G). Goodwin made on eloquent plea for 
. 2 

religious toleration. 

EdWards' charcos seomed to have acoompliahed their 

purpose for an ordinance "~orthc suppression of blasphomy 

and harony" wo.~ presented to the Houae of Oommons.a An was 

to be expected. John Goodwin brought out a trnat on the -issue 

rained by the ordinance. Entitlinc it S0r.10 Modo:'!t and Humble 

QueriOR (lG4S), ho aSked thirty e1e~t questions in opposition 

to the nroponed law. In ~resentinc hie Queries Goodwin was 

to have n plo.co of 'honor' neain in tho third and last insto.l­

mont of Edwards catalogue ot errors, heresies and blo.s~nem1os. 

1. Ibid •• ~. 238. 
2. ~horo appeared in print n.n nnsWer to Goodwinls 

reply to Edwards' charge, boaring the picturesquo t1tle, A 
Nose6a~ 01" Rnnk-SmolliNLFlo\1ors! suoh as Gro\'1 in John Good-
wIn' 0 . uRIen,' oy 300Inn Rlora.ft. IG4G. ' 

3. Rouso of Com=ona, Journal, Vol. IV, p. 659. 
b 
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Tho Queries aloo promptod nn anonymous re~ly cntitlca. A -
Vind1cation of a Late Printed pUEsr (164G). Thin pnophlot, 

Goodwin 1'01 t, should not 'be left unnns\10rcd. Tho onusa of 

religious l~bert~ nooded to be defendod. 

Ono of the provisions in tho ordinfUloo rend in pn.rlin ... 

Dent wus that the denial of the Soripture~ un the Word of God 

wuo to be puniohable by death. In hie pamphlet, lIc:giomu.stix 

(lG4G), Goodwin ruined tho question 0.9 to the mooning of the 

phrnf:'to. "tho Soriptures aro the Vlord of God. f' He nnked wha.t 

\'Ins moent by tho ficripturoe. Was it tho English Trnnslation 

or tho original Hebrew ~d Greek teotnmcntn? If it were the 

English t then whioh po.rtiotuar translntion? If it wore tho 

Greck or lIobrm'(, then which copy? Ho went on to po1nt out 

thnt at variouD t~moB thore had 'been doubts in the churoh a.n 

to which books should be inoluded in the Soriptures. Soac 

in tho early ohuroh hud doubts about the book of Revolation, 

and Luther questioned the plaoo of James in the oanon. 

Immediatoly there arose a grent hue and cr.1 that Good­

win was undermining tho faith of the people in the Bible. 

Thero wan n demand by va.rious "rat thful nnel 3oa.louo ChristiQ.tls" 

that Pnrliwncnt hnve ~ae1o-mu"t1x burned Olld its a.uthor Rovoro­

ly ~unishod.l An nnonymouo ~nm~hletoor in a.ttackinG it had. 

1. John Vicars, Colennn-Rtreot Oonola.ve Visited, 1648. 
The Leveller loa.d.or. V/i11O!nm Wiilwyn, wrote of the samo book: 
ff ••• muoh diooouroe, and crant complaint there Yl0.0 about it, 
in no muoh a.~ Colonel Leiaha Committeo hud it brought borore 
them, where 1 t VTaS my lot to bo. when the ptlt3sage oonoerning 
the soriptures \'Ins rend openly by one, that omongat others, 
informed Q.bo.inst it: ond where it flnn ofllled n most impious, 
blasphemous'Book, and ordered to be soized, all of' then 
immediately; • • • n God!rey Da.v1os and William Haller (cd,) 
The Leveller Tracts, 1647-1653, (Now York: Co1~~bin University 
Press, Ig44), p. 354. 
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this to s~ of its author: 

For the VapourD you opeak of thnttill tho Oity, I 
know none eo noysomo as thoDe that arieo out of tho b08 
of Ur Goodwin' ,3 bro.1n, viz. tho vapourn ot Herosies and 
u.ngodly- o-pinionD: which havo more obnourcd tho nun of 
tho Scriptures, nnd 1nfeoted tho nyre o~ London, then 
all tho vupours nnd 4i tahes about tho To.\~n; \'loro 1 t 
PODDible to get a Dill ot spirituall mortality. I fear 
\'le should find fevi Parishos cleor of the pet.'lt of h10 
opinions. • • •. 

Good\'v"in \'Ins to issue· one more pomphlct in h18 con-

troversy w1tll the ProDbytcrio.ns ovor toleration. In fl. few . 
'pagen he summarized his pon1tion on ~ndeEendeneie GO~B Ver1t~~; 

Or, Tho Neooa~1tie of Toleration (1647). He opposed the view: 

that the Churoh of God ought to be tied in ono l:not, 
and kneaded in one lump; 1"or tho C huroh of God, thouell 
dividod 1nto d1nt1not Congrogationa, aD thoy: Vlore 1n the 
Primitive time, may npcnk ono and the sumo th1UB, al­
thoueh In,dittorent manner; and like birds that Dine 
dIVers notos yet make ono l1p.rm.ony agreo in ono thIng 
though d1vo~sely dcllverod,2 

Goodwin \'lent on to re30ioo OVer "What 0. sweet and heavenlY' com­

munion wo have amongst ourselves, how nothIng io attempted 

preJudloinl1 to tonder consoienoes: who though perhaps not 

resolved in some pointo, yet Chr10t who alone soU6ht to rulo 
17. 

his Church. \VO knotl in his cood t1tno wll1 informo them. nV 

2. A tltm of many "orrours" ,-- 'The scctions in Itg.tjio­

mnstix on tho Scriptures wore 00 severely crit1cised that 

Goodwin brought out a \mrk on Tho D1vino Author1tY,of The 

Sor1pturen (lG40). It VlO,S a penetrating otudy of the "Ihole 

problem, Tho book wao remarkably eadem in its n»proach to 

the uno, authority, and interpretation ot tho scriptures. 

1. ·Uoro-Yantix. anonymous, 1646, p. 12. 
2. John Goodvdn, Indepondoncie Goda Vorltl0, IG47,p, 0. 
3. Ibid., 1'. 6. ' , 
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It in the"most attra.otiv~ ot nll Goodwin's V1ritings nl , tor it 

is more n work of apologetios thnn polemicn. He bogon by re-

oapitulating tho argument of his previous work on the distino-

tion between the Soriptures and the Word of God. After thUD 

olearing th~ ground, ho gooo on to givo the arguments. both 

"intrinsioo.l" und "extrenaionl". tor tho divine authority of 

the Scriptures. l{o at of the arB'UI:1cnts nre "lell mnde o.nd os 

valid tod~ as tho7 were over 300 years ago. In some of them 

thero runs the ovangelical ooncern 00 charaoteristic of the 

puritnns.2 In others he nntiaipated tho deists of the next 

oentury. but with a far greater reo.liDm.3 This book, hoy/ever, 

wa.n too ~ar ahead of its times and it met with immediate oon­

demnation. this tiee from a whole bo~ of orthodoX divines. 

Tho olergymen of London, who were overwhelmingly Pres­

byterian, held weekly meetings at Sion College in London to 

discuss eoolesiastical matters. Uost probably aroused by 

Ed\'1ards frightening oatalogue of heresies and by the shookillG 

1. William Haller (cd.). !.x:nots on IJlbertz. (Hew York: 
Columbia University Preen, 1934). Vol. I. p. 83. 

2. For example. thono are some o£ tho arsuments he 
usea to pI'OVe the divine authority of tho Soripturos: "5. Tho 
mighty efficacy and power thoy have, by the thIngs which they 
tench, to inlnrge, raise. and lift up the hearts of men, that 
nre :tallen, Wld nunk, and dead within them. G. The power 
vThioh they have, ••• to troublo, astonish, ond oonfound the 
hoo.rts that nre high, und full of oonfidenoe nnd seouri ty. 
7. Tho transforming pow~r whioh they have ••• to turn both 
tho hearts and \1o.1os of man upnlde dOVJn." John GoodWin, 
The Divine Authoritl of the Soriptures Aauertcd, lG48 , p. G4. 

3. Ibid., p •. 37: ~ow suoh n oompoaltion and fraae 
of the Soriptures a.s this • • • so exaotly Wlswor the temper. 
and modell of tllO universe • • • 1s 0. groat argument, that 
one and tho name worman \tan tho Arohiteot. und oontriver of 
them both;" 
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grov~h of sectnries in wtd around London, they iasued n doclara­

tion of orthodoX3' und also u blast ut certu,in "orroro, horesios, 

Wld blnsphemiea •• ,1 Perhaps they also vlanted to impress Parlia­

ment vii th tho necoen! ty for pnsslnc the ponding bIll to outlaw 

thoso Inatrur.lOnta ot Satan. A3 might have beon ~rod10tcd. 

John Goodwin wan ona ot It~ main tnrgeto. Xhey acoused h1m of 

donylllG that the Scriptures \'lora tho 110rd of God and tho fOWldn­

tlon of Christlan1 ty nod of beIng an o.bettor of "Errors Q8ainst 

the Divino Authority at the UolY' Scr1ptures. n They also Gavo 

hiD a plo.oe in the l1st of "Errorn about natural man's tree 

\'1111." They oxtracted Doveral :pnnsS8cs tror.l his wr1 til1Bs to 

prove his guilt. ~hen they attaoked us tho worst error of all, 

the "error of toleration, patronising, und promot1ne all other 

errors. heresies t blas~hemles." FInnll1 they witnessed to 

their belief in the covenant o.nd the div1ne right ot presby­

tery. blo..'!ling all the llresentl1la on rrunlnwt'ull and perllioious" 

"toleration.2 

Goodwin replicd to their aoounatlono in ~lon-OolledG 

Vi"i ted (1648). In his ana \'/0 r, GoodVlin oharged that they had 

noted as it the ffoho.1re or ]?apul 1ntnlllbl1Ity \Vore 0'£ late 

translated froe Rome to Sion 00110go."3 He said that it had 

never been wall with Chr1st1anity when m1nisters tried to gain 

1. J. Toot1mony To The Truth of Jeaus Christ. And To 
our Solomn Longue and Covenant, 1647. 

2. Ona hlstorinn cotltlontn on the nTentimonyU, "What 
and vlork v;ould thoso divines have mnde, had the D\'{ord 0'£ tho 
magistrato been nt their dinpoanl." Dnniel Heul, lIinto~ of 
tho puritans, (Thoene T066 und Son, la~7), Vol. II, p. 4 • 

3. John GoodWin, Sion-Collo~ Vlft1ted, 1640, p. 3. 
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control ov.er tho truths of God. ~holr method ViaS oondconed 

a3 likely to do more harm thr~ ~aod. 

~he London otn1sters" could not lot Goodwin's reply go 

unanswered. 00 it fell to tho lot of ona of their younger men 

to reply. 'rhe method of ~1111io.m J enkyn in hi 0 Mower. ~ho -
pusie DishoD (1648), to a Uvery feeblo pamphlet", Vlan to quote 

n pa9~nGo from Good\nn'n pno~hlot und then henp 'eoor.n and 

ridioule upon it. Although he con:31dered Goodwin the "Father 

of 11cs", v.nd having more heresies and errors in him then "nre 

. diaperned nmong ~OI:1e thousnnd~ in tho world III t Jenkyn v/enried 

ot the. task bo:fore oompleting tho refutation and oonoluded by 

deolnritts that what re~a1nod o~ Goodwin's p~phlet oonoisted 

of "nothing but three or four prophano.tions of scripture, nn.d. 

nome tour or five nauae~us comcendntiona ot tho uuthor and 

'book. ,,2 The ans\'ter sent out by Sion Collego and Jcnkyn was 

not very impress1 vo. but Goodwin, detert1inod to fire ono last' 

round in the controversy, vrrote 0. elld pamphlet co.lled. ~ 

Yon~11ne Elder or Novioe-Presbyter (lG40). In it Goodwin 

seeks to aho\" f'pur detects in JenJcynl s reply: "In point of 

conscience -- of learning or clorkship -- or Judgment. or 

apprehension, of oivi11ty." 

Goodwin m1ght Vlell hnve thourJlt that th1s waf' tho end 

of the matter, but there \'Ins to como ono core atto.ok :from the 

Presbyterian s1de, and this the mont violous since Edwards' 

Gongraena. The t1 tlc 1 tsolf' 10 onoUGh to convey the spir1 t. 

1. Willinm Jebkyn, The nusie D1nhop, 1648. p. 6. 
2. Ibid., P. 59. 
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contents, and purposo of tho author, John Vicars, who VlLl.O "a 

moat furious adversary to tho independents." llo called it; 

Colemnn-etroet Conclave Visited. And, Thnt Ornnd 
Impostor. the uchlsmntioks Cnentor in Chief (who hath. 
lOnG. 8lil~ lurked therein) truly nnd dUly discoVered. 
Containing n ~ODt palpnple und plnin Displ~ of Ur John 
Goodwin' a Self-oonviotion (under his OW11 Hcndwriting) 
nnd of the notorious Heresies, Errours. Malioe, Prido, 
und Hnoorisie of this most hugo Go.ra.gontua. in fo.laly 
pretendod~icty; to tho lamentable misleading or his 
too-too credulous Soul-murthcrod proselytos of C olCtiCUl­
street & elswhero •••• (1648) 

As if the title were not cnoueh to ove~~lelrn his opponent, n 

portro.1 t of Goodwin with a v/indtlill over his heael nnd a 

weather-oook upon it, appearod on the frontispiece. On one 

Dide a. :figure labelled "Error", in blowing the windmill, ond 

on the other 'Tride" is blowing the weather-cook. l At tho 

top nro those l1nes: 

The cook my vain and variouo mind deoorleo: 
The milk my vonti.tig and inventing lies. 

Com.1ll8' out of GoOd\1in's tlouth nro those vrorda: 

In nll tho grists I grind in error's mill, 
Unhappy I, I am mistnken otill. 

Uany a Ilerson who d1ali~ed John Goodwin must have chuokled 

over this. Goodwin's own renction Mowed that he wao not 

tli thout 0. sense of .humour. While refusing to reply to ouoh 

nn abusive attack, he oocoonted in ~other pacphlet, "As ~or 

R3.bDhnkcr Vioars. Vii th his J)iotm-es II poetry .. and wind-mills, 

I oonooivo thnt he hath received alre~ an Rnawer moot for 

him, in the oontempt ot learned man -- the negleot of vdao 

1. In his edition o~ Traots on Liberty, (New York: 
Columbia Univernlty PraDa, 19~4). Vol. II. Hutlor reprints 
it as a frontispieoe. 
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men -- tho sorrow of good men -- and tho In\l6htor of bOYIl 

and children."l 

In opi to 'Of tho oPl'oa1 t10n Good\11n hoA a.rou30d by h1s 

vlevm, he also had friends. Wi th the' purg1nc of Parliamont 

in t;ho yeur 1649 o'f the presbyter1nns. ond the ascendancy of 

the Indopendents, John GoOd\11n wa.s restored to h1s old pulpit 

nt st. stePhano from whioh tho Presbyterians had roaoved him. 

The situntion had o hanged , howovor. since ho htt.d left st. 
3tephena in. 1645. In the meantime, ~t. Stephena had been 

integrated into the London Preobytoriwn set-up while Good?dn 

and h1s "gathored" Oongregation had. mot in the pariah ohuroh 

of Abchurah Lone. as vlell as a. rentod bu11ding. ~he csroe-

mont acoepted by the vootr,y ot stephena in novembor, 1649, 

oulad for the two "ohurohes" to oo-exist with similar privi­

legeD, This agroement granted to Good\nnts "gathered" 

Church "the same 11bert~ and aooomodntion in" the publio moot­

inc plaoe of Coleman street 0.0 with readiness wns grantod to 
2 them by the people o£ Abohuroh Lane parIsh." ~his inoluded 

uso of the coeting plnoe tor oo~unlon. and sharing of tho 

publio collections and ~own. 

With hin restorntion to his rormer ohurch, and tho 

sceming triumph of the prInoiples o'f toleration in whoso 

defense he had \vritten no often, Goodwin's int~rest Wn5 pre­

oooupied more with strictly theologionl matters during the 

1. John Goodwin, Tho Yonglll1fi Elder, or trovice­
Presbyter, 1648, p. 120. 

2. vcst~ U1nute Book of St. Stephena, GuIldhall 
Library. MS. 44 ,lJovcaber. 1649. 



40 

next three years. If h1s vIews on tolera.tion tlero to \'lin for 

him the support or the sectaries and the opposition of the 

Presbyterians, his Arminian tendenoios were to subJeot Goodwin 

to nttaok froo both quarters. Although some ot the Bcot 

groups had rejected Calvinism, the majority of purItnns of all, 

kinds were essentially CalVinist in their theology. Within n 

few "'/eeks o~ his return to St. stephens. Goodwin become in­

volved in several publio dIsputations on theologIcal issues. 

The first wnn held in Coleman streot on Doo. ~l. 1649. before 

"several ministers and some thou%landa of people. 1I nia op­

ponent t/as Vnsavor Powell, c. staunoh Cal vlnlst who ho.d been an. 

itinerant preaoher in Waleo und had become a Daptlst and later 

a Flt:th l[onarchist. l The question deba.ted was whether Christ 

died ~or all mankind, or only ~or the oleot. 

Since the debo.to \'las 1ndeo101vo. a seoond d1sputo.tlon 

was hold at A11ho.l.lol'lcs ,the Great Churoh on JanuarJ 14, 1649, 

to continue the argumont. 1(1\ Powell. who proved to be. such 

~ powerful preaoher in the oi ties rotd oountryside of Wales, had 

not bean too flucoeon:t"ul e.s a debater \71 th Goodwin and. hOO aaid . , 

he fe1 t "very unable and unfit to wI thsttllld Ur Goodwin in a 

way of diApute." So hia place was taken in the second round 

by Mr. John S1t1pson, who VIn:) nlno a Da:ptist and. 11 Fl~th Uono.rchy 

man. Like hiE! friend Powell, Simpson wo.o to die in prison 1"or 

hin views during the Restoration. Thi9 disputntion oentered 

1. Of •• Neal, op.oit., Vol. III, pp. lS1, 356-60. 
Also w. Schenk, Tho Ooncern for Socinl Justice in the Puritan 
Revolution, (I.ongmans. Green nnd 00 •• I~4n), 11. lZa. ' 
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around tho dootrine of eleotion with Simpson upholding the 

view that "there are Dome ~artioular persona hated ot God ~rom 

0.11 etcrni ty. und that there nre others loved of God from 

etcrm ty-. ,,1 still Q. third disputation lInn held on February 

11th, where the quostion debated wns, "Whether tho lico.then who 

want the m1nistry of tho Goapel ho.vc not suffioient meons to 
2 believe unto salvation. f1 Wi thin tl fe'll months the debateD 

wero pub11ahed by one who had taken them do~n in short-hand 

notes, under the title of Truth's Coni"lict w1th Error; or. 

Univcrr-nl RedemEtion Controverted in threo publlke diDputn­

,tiona, (1600) • 

. During the oourse of tho diaputo.tions Goodwin had oom­

plcdned o~ h1D heal til bo1ns bud, Tlhioh might have 'Prevented 

further mcetil:l8s. He also felt ho had not been given a 

ohnnce~J'ndC~~telY ~rosent his views on the matter, 'so he 

published the substance ot 0. speeoh he had intended givinc nt 

the lust meoting. In it he Cuve h10 v1ews on the "treenens, 

fulnesa and efteotunlness of the Graoe of G04."3 

Under the pre~auro of ~uch attnoks as thnt of the 

former mcober of hin church, Snmuel Lone4 , alld vnrioufJ cho.rl;cS 

1. Truth's Oonflict With Error, 1650. p. 59. 
2. Ibid •• p. 73. . 
3. JOM Goodwin. 1'he nomedic of Unroasonableness. 1600. 
4. Samuel Lnue hUd Deen n member ot GoodwIn' 0 Cnuroh. 

no had left London to serve in the Army. moat .. 1probo.bly under 
the influence of Goodwin's proaching, whore he had apparently 
boen under the influenoe of orthodox Onlv1n1tJt proaohing. 
upon his roturn to London he discovered that hin old minister 
to whom he noknowledgedgroat respeot nndn debt of gratitude, 
\1o.s guilty ot deviating ~IOm the orthodox Oalvinist doctrine. 
In the proface to hiS, A Vindioation of Free-Graoo (1645) 
Lane explained his reaBO~ for prInting ~fiese orItIoisms of ono 
whom he admired so muoh. 1'ho first ron~on he gave was tho.t 



ns to A.rm1nie.nlstl. Soc1n1o.n1sm. etc. ,GOOdVl1n vrroto hIs mnt;num 
• 

P1?U3. In 1651, ho published a 700-pngc defenso and ex­

];)os1:t1on o;t h1s vlevlS g1vinG 1 t the auegestive tl t1e of Ro-
- -

de~ntlon Redeemed. ~ho book vas sicnificantly ded10ated to 

13cnJam.ine Vlhichcote, provost of yJ.ngt n Col1oeo, toaethor w1th 

the rest of tho Heada ot tho OolleGos nnd the students of 

Divinity at Combrld(;o University. In the ep1Bt~e of dedIoa-

t10n ho nato forth his aim in de(llontl118 thin \'lorl: to them. 

"that eIther you will con!lrm ~ •• tho grent dootrine hero 

maintaIned, if you Judge it to bo a truth. or else vouohsnte 

to doliver me, and many others, from tho nnare thereof •••• '~ 

So far aD in movm, no answer ccmo ~rom CfllilbridBo which mo.1n­

tained a strong ailence in tho controversy, \111110 the Con­

bridgo PlatoniDta 'VIore expounding doctrines in olose nff1ni t1 

to the Armin1an }>Os1 tion. 

':rhe first two chapters ,'lore B. d1cou.cslon. in tho 

soholastio Danner, o~ the nature and kinds of onuses, and tho 

relnt1onshi~ of the first cQuae, God, to the second cause, 

oreated. beings. After oha.pters on tho knowledge of God and 

perfection o~ God, thore once chapters on each of the four 

kinds of Scri~tures that su~~ort.thc universality o~'thc 

. Goodwin';;t views on this matter "have. been highly a.pprovod by 
many. n . Secondly he contended that thoro were thoUSQllds \vho 
m1stakanly held tho sume views. ns went on to add that it 
W(l.s· enpec1o.l1y dangerous for one no "ccincnt" ao Uaoter John 
Goodwin preaching snoh an error- thereby oonflrclng mrun~ in it, 
'bopeoin11y if we oonsider how highly he hnth gratified tho 
cn1n~alnern thoreo£ in nnother w~ also, as namely, by his 
earnest pleading- ~or n tolerat10n o~ allY neat \1hatsoever." 

l~ John Good\11n. ,Redemption Redeemed, (oa.ltion of· 
1840), p. xv. 
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redcoption b7 Christ. ~hen followed sevoral chaptoro in tho 

nature of n digrossion on the dootrine o~ tho perseveranoe of, 

the sainte. next ho defenaed tho dootrine of universal ro­

dcoption on tho grounds of' ronson. and, finally, he added '£or 

those who tliahod it, qUoto.tlons from writers, both nnoiont and 

modcr.n, \~o, even lf not holding those oY~t ViOWD, ex~rosaod 

slc11p.r onen 1n unguarded nUYinBs.1 tIero in Rodomntion R..<t­
deemed tlere tho full, mature viows of GOOd\11n o'n the subj eot 

~ 

Bathered into one "tlassivo nrgumcnt. rr" ~his Dook suggests to 

tho render that this is the vlOrk of a lenrned, deep th1nkc1" 

tlho micht have been on itll'orta.nt theologian or the churoh hnd 

he not beoome involved in the partioular controversies of hin 

d~. 

~he fact that in tho very snme yoar that Goodwin 

. publ10hcd his Redomption Redeemed (1651). three other \1orkn 

o.ppec.red ntta.cking Clllvin1sm, dld not moan tha.t CalvIn1sm \1t.\5 

on its \1a:y out, but rather.· that 1 t wns mora nnd morc on the 

defcnsivo. Goodvr.Ln'a book itself was to provoke soce halr a 

dozen replies froe tho Cnlvinistio sido. ~he first nttnoko 

naturally oaoo :t"rotl tho :pulpits. Good\'dn sinelcd out ono of 

thctl to answer. Dr. Thotlas Hill. "rho was Uaoter 0.0£ ~rini t7 

ColleGe at Cambrideo, nnd ho.d. been 'a member of the wonttlinstor 

Anoombly. in n sermon nt St. Paul's betore tho Mayor and 

1. In tho oonolud1ns ohapter, Goodwin lintod the moat 
oo~on Soripturos and arguments uoed ngn1nst tho doctrino of 
univorsal rodooptlon. and prom1aod n oeoond part to thla work 
to denl \'l1th tbctl, but hO,novor !:1ucoeeded in o.ooom:pl1sh1ng 
tho proposod task. 

2. A. 11~ Harrison. AI't'llnlo.nlsm. (Duokworth prOBS, 
1937). p. 155. 
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Aldcmcn of' London., onutionod hin listeners neainat Goodwin's 

Vlork as being full of erroro of PclttGlus Und Armln1us. Good-

\'lin \'Irote n letter to Dr. Hill askillg to huve 0. chunce to roply 

to the chnrgea. \lhcn Dr. RIll gllve no rooocni tlon ot his 

lotter, Goodwin published it under tho title, MonoD l!a.do Ane7 

(1651). In tho lotter, Goodwin renf~lrced his position that 

th~ doctrines he hold wero but thoso of the moot orthodox 

Fathers ond the most orthodox Reformed writers. He atlgRos:t;od 

that even "the prenohera of thisnae", while saying at one 

coment that those views deserve tho fire, yet in the Bame Bor­

mon they give testloony to thorn. 'He gives as exo.rn.ples the 

pacph10t issued by the Sion Oollege mlnloters in attacking h1m 

which aloo had pa.ss~ea npprov1na this dootrine, and likewise 

Hill himself in tho disputed sormon, hud made tho statement 

that had Judns believed, he Vlould have been snved. 

Another critic used 0. leas publio method and sent 

Good\tin Q. letter on ono disputod point. 'Dr. Thocns 13arlo\1, 
• 

who W&3 later to becoDo Bishop o~ Lincoln. l1rote hIm oonoern-

ing the ~oint that all men are bound to Dolieve on Christ. 

In his letter. Barlott :po.1d respeot to Goodwin as one In VJhotl 

he 0.1 waY's f'owld "tha:t perspioul ty- and flOU tone fJ s. whioh I 

often seek and seldom find in the \Yr1tinga of othera. n1 . 
I 

Good\T.ln pub11nhed Q. briof' reply 1n n pacphlet entitled. The -
PBRllnS Dobt c.nd DOW17 (1651). 

As tho title at1ggoats, he wantod. to affirm the 

1. Thoma.s Barlow, Tho Gennine R01'l1ninn of ••• Dr. 
Thoman- ]larlot/, (1693). p. i22. 
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responsibility o~ heathen for be11evinG in Christ. Mnkinc 

ro:pontance tho, oosenoo of believ1ng on Chrlnt. he mo,into.lned 

'that POGWlO, throu.gh the light or 1lllturo w'lore the works of 

creat10n nnd Ged's oontinued works of prov1denoo, tOCQthor 
, , ' 

Vii th tho lat! wr1 ttcn in their hearts, cay know Christ \'/i thout 

knowinG the latter of tho Goopol. Uoi%l6 no Wl example, the 

Jews who lived betoro the coaina of Chrlot and yot believod 

in God unto a alvo.tl on , he Dn1nto.lnod t~nt tho Gent1les too, 

wore capnble of attaining suoh n faith. Ho roferred the 

render to Grotiun' Vlork on tho truth of Ohrlstio.ni ty. whero he 

quoted tho ,testimonies of tho heathens themselves. to that 

effeot. l Although Dr. Barlow neVer replied to th10 traot. a 

l?uritnn ,divino. Obo.dio.h Uo\'to did, in The pagen Preaoher Sil­

enced (lG55) • 
• 

!Che roaotion to Goodwin's Rod;e:mptl011 Redeomed, was not 

oonfined. to England. Ro,?ert Ba.illio, \"/00 had been one of the 

Sooto commissionors and members of tho wcstm1nstqr Assembly, 

c.nel whom wo ho.ve already oot 0.3 n b1 tter roe of re11gious 

tolerntion, vme just aa atron6ly opposed to'Arminian1sm in ~ 

form. He vlrote a. omall book, A Sootoh Antidote Againnt tho 

~lioh Infeotion of Arcin1anir~ • • • From the Infeotion of 

lU:t, John Goodwin'rt Great Dook (1652). Good\'11n took no nO,tloe 

of thin book. He dld. answer Mother opponont who Tins lesn 

fair in'h1s method and lena rostrained in hin noounntion. 

1. Thus, \rlthout using the Loe09 dootrine ns n modern 
\ttl ter would. do, lloodvl1n Doeks to answor the plaguiI16 quoation 
as to the fnte of all those who lived before und ufter Ohrlot 
to tlhom the lett or of the Go typel never atune. 



There had appeared in prInt in the latter pnrt of 1651, a book 

by Riohard Rooburio, a vioar in Northncptonshlro,onlled, Somo 

~top to the Gangrene ot Armlnianism (1651). Good\vln e.oouoed 

the v~1ter, and with apparent JustIfio~tion. of huving n book 

of sermons 'Ihleh, when they dld not 0011 wall, ho ro-iesued 

\nth n new title and prefaoe, ndvortloing thom as ttn answer to 

Goodwin' a book. !Chis kind, of manoeuvre lod Goodwin to quoto 

Ero.stlUD' s~ing that '':Poor Luther made manr rioh". ouggestine 
. 

that to o.tto.ok him would, as in the eo.so of Luthor. bring 

honour and applo.use from his opposltlon. l ltr.Resburie won to 

cake one more effort in the prODS to aXpose Goodwin. labelling 

him ao a "Polagio-Soo1nlan" in Q. pamphlet oalled, The lightlcsD-
• 

Stnrrc (1652). 

During tho next fo\'l yeo.rs Devernl books OOJIle forth at­

temptIng to re:ply to Goodwin' a Redomption Redeemo<l;. 'rho hue 

and ory against it in tho year after its publication waD ouch 

that members ot Goodwin'a eongreBation onoe uore preoented 

their views to the prODS in Tho ABreoment and Distanoe of 

Brethren (1652). This time tile ohuroh and tho l'aator united 

to eive tl,leir v1evlS on the five disputed poInts of tho Co.lv1n­

ist-Arm1nIan oontroversy to prevent the sin of slander. It 

is eSDcntially "npologot1eal and dofensive", \'11th referenoo to 

wher\3 they stood on certo.in issuea and theIr reanono or 

grounds 1"019 doing so.2 They Woro careful to point out that 

• 

1 •. John Qoodwin, Con£ldcnao Dincountod Or, A Lotter to 
llr Richard nosburl0, lG51. 

2. Their maln source ot authority. besides tho Sorip­
tures lllld Goodwin's own book, wao, strangoly enough, tho pro-
ceedings of the Synod of Dor~. . 
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they aooopted muoh of CnlviniRt'l. The sta.temcllt, however, ndd-

ad up to nn eooontlallyArmlninn ponltion on nll five points. 

It is impossible to lenO?! whether thlR npoloey and 

defense on the part of Goodwin and h1s oongregation did any­

th1ng to 010\'1 dovm the flood of cri ticiom tw1l1oh had been de­

soending upon them, but We do know that tho oritioism of Good-

win' e book aont11lued in Gormon, pamphlet, and book. Juot Q, 

few'weeks after Dr. Hill prenohod in st. Paul's ngalnst Ro-
, -

domption Redeemed. anothor GUost prenchor. John PriWGO~, in tho 

same plaoe, nttaolced Goodw1n's book' in 0. [Jormon whioh wa.s 

later puoliRhed Undcr the title of A Brief VinaIoatlon of Jreo 

Graoo (1602). About tho samo time, a. pamphlet appenred by 

Mother minioter. lIenr:r Jeanes, acousinG Good\11n of clerc­

presenting tho vial-IS of Dr. Wll11Q.Cl TV/isDO, who had beon tho 

prolooutor of the riostm1notor Aonombly. Thene samano nnd 

amall tracts wero not tho only roplics to Redemption Redoecod. 

John Owen,' who \"ins at that t1mo tho v1oe-ahWloellorof Oxford 

andoons1dered the lco.dillC Independent theologitin. cent forth 

tl. 'volume of nearly fivo' "hundrod pages nttnokitl6 Goodwin'D 

v1evls on the perseveranoe of tho so.1nto. HopIng that others 

would "make 1 t their bualneD8 to drU110 the aatt of thio oontro­

vorsY' to and. fro wi tli Ur Goodl'dn" on other ma.tters. OVion 

s1nclod out this :ptirt1culnr point beonune it had nO. more 

pra.ot1oa.l influonce 1n the vlnlldnc of tho saInts \11th God' 
. . 1 

thon any other by him nsanulted." 

.. 
. 1. John Orion, The Dootrine of the So.1nte Perneveranoo 

ffilnlned and Oon1'1rmed. l&M. p1'. 12 1". 
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Owcn gavo ovidenoo o~ hnving considorable respeot ~or 

the nb1l1 ty at his opponent and ooems rtclmost to envy tho 

oo:pious and pO";orful diction vthioh enlivens" the paces of 

Redemption Redeemed. l He rooognized Good\~n's okilful uno of 

"allcBorionl nmplIf1cat1ona, 1l1uutrntions, and cxnegerationo 

of tho th1I1Gs he would Insuato". wh10h "take crent 1mpreoalonu 
I:') 

upon tho m.inds" of his leos wary readers."f,;; tlcll mlcht O'L'len 

VI! th hID ponderoun, "intrica.to end llcrplcxedn sty-lo, envy 

Good~in'n Vivid, powerful modo a~ exprossion. OVlen WaD or! t-

1oal. hO'lover, of who.t he oonsidered Goodwin's \VX'ong uno of' 

hie 11torn17 ability, firat in usinc "satirioal afl.rOD.:Jma" and 

"oontemptuous rebukes" on hin opponents, nna. for 'beoloudins 

the issues VIi th his "luxuriant eloquonoe." OVlell nooused him 

of usinG "the great store" o't "worda and. exprcoolon!f ho hoA 
I 

ever "lying by hIm" to oover up the weo.laleotl of many ot his 

arguments. 

Another who entered the ~r~ wholeheartedly was Qeorce 

KendaD. who had been a reotor in ·CorIu1al.1, but had resigned. to 

oome to London tho better ,to watoh John Goodwin that he mieht 

tfbe in a better oapao1 ty to oppose him and his dootrine. n3 

Riohard. Baxter vlrote of him:' fllIe \"IllD driven on :f'nrther by 

others, than hi sown inolinntioJl3 would hc.yo led him. Ho 

thought to got an ad.vantago to his reputntion~ bY' n triumph 

over, John Qoodvdn and me. n4 Perhaps'he Was suooessfUl in hin 

1 .. Ibid., 'Proface, p. 3. 
2. 101<1., p. 14. 
3. Antliony Wood, Athenae Oxoniensno, 1723, Vol. II . , 

001. 326. 
4. Riohard lloxter, Reliq,uiro Bnxterianoo, 1696. Pa.rt I, 

p. 110. 
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aim for nftorwnrds he Vlao made a. dootor of diVinity.l Kendo.ll 

\7rOto two books in anal'lor to Goodwin, Olle deulil1G with tho 

problem ot universal redemption and the other with tha.t or tho 
2 

porsovernnoo of tho 'oo.1nts.' Thone wora vcry different books 

from Owen's, for here was more of a popular. thnn u eoholurl~ 

nllproaoh. 1n whioh ridioule t/aauscd as freely as dialeotios. 

His ovm oomment Wns. "thOUGh sometimes I snecr, I nevor snarl. 
\ 3 

muoh loss do I bIte." In spite of this contrast. Kendall's 

\101'k J'rns published with a foreword ot reoommenda.tion by John 

Owen -and two Oxford ~rofo8sors of divinity. 

There WilD one other \'lrl tor in the prooession. thomas 

Lamb, n Baptist preaoher who "\'lo.S oonfined ln nlmoAt nll tho 

Jails in nnd o.bout !.<>ndon" for his nonoonto:r;mi ty; but alwnya 

preaohod when freo. Ino~ert Da1lil0 reported that hiD con­

Bregntion in Ooleman streot was tho largest and most fruitful 

of the seven Dnptlst ohurches ln London, but that 1 t VIOB 

bothered by the "Gangrene of Ar.mln1nn1smn4 •. ~his 1nreot1on 

of Arminlnn in his oongregation may hnve boen reBpons1blo for 

- Lamb's reply to hin near~nelghbour. John Goodwln. 5 Lamb 

seemingly v/Wlted -to diat1ngu1eh his own :po 01 tlon :from that ot 

1. ~homna Jackson. The Lifo of John Good~1n. (Longman, 
Hurst, Roes, Orma, nnd-Brovm, 10~2). p. 206. 

2. George Kendall, Banotl Snnctlt1: Or The Co~~on 
Dootrine of' the Peraevornnoe of' tlio Dnlntn. IGM. c.nd X VIn­
~icatlon of tho DootrIne Commonly Reooived in tho Reforme~ 
Ohurohes, 1653. 

, 3. George xondnll. Sanotl snnotlti: Or The Common 
Dootrine of tho PerE'>ovornnoe of 'Ene 8ri1nto. IbM, preface: 
- 4. Robert :Baillio, .Ano.baptiem, 1646. p. 94. 

6. ~hOtlafl Ed.wards had charged tha.t "LCUllb preo.ohea 
universaJ. graoe and the Arminian tenets. n Gt:Ul.8'rllcno., 1646. 
part I, 1'. 124. 
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Goodvdn's on tho dootrine of tho poroevornnce ot tho snints 

in writing h1fl pnoIililot, Absoluto Frcodotl ~rom Sin by: Chrints 

Death for the World (1656). 

Due to his doclinin{) hOD~ thl. Goo<1\,/1n d1d not Book 

to wtBwer individuoll~ nll of tho publioations nealnat his 

~cdomption Redeemod. Insteo.d., he wroto one book in whioh he 

tried to meet nll the obJeotions rAiDed. Its title suggosted 
" 

ita oontents: Triumviri: Or, Tho GeniuB, Spirit, ana Deport­

ment Of tho Throe lIon, Ur Richo.rd Ronbuq, l{r John puwson, 

und llr Goorge Kendnll • • .. with SOLle Brief Touohes • • • uE­

on Dr. John OVlen, l!r Thomas r"nmb • • • Ur Haf!I'Y JaMoS I lh.,: 

Obndinh How, and ltr ltnroho.r.:tond lfedhrun (1650). Thio one 

omnibus volume ho hoped would outtice, for ho had found h1s 

"advcrnnrien pouring out thcmaolvoD ao numerously, that nl1 

hopo Vias token" 1'rom him "of' mo.king an onswer, though with 

neVer DO muoh brevity, unto them 0.11.,,2 H10 premonit1ono 

about his inoreasing infirQity wore to provo oorreot for this 

was Goodwin's last \'lark 1n theologioal oontroversy. Only a. 

short traot, and n poothUCOU9 work followod. Intirmlty had 

not boen tho only thine delayins and making morc brief h1s 

replies; there were other dintrnot1onn as Wall. Thore uno n 

schism in his O\1.n ooncreGation, and thore woro otill thronts 

to rolicioua froedom to bo met. 

1. John Good\T.Un, An Exnonit1on of The Ninth Chant~r 
of tho Epistle to the Romans, 1653, p. 10: "I t1nd old-ego 
com1ns upon me liKe un arme[ man. attonded vdth his acoustomed 
retinue of infirm! tiotf J \'/oolaloOElos. Wld dloo.b11ngs from serv-
100 mOllY V1G.YS, as 'tloll in the labour Wld travail of tho mind 
as of the outer man. ff 

2. John Goodwin, Triumviri, 1658, prefaoe. 
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3. At tho cent . .re of .~po strife .. bct~!e.ell lC1~, p~rl~n­

~cnt end Army.-- Tho events and reoulto of the struggle for 

po~cr between the Killg, tho Pnrl1onlcnt. and the Army nro too 

complex and too far ronovod from our purpoae to bo dlAousAcd. 

John Good\'/in wan. however. in t1mutol1' a.o coo io. ted with co nt of 

these events. As wo havo Deen, he first wrote on behalf ot 

the pnrllnmontnr.y cause against tho Xing.l After it appoared 
.,' . 

that the'Parlinment waa jeopardizing tho liberties v~epted 

fron the Xing's hend by Clvil War. the Army became a third 

force in the strueGle for power. Goodvlin \'lo.t!l to throw hi'o 

influence and pen behind tho Arr:r:!. against the l'ar11arnent 

first, and thon the King. Tho Ar.cy leaders ~elt that tho 

IntricuoEJ betvlOen tho Proebyterio.no In Parliament nnd. tho Kine. 
~, " ~, > r., ;. 

nnd tho pr.escrvation of the gains of tho Revolution. roquired 
. , 

them to take three drastio measurec. Tho f1rot was to fight 

another civil vmr: the s'ocand to l>urge po.rlio..ment; unel the 

. thIrd to exeoute the i:lri,g!~";;'" GOOdl'l1n. VlOoS one o;f the lea.d1.nc 

supporters o;C these tleasures. 

In Deoombor,Oolonol Pride and his musketeors OXpelled 

or arrested more than a. hundred membors of the lIouoe of Oom-
n 

mona leaving only an Independent minority.u Within n ~ow 
, !-. <' .' \' " , -"",,' 

tloeka Good\d.n brought out n l'er1phlet do~ond1tlG the.Arl:ly. G1v-
'. • • < ',' ' .,1 

ina ,hls'."l'a:tlphlo.t the suggoat~ve ,;ti tie, o.f R1(]ht'.D:iJ.c1. :LUfiht .lIoll 
• ~1 "~ ~'::" ' -< ,", ,>'-', "'- • '",:f"~:""-:' ",.j~ ~.f' 'r ,;".t ,~'-,.r <'; ~- • " 

~:.(164a)~· hO,attempted to·:e:nswor tho objeotions Whloh ho.d. ' 

-
, 1. ~ John', Go 0 diV111 , , .Antl~aVallerisme. 1642, aha. T~,q' 

Btltchcrs Dleea1n.~,<lG42~ ,'. " ,'. 
- 2. Ct.'.'Dav1es;.·~op';~(Jlt •• p,,',1M and !rrovelyo.n. on"oit. 
p. 238." ..... ..' 
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boon Dude ,to the Army'o aotion and .to Juotif~ It on the sroundo 

of Sor1ptUre, ,reason, elld natural lavt. Ho quoted and use'd 

manY' of thc arguments the,Prcobyterlans had used to J ustIf'y 

the rebellion ngn.inst tho Xine. and turned them against the 

Pnr11runent. Prynne had used the onalogy of tho Xi116. to a 

drunken sh1p,mnstcr from whom tho oreW must grab control to 
-

save itself, und now Goodwin applied it to a ~urllnment drunk 

wi th 1)ower in' turbulent titles. Goodwin Vlent on to Clak tho 

question o.S to whioh l'iClO more important to preserve t the 

"peaoe and liberties of the Kingdom" or the "riGhts and. 'priv­

ileGes of Pc.rllament. ,,1 

At the very' time that Goodwin's Right and :Mi§'ht iVell 

!!.2! was cirotilating in London2 , the 1"..i116 wns belllB tried tor 

his 11:£'e. !Che oourt trying him o:ondemnod hie to execution.3 

Uithin 0. few days of the death o~ the Xing thero appeared an 

anonymous ~amphlet, Eikon Basilikc, purporting to givo n 
, . 

"pourtra1ture of his Snor.e~ UaJestio in hin solitudes and 

su1'fcr1ngs.1f ~ho book \'Iaa en Immodlo.te riueoes" nnd ro.n 

through BOrJe fifty cdi tiona helping to mnke Cho.rlo9 a martyr . 
in the eyes of cuny. ~Vlo writers 1"000. however, to help 

p. 30. 
1. John GoodWin, Rll~ht and lJl@t Wol1 l;{et~ lG40. 

" 2. Thera VIoro tVl0 ropliea to Goodwin's Rl;;ht and 
Ul~ht t/ell Met. J. Geree, Might OVeroomln6' Rlgn~, IG4§. 
"tin "FrWloln lTOtherso10, The UeIr:Oondamned. J:~4tl.· Goodvlin 
answered the latter vdth tho pamphlet, The Unrightoous JudGo, 
1649. ' ~ -I 

3. Tho execution of Charlos I must rcmo.in "insoribed 
like a gicantic nota of intorrogation norosn the pages of 
English history. If 'lrovolynn. op.ol t •• p. 241. It i3 
oertainly beyond, the aOdpo of our purposes to tr,y to answor 
whether Crolll\'lcl1 waS right' ,or wrong when ho roputedly utterod· 
as he looko<1 at tho dcadldns. fro ruel nooosoi ty." 
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oombat auoh efforts to co.ke the Klnc:'n execution appear un 

not of erent tragedy and injustioe. Wi thin a fO\'1 days t Jo)m 

:Milton published a. trco.tiso on Tho Tenuro of KiOOs ond U'?{iin­

trntos (1G49). in vrhioh ho sOU6ht to prove thnt "it 10 1n\71U1 

for o.ny' who have tho pOftor to onll to nooount n Tyrant or 

ftioked Kine Ol1ti ni"ter due o'onviotlon to depone. c.nd put hie 

to doath." The popularity of the Eikon nn~iliko was nO 

grent. howover, thnt in a. :f'ow Clontlls U1l ton brought out nn­

other pamphlet to refute it.1 The defendors of this notion 

wero to find anothor l1I"itcr to to.ko up their onuno. .runt 

four months after tho fnteful day thero crume from the preDS n 

"defenne ot tho honourable.sentenoo passod upon tho lnto K1116" 

by John Goodwin. In hiG letter of dedioation to tho Uou~o of 

Com..~ons, Goodwin said he had publlohed his, The Obatruotours 

of Ju~tlo~ (1649). lito sot forth your parsona and Uonoura.blo 

- procoedings (espooial~ about tho lnte King) riGht and ntrnlght 

in the minds nnd nf1"eotlonD of the nntIon. n2 

Goodwin realIzed that OUtttOtl rutd preoedent would oount 

for a. crent deal, in the onlline of a Kine to tho bur of Jus­

tioe, 80 he IJude use of presby-tarinn v/ritero from Jo1m Cnlvin 

and John Knox to Ruthcri"ord mid Prynne, to show ouch dootrino 

had also boon found among tho orthodox. He alno oited hiD-

torioal examples from ~11ton'a Tenure of Kings nnd UnP,iotrnteo., 

Atter ~~lng respeot to their demand tor preoedento. he ntnted 

that ,preoedents WCl."a not dooisive, for overy o.ce, ho.ving the 

1. ~ohn Hilton, Elkonokln~tas, 1649. . 
2. In it he tried to answer spcoifio obJeotions brought 

by a group or London ministers and two royn11ct wr1ters, John 
Gel"ee. lti~ht Overooming Right. 1649. nnd Ii. Hnmmond. The Humble 
AddrcAD, 649. · 
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experience of the wisdom of tho former. han n duty to mnke pre-

cedents also. Just because the world, in its "Infnnoie, youth, 

middlo age". dld not provide for its "o'wn ponoe and unfety by 

tho arraignments of their KillG~ when they turned Tyrnnts end 

Destroyore of their pooplo", in no ronDon why the world, in ito 

"maturity and porfeotion", oucht not to do, it. l Tho nation 

VIas not yet randy to support suoh a. preoedent, howover, for in 

0. littlo ov~r a dQonde when the atronc. restraininc hand of 

Cromwell had gone, mono.rchy WOoS restored end both 1111ton's nnd 

Goodwin' e booko Were burned whlle they only narrowly- eeoo.ped 

E. A Oontrovern1nl Ficure to the End 

1. ,Tho wnrfo.rc not yet ended.-- The ,Puri tana viewed 

life no n ]?11grimago in \'rhloh thero '\'las oontinual warfare \'11 th 

the world, the flesh, and the deVil. ~he Christian could never 

afford to relax but must remo.in ever vigilant, for often tcmptn-
, . 

tions c.nd tri~a were ntrongent at tho very last. Thia Vlo.S to 

be Goodwin'ri own experience. Tho triumph of IndepenCLenoy una. 

the establishment of the Commonwealth under Cromwoll'A firm, 

but tolerunthand. seemed to menn that t~eodom was at last 

necuro r ~hlf:l was not to be tho onae, and Goodwin had to remain 

a oritio to tho end. 

In Februm-y lG52, Joh;n Owen and 0. number ot othor out­

standing Independent ministers sent to Parliament a petition 

, for the ";Propagation of tho Gospol" Wld onlling for 0. church 

1. John Goodt'l1n. The Obstructoura of Justice, 1649, 
];). 78. 
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settlement. strangelY' enoueh 0110 of tho 9ignora was Jonn 

Good"/in. although ho lnter reoanted nnd. v/nn to prove the lead ... 

inc opponent o~ their Bchemes. l The HOUDO received. the peti­

tion well nnd appointed a oommi ttee I largely of theoe Brune 

ninistors. to draw a plan for a settlement of religion in 
. , 

England. ~he oommitteo' presented ita ~iftecn propoAnla With-
. 

in n feu weolro, oalling tor an establishod ohurch admini~tered 

bY' two commissions with both lay and clerioal members. Tho 

first was to ouperviso the ordination of ministers ~the 

seoond commission wan for tho approval, diecipline. and ejeo­

tion of ministerial oandidates nnd min1rntera. 

The fir~t step of Parliament ~n9 to pasa a re~01ut1on 

on February 25, 1653, '''.rhut tho Magistrate hath power in 
. ' . ., 

matters of Religion, for tho propagation of the GOBpel.n~ 

~hon 1 t bogan to debate the speoifio pro);>oao.lo. The resolu­

tion itself Vias cnoU6h to aronne John Goodwln'a suspioions 

and his pen. Goodv/in vraa no more 1tlillinG for the Indopell.dent 

RUmp Parlio.ment to take nway the freedom. of' thoso of varying 

opinionato l'Iorship, preaoh, and. believe as their oonooienoes 

diotated, than he had been for the Presbyterian Long parlin-

mont to do so. In loas than a week atter the resolution. 

thoro came fren tho press Thirtl guerieD (1653). chnJ.1on8ing 

the riGht 0'£ the civil tlC1.Bistrutc to "intorpose his power or 

o.uthorl ty in tllltters of religion and worship of God. n 

Within n month. two anonymous replica appeared in 

... 
1. Uaason, op.oit., Vol. IV, pp. 392 f. 

'2. Dale, op.oii., p. 316. 
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pam~hlet form to truce up Goodwin's ohallenge. Tho arcument 

of the flrnt cnn be Boen in 1 t~ ti tlo, l!nster John Goodwin' B . 
Quero's Quoationed (1653). The personal and oo.tlrloal ap­

proaoh of the seoond is reflected in itn title also, An ~ -
Anologio for l{r John Goodwl~ (1653).' In hin replyl, Good-

win reafflruod h1n pr1noiples in regard to freedom of onn­

Doience and separntion of churoh and state. To the oooond 

ho nnswered. tha.t Phillip Nyo l'orsuruled him to nien hiD nrune 

to the disputed. petition, cvep though he did ~o under protost 

that ho did not llBrce with everything therein. In addition 

he oonte9sed that, like Peter, it Vlno better to attirm your 

1'0.1 th atter a. denial thD.ll to remain in 0.1)0 ottley. !Chere wo.s 

no need for Goodwin to rr.r1te further pam~hlQtn on the subJeot, 

for the ,Prooeedings of the Rump l'nrlltu:lcnt were brought to M. 

abrupt und violent endins bofore it could aot on more than 

the first four of the ~ropo~alD. 

Goodwin's next llterar,y efforts had to bo 1n defense 

o~ himself and of the freedom of the praDO. ~1x London book-

sellers were attemptinc to ~ersunde the newly oalled parlin­

ment to pUt restraints Oil tho freodom of the proas. 'Xo pro­

mote their causo they ionued n trnot2• Giving extracts from 

various booko wh10h they oona1dcred heretical or blaD~hcmous. 

One o~ the quotations used \'Inn from GoodVl1nt 8 Redemption n~-

deomod (1651). When Goodwinto nttention Faa oallod to the 

tro.ot ho replicd to it beoause ho :toWld they had. "mangled 

1. John Goodvnn, The AEologl~t Condemne~, 1653. 
B. A Second Doacon Fired. 1654. 
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nnd cloflcuredu tho quoto.tlofl froD hiD. Boulden thl0 "moot 

Wlehriotlan fo.lslfloat10n" I they \10re 01'fer1nc lldvioo to the 

lord. Protector end Parliament "under a. pretext of 6odllnoos 

and zeal for Zlonu • but ,'[hleh v:ould bo oga.1nat both. It Vlll0 

this "pornic10us counsel cgo.1not tho liberty of Prlntlne" that 

Goodwin must,ored hiD argUnlcnto. Tho mOll \'Jho, more than rmy 

other, ho.d boon tho vtntehdog neainst all o.busea of freodom, 

stoutly defended the freedom of the prODS in a pomphlet wi th Q. 

ti tle mindful or ito purpose, A Fresh Dlooovery of tho lIlah­

Presbyterian Spirlt (1654). 

Goodviin' 6 cri tlciom of the nttompto 0:(' the Common­

vloolth government to restrict religious freedom did not Clean 

that he vrno unm1nd.ful of tho finino mllde under ito rule. Aocord­

ingly, when tho voice of cxtrcm1oto ond mo.l.oontenta wao rained 

ngn1nDt tho government of Orot1well, ho camo to ito defence. 

In n pacphlet entitled, Dlo-oatinfnotlon Sntiof1ed (16f~), ho 

caught to "alloy the dlDco~tCllts, end ,!a.tloi'1e the soruplea" 
. 

of tho 130 who wero disoontonted with tho Oom:nonwenl th Govern-

ment. l In 1t he aDked: "Whether or not tho f'1rst rlghtD, 

liberties, and Interest of tho peoplo. bettor, ~~d more clear­

ly asserted cmd sequrc unto them, by tho preaent Government, 

and by the publ1Dhod articleD and const1 tutlono hereof. then 
!) 

ever they woro fomorly?II';;' 

EVen though Goodwin was, on tho Whole. Ol'l!lpa.thot1c 

1. 1'he pruJ]?hlot wna ro-1aouod later 1n the yoar w1 tb. 
three moro querioD added, nnd Wldor tho now t1 tlo, Penoe Pro­
tocted. and Dlscontent Disarmod. · 2: :tbld., p. '/5. 
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toward the Comconwcnlth Qovorntlcnt, he nover hesitatod to 

oriticise it when he felt it waB.threnteruns tho reliGious 

llbcrtiea of the nation. Thin he felt he OQ,\'l in tho oom­

Ilissioners or "Triers tl , \7hich Crom,Vlell net up to pass on tho 

qualifioations of 0.11 min1sters, t.Uld e3eot "ony pronohor. 

leoturer, end sohoolmaster "lho are Ianoro.nt, 6oo.ndolous. in­

effioient, or neglicent in their .. Deverul nnd respootive 'plaoos." 

Ho thought they represented oonformity to orthodo~.l In the 
" 

p~phlet.· Triers or Torccnters (1657), ho began by oonfeoainc 

that his heart Vias, troublod the first day that he heard. of the 

two oommissiqns~ He oonsidered it n mutter ot "fatnl1 un­

ha:pp~nessen thnt ChrI~tinn rulers nlwuyo thO~lt it their duty 

to use their power, authority, o.nil sflord in trying to improve 

o~ Chr!ot' s Wa::r of spreQ,din~ the Goopel. HiD vIol'f ViaS tha.t 

tho.Tricrn had too muoh authority touard determininG the 

min1stry of tho Churoh. 

To ontrust 'an 1noono1dorablo number o~ non, subJoot 
to the like errors, pasoions. wenkneoncs, misoarrinces. 
with .011 other men. tdth.a nOButivo voto, ••• in and 
about the plo.oing and d.!splnoing, end disposing of t1l1 
minlntera over 011 tho ron~eotlve ooneregntions. in ~ 
creat natl0.n, 1s an unDhrlotinn and unhea.rd of prodicio, 
und must needs be~of sad abode and portendanoe unto 
tho people. • •• w 

Thin was to be the lnst wri tiIl8 of Goodwin in defense of 

... 
1. Thoro Deems to have beon som~ bnoin for hin posi­

tion. nThore tins no oroed or oonfcD3ion o~ Fa.i th to whioh 
the olergy wore required to Dubaoribe, but· tho Triern in­
sisted no doubt on on nacoptonoo of the substance of the 
Calvinistio theology." Dlllo. op.oit •• p. 322. Riohard 
naxter. vmilo approving of theIr work on n whole no eood for 
tho Church, \'lrotc that "sotlO fe\'t t/aro over-bunie and over 
rieid ••• nen1nnt nll thnt \'lore A.rm1nlans. ff Baxtor, 
on.al t., :part I. p. 72,; 

2. John Goodwin. Triers or Tormenter:;!. 1657, p. 6. 
I 
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religious liborty.l 

During the 16 EO' B. Goodwin \'Ino troubled by more thon 

tho llroblom of roliglouti ~reedom. Ho had n oohion in his 

ohurch o~uned by sone of hin oonBreentlon accoptinG Bnptlot 

bellef's .end JolniI16 n. Dnptlnt Congregation. Goodwin hnd 

hopes of winning baok thooe who hoA straycd from hie fold end 

took up the we,o.:pon he conoidorcd Cloot effeotive in oornbo.tting 

error -- the pen. It V/Q.~ tilth reluotance that he t'ook time 

out to cot involved in the Anaba.pt1st oontrovorny l'1hioh \'Ins 

raging then. Be naid he hud rather Biven Doven yours hard 

labour,to oombo.tting tho Cal vinl Rt orror than RoVen treeks to 

that of baptisn. Tho unity of hiD ohuroh and the souls of' 

those to whom he had clnintcred were at stake. 00 he Bent 

:forth two pamphlets on tho issue. The tirst was in tho form 

of forty queries dosiGned to nnk why poraons bo.ptiaed attor 

profea~lon of f'a1th,Bhould not romaln in oommunion \nth thoBe 
f), 

who haa. received baptlem In'lntanoy. w Tho Docond ha.d a. 

similar theme and wan also direoted nt the separated members 

of hia oongrcgc.tlon,ro.isins tho quontlon no to whether peoplo 

who arc baptised again.under ~nptist princlpleD should not 

atlll remn1n in the ohurch where tho~ wero betore.3 

,~heso traots dld not brinl~ baok tIle strayed membern. 

so two tears lntor he issued n ~nll-aizod book, Catu-Ba~t1sm 

J.. Thln pa.t1l'hlet eaueed ouch 11 stIr that OroL1well's 
journo.list. ltnrohnmont Nodhtttl, tID,r) neSiened the tusk o:f answer­
ing it end did DO in Tho Groat ACCllser Cunt DO\'tll, 166'1. 

~. John GoodwIn. lSlillndelphla: Or XII Querien, 165."S. 
3. John GoodWin, tJo.tcr-DlpJ!l!!6 lio ~ilrni"ootrne tor 

Churoh-ConL':lunlon, IG53. . 
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(1655), direoted at tho sumo end, and nt the same time, answer-

ing the' ar~~ents of a tract by one of tho former mombora, 

li1ltl'wn Allen, who though II lnym,nn. seet.'led to havo boon troll 

versod in theoloey. In tho dedioation cado to the 13npt1sta, 

he asks 1~ they nre not gu1lty of makinc bAPt1ttm tho oanonoo of 

Christiani ty and cixnl tIns 1 t even above fnl th nnd. love. \'lh110-

nt the same time, bringinc dissension Into tho Ohristian Ohuroh. 

DesIdcs tryins to refute the 'nr~ents of Allen, Goodvdn held 

that there ,'ras no soriptural injunotion to Il1:lY one mode or time 

of baptifltl.- nnd therefore tho Church l1o.d n certo.1n freedom in 

1 ts praotio'es. Tho Churoh had. sinoe ito eo.rlj" days t prao-

tised infnnt b&ptism and. it should not be rejeoted without 

soriptural grounds. ~hIs book was appnrent11 morc effeotivo, 

for neveral of his members returned to the fold. 

2. The Restoration, deprivatIon, nnd death.-- In the 
i 

year 1658, tho strong hand of' OlIver OromvlOll \'ta.s lost by tho 

oummons of death, nnd ho'was suooeedod by his Bon. We need 

not tell the DtOry of the year and a. ha.U' of' "1nOOsoDllt con­

stitutional agitation' ana ml11tur,y intriGUos" which led to the 

nostorntion of Charles II in May. 1660. TflO provisions 0:1" 

hin deolaration bj" which Charl~a wna restored to tho throne 

a.rc all that need concern us. One of his promlcoa Vlll.O a. .... 

"free nnd general. pardon" to nll. "CXoollt1ng only ouch pcroottn 

nn shall "thcrenftcr be excepted. by Pa.rliwncnt". ~ho othor 

WQ,S n dcclnrntlon of a "liberty to tender oonoclcncea • .,l 

1.fI~hQ Doclaration of 13rcdn". Cf., Gardinor, op.ol,t •• 
p. 466. 
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Goodwin vtns to be 011e of thOSG whom ;Par11ament tiO-do on ex­

oeption to tho 6enor~ pardon. l Upon the rostorntion of 

Charles II event:; m.oved tlwittly tOtlO.rd tho ];)uniohment of tho 

chIef nrohiteotD and instruments of tho exeoution of Charles 

I. Cronlvlell, nnd other of the loo.dora who \'Iero nlraacly doo4, 

wore dUB up and honged :tor nll tho poo1'lo to seo. Tho 

rcciaIdcs \'lora htUlGed nnd cut to piooes near tho ai te· whore 

Charles had. boon led to, tho ~alloV1s. Fino.lly, parlIament 

moved against those who had dofended this unpreaedented not. 

On Saturday. Juno 1Gth, locf'.1 than three weeks o.:f'ter 

the triumphal return of CharleD II. the nouse of Commona 

~nssed two orders and n resolution to take mcnoures nga1nat 

tho two men who had published truots Juotifying tho King's 

exeoution. The f1rst ordor was to tho effeot thnt hiD 

Mn3esty should issue a proolamation oallinG in nll oopies ot 

John Uiltonta Eikonoklnsten (1649), and Pro populo ArGllonno 

Defennio (1651). along \'11th John Go 0 dv/in 's Tho Obntruotours 

~t JuatI~o (1649). The aooond was thnt the Attor.ney Genoral 

Should bo instructed to institute proceed1ngo ngn1nst the tv~ 

men. To thODO orders \'Ina nttached e. reoolution tha.t tho 

S~rgeunt at Arms should take them into oustody.2 In nooord-. 
nnoo \11 th the :fIrst order, on AUgunt 13th. n royo.l proolruna.­

t10n wnn 1Doued~or oal11ng in and suppresalng of both Hilton's 
• -

1. Even 11" he 1104 not boen doprived under the first, 
he would oertainly have fnllon victim to pornocution, nlona 
'Wi th 2200 other nonconformist o larGY' , nnd oontrary to tho 
Ilecond proviSion, boon ejected. In ei thor case 1 t would 
have meant removal :trom his ohuroh. , 

2. Hou~e of Oommons, Journal, Vol. VIII, p. 66. 
Of., Yannon, op.oit., Vol. VI. pp. 39 ft. 
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und Goodvnnls books.1 Bishop Konnet reoorded in his ohroniol~ 
that on August 27, the tVlO booke vrere burned by the oommon hona-

mnn. 2 . 
From the nuobor of coplon of both works still extnnt, 

it ,would Beom that mm~ oopies dld not find their war to the 

hnng:r:ulll. ~though subsequent burnings woro held in oxtoN. nnd 

elsewhere. Tho stran.go thing, howover. in that no further 

aotion was taken against the two men. Neither tho sooond 

order nor the resolutIon wore evor oarried out. 3 There must 

have been some intervention on their behalf that onu~ed suoh 

lenienoy. 

Cer~a1nly it was not the indifferenoe of publio opinion. 

Dishop Kennet reoorded that When their books were burned by the 

ho.nemon. there was a demand :tor the ho.nsinc of the two authors.4 

Bishop :Burnet also reoorded that the CDoapo of John Goodwin and 

John Uilton from all oensuro vas "to tho surprlso or nll pooplo". 

Ho then went on to add his O\'¥U explanation aD to. why Goodwin 

Vlns spared. 

Goodwin had so often not only justified, but magnified 
the putting tho kIng to death, both in his GermOnD and 
books, thnt fOfT thought ho oould have been el thor forgot 
or oxouncd •• • • Dut Goodwin had beon 80 zealouD an 
~inlan. DJld had sOVin auoh division runong nll the 

1. Onlond!'..r of ntato Panora, Domof'ltl0 ncries, (Gront 
BrItain, 'ruclio Recor4s afrIoa,rI6GO-1GGl), ~. 109. 
, 2. Bishop Kennot t A Registor and Ohroniole Eoolosianti-
~nl nnd Oivil. 1728, Vol. I. p. 2Z9. 

~. 110 serioua effort seemed to have been mndo to 
apprehend them. The proolama.tion oalling their books in stat­
ed, "the [luthorD hnvinc obsoured thomselvos, tho.t they oannot 
be apprehended. If Onlend.nr 'of stato Papers t Dornostio Series, 
(Grant Britain, PublIo Heoorda Ofrioe. 16GO-I(61), p. 109. 

'- 4. Kennet. 0E.oi t., 1l .. 239. Two yonrs later he made 
a further entry thnt "'Eno spa.ring ot John Uil ton and. John 
Goodwin Vias muoh oenRurcd. 1f p. 7Ll. 

• I 
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seotaries upon,the~eheado. that it was enid this pro­
cured him friends.~ 

Tho prooeediJlljo llBa.1nnt Uilton went no furthor. but Good\.,in 

waD 'not to be let oft so liGhtly. Ho may hnve hnd friends. 

but he also had enemies. 

Parlinmont now \'lont ,nbout the buaineflo of exempting 

'from tho not of general pnrdon thono \thom they thought had 

some Aharo in the guilt. A list of twenty pcrFlonn vtna drawn 

up, who wore to bo doprived of nll offican of trust in tho 

na.tion for lifo. John GoOdl'lin wns to f1nd a. plaoo on this 

"seleot" > lint. On UondD¥. JWle 18. 16(,0. tho HouRo of COtl­

Ilons added to the list Goodwin end Phillip It yo • the eminent 

Independent prenohcr und member of tho \1ootm1nntor Assembl~. 2 

Appnrentlynye and Goodvdn wero tnken to represent the prime 

offenders among tho olarey of aym:po.thizer~ \'11 th Croml'/ollion 

prinoiplos and P0110,-.3 It must not ha.ve beon n surpriso to 

anyone. inoluding Qoodw1n himoolf t that ho \'las put on the 

list of twenty pereons who . were forbidden to ever' nooept or 

exerolae any offioe of truot again. Aooordingly, on Uay 29. 
, . 

1661, Goodwin wan ~omovod an.vioar of st. sternene Churoh, 

for the second and last time. 

Tho last yearn of Goodwin's lifo woro as obaouro as 

hnd boen ~ifJ early years. He disappearod into oblivion 

after his rcaoval from st. stephens~ Thore nrc a fow letters 

1. G.i1bert 13urnot, tI1fltOry .of RiA Own Title. (2d ed •• 
Oxford: University Press, ,1833), Vol. It p. 292. 

2. Houno of Commons, Journal, Vol. VIII. p. 60. 
3. It is algnifionnt that tho ban who nominated him 

\,tas prynne. \'11th Whom ho -Pond had n lengthy oontroversy. 
prynnc 'Vag tho ldnd of man who noither forgave nor forgot. 
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from John Goodwin to hie ~ifa \T.rittcn during 1G63 and 1664 

whioh nre found c.m.ol18 the sta.te PtlPorn.1 They are mootly 

personal, telling of h1s lodgings. d1et, and oomfort, shed­

d1ng little light on his aot1V1tieo during tho lnnt years. 

Apparently, he spent thooe years in obsourity ana qUiet. 

lIe probably "nover o.ppenred c.gn1n at ~t. Stephena of Oo1omM 

Stroet. n2 The ~ost conjeoture 0.0 to his death is the yeur 

1666, and possibly c.a- 0. victim of the plague 'Illhich raged in 

and about London in that yea.r. 

1. Oalendar ot state Papers Domestic Series, (Grent 
Britain, Pu'6Iio >Ueoords 01'£ioa), Vote LID. p. Srn;-Vol. XXXII, 
p. 313, Vol. lO, p. 437. 

2. There 1s, ns Jnokaon points out in his biogrnphy of 
Go 0 dw1n, a reference in tho po.rish register to 0. John GoodlVin, 
vltler, of Ub1tes Alley. who wns Duried there on the 3rd of 
3eptembor, IG65. ~his might possibly be tho DQQe John GoodWin, 
but it is doubtful. for the 1ettero to hin wi to ind1oo.to ho 
had coved to Leigh, nUBsex. 
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n penotratinc Spirit. and n marvollous Faoulty in 
Dosonntin6 on Sorlpturo ••• tI EdmWld Ca.lo.my. 



CHAPTER II 

T lreoLOG ICAL tlETIIOD 

A. The Sources nnd C r1 torte. of Truth 

In one of Goodr/in's lo.ter vlorlcD. Tho 13o.nnor of Justi-.. 
f1ant1on~Displo.ycd (1659). ho disoussoR somo noventoon fo.o-. 
tors in the justlrioation of n slnner. Among them nrc: 

tho graoe of God. tho resurreotion or Christ, the Holy Spirit. 

faith. tho Word of God. the mininto~ o~ the Word, and tho 

person hloself. This' kind or brond,many-sidod approaah to 

theologiaal problems and issuos 10 typIcal of John ~oodwIn'o 

.tlothodology. It arona out of the no.ture of his Dind and 

h1s attitude toward truth. He possessed tl tf.tlo:d.blo. koen. 

and l)raonatio intolllgenao.ril. IUs thought 'VIas "elo.nt10 (Utd. 
I) 

orgo.n1o. "~ Uo naturally hnd an experImental, o~lorntor.1 , . 

approaoh to thcolo~ whioh novor accopted doCOno without 

lookinc into their intrioao1es and Impllcntlon~. near tho 

end of his ministry he bOllsted that for forty yea.rs ho ho.d 

beon trying nll dootrines ond. all ways to truth.3 'l!hls 

open-mindednoss mnde'hl~ receptivo to truth from any quarter 

and led him to soarch for it in all directions. ~1hen to 

this vms added Cl view or tl:'tlth as oomplex,' evolvine, nnd 

relative. a vnried and constantly ohiftlnc thcol081~nl 

1. W. K. Jordan, The DevoloEmcnt or nOliqioUD Tol­
eratIon in En~lnnd. (Allen -& Unwin. 1~3a J: Vote HIl. p. 411. 
.. 2. IDtd •• p. 412. 

3. John Goodt'r1n. A Fresh Dlpcovory 0:(' tho Iliqh­
presbyterian S~ir!t. 1654. p. 55. 
w 
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approaoh wan tho result. 

1., Tho Sor1Etures.-- Tho pro-eminence of tho Sorip­

tures in Goodwin's thooloGY' 10 Doon 111 nearly allot b1s 

wrl tines e' His .numorous and afton tedious quotn.tlons from 

tho Biblo on pruotlonlly overy PtlBo of hI0 \Yorks Ol.16Goot 

both an intionto knowloddo with and gront respeot torlit ns 

n Dource of truth. Bo 'matt~r whnt tho innues -- reli~ious 

freedom or predostinntion, the beheading ot'tho kIng or 
3ustifioation, tho authority of parliament or ernoo -- tho 

ma1n Cl.uthority inovitably cited Vlll.S tho Holy Soripturos. 

Goodwin mlt;ht, and usunlly did. roinforce his nrglL"lento trom 

othor sources, but those always Bupplemented and novor re­

placed tho B1blo'spr,e-cm1nenco. 

(. 'Goodwin' s'reverence for the DIble is beat neen in 

hin book, ~he DiVino Authority of the ~or1pturoB Asoorted 

(1648). Hore he e1vos an interosttng nnd improssivo arr~ 

of reo.SOl19 tor acoepting tho nuthority ot the Bible. He 

p~a spooial tribute to ita power and wondor£ul of~ecta 1n 

tho faco of seemingly insurmountable opposition. It 1s n 

cauoe for wonder that, 

• • • betwoen the bloudy' rago and 'J:ury o~ Kings and 
Princes on the one hand, and the bitter nnd subtile 
disputes and oppositions of' Philosophoro o.ncl oro.toura 
on the other hand e • • 1 t should not. 0.0 betwoen tilO 
milatones, hnve boen Ground to poudor. Dut behold 
the fingor o.nd eighty powor of Ood~ ~hl[J Gospel, 
whioh was 00 mi6htily d1andvnntnecd in it nolf ••• 
hath ma40 its Vlay. through the midst o~ all thoir fiorco 
and fiory oppos1 tiona. hnth throl .. n down CloWlto.ins on 
tho risht hOlld, Olld mOWlta.ino on tho loft, and ha.th 
built her solf n throne in tho midst ot tho ca.rth ••• ,1 

1. John Goodvdn, Tho Divino Authority of the SQrl~-
ttlrcs Asserted, 1648. p. n§2: ' 
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All the efforts. to stop the sproad ot tho fiord of 

Go~ wett-to no avail. 

It leaped ovor tho walls of their olties. it brake 
into· their torts and cnstles, yea. it :('oWld 0. tiDY into 

, the, pa.lnoes and ohambers of K1ncn and Emperoro them­
selves, and took hold of those thnt stood nt thoir 
right hand. oven Whilst thoy were broathing out fur" 
a.nel dea.t}~ UGo.inat 1 t. ,.'hon 'thoy lot it alone it 
proopored: whon they ~ersccuted it! and thnt Unto 
death. it prospored yet more, ••• 

Hio oonolus1on io that the Soriptures arc truly 

divino. 

Ho.vo VIO not founda.tion nnd ground in abundrmoo from 
the miehty and wondcrtull works which the Gospel , 
wrought, in, and upon. the hearts or such infinite 
numbers. both of men and \'Iomen in tho vory 1'aoe, aD it 
woro, of snoh astonishing and devouring oppositions, 
to build this conoluoion. with the ereatest confidenCe 

,', t ", that may bo, upon~ that oertainly this Goapel eoccS 
t'rom God •.• • ~ " 

This '"book '1s mahklnd's gron.toot' blesolng.3 

!he 'paean philosophoro' nre freely dra~n upon by 

Goodwin in hie writln60. They never usurp' tho plnoe of 

Scripture in his thought. He affirms tho clear superlor-
\ 

i ty of the Diblo to 0.11 seoular wr1 tineD. 

All the Windom, tUld wrltingo, and lea.rning that 
OVer \"1o.s in tho world benides, cnnnot sho\·t so muoh an 
the appea.rance, or fncQ of such n generat10n ot pros­
elytos. or ohildren, 0.9 tile Gospol can; Wld not 80 
much as one person of like noble prinoiples, and in­
wo.rd. parts \'11 th thouSOlldo of those, who are tho gonu­
inc nnd right-born offnpring hereof. Tho talleot and 
bentgrown tlen, that ever sprang from the root of Plato, 
Aristotle, Seneon, P1utaroh r or nn1 other of thone 
ano1ent Fathers of seoular learning. were but a ruco 
0"£ dwarfeo. or pygmien in rcall vlOrth, und truo ex~ 
ccllonoie of spIrIt, beine cocpnred w1th 0. grant part 

1. Ibid., p. ~93. 
~. iOld., ~. 295. 
3. tbld •• PP. 223-224. 
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or that horoique progeny. whoso hearts end spirits onmo 
by tho way or ~ second birth, out of tho loins and 
bowels of the Gospel. l 

Like 0.11 Puri tuns. und mo at of the theoloGioal wri t­

ers or hin ago, John Goodvlin oons1dered tho ~lcrlpturos no 

tho main and unerrinc soUrce of relieious truth. ·Ho nooept­

ed, along with noarljl' 0.11 of hin oontemporaries, the Biblo 

as the ultimate authority on nll thoologicnl iosues. Its 

placo. us tho final court o~ appeal in 0.11. theologicnl dia­

putes was seldom quostioned by Goodwin or hie opponen~9. 

The Word o£ God was almost univorsally aocepted in tho middlo 

of the seventeenth ocntu~J as the infnllible Cuido in mnt-

ters of fnith and doctrine. Few darod question the author-

:1.ty'O:t" tho Bible, but thoro tho unCJlimity ended and. division 
• .",,~ , 1$1 ~""' ...... 

b'C'CM:" o'The great quostion whioh separQ.tcd :Purl tnn 1'rom 
"-~""1" _ _~ 

Ane'lioan. and ultimately lodto d1.rterenoes \'r1thin tho very 

ranks of Pur1to.niom. Was. the inevit~blo question nn to tho 

proper usc c.nd interpretation o:rthe Scriptures. It \'lM 

here that John Goodwin had 0. distinotivo p03ition und made 

an important· contribution to the debato. 2 

Goodwin nttncked the liternl1stio and dogm~tic use 

of the Dible prnotiBe~ by m~ of hiD" follow Puritans. 

Uia quarrel with tho Puritans waa over their vim'ls end use 

of the B1blo ns a oollection of 1nfall1ble truths ana im­

pregnable dootrines. Goodwin SQ.\'! that when the Bible wns 

1. Ibid., p. $31. 
2. Ot •• Alnn Riohardson and 11. Sohwe1tzer. D1b11ool. . 

Authority for Todnv. (SOU Press. 1~51).tor n modorn versIon 
ot thIs DoronnIUl aobato, oapco1ally that in rogurd to 
Ftmd.at1enta.llsm. pp. 141 :r:r. 
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treated in this faohion dogmatic presuppositions really 

determ1ne uhat ia found in the Diblo. It"leaves no rooe 

for Biblical" interpretation, but troats the Bible as an 

arsena.l of proof texts". 

~hey subst1tuted for its interpretation their own 
rondy-made thoolo~. They D.soumed thnt the Dible 
formed "a hocogcnoous, self-interpreting, and verbally 
diotated whole, and that the inforences dru~;.n from it 
by dialeotics and~ompacted into B tochnical oystcc 
vera as certain nhd as snored no Itsolf. In this way 
a differenoe of exegetical opinion becamo, not only en 
intellectua.l error, but 0. civil crime. l 

The distinotion betweon tho Word of God and the 

liteml \'lords nnd phrases of the Bible io tho basis of. 
" 9 
Good~inta ~osition.N He brings thin out olearly in the 

vcr" beginning of his masterlY treatine on the authority of 
"~ , ~ '1 - , ~5o 

.,tho . Bible. 

First, if by Scripturos, be meant tho ma.tter and 
substanco of thin8s oontcined and hold forth in the 
books of the old tuld new ~osttl.Illcnt • • • I ~ly and 
,'lith nll myheo.rt. o.nd all r:rs soul beleeve them to 
be • • • nono othor then the Word of God • '. • • 
Secondly, if by Soriptures bo ceant, all' the lotter3. 
syllables. ~ordo. phranca. sentences, and periods of 
speeoh, expressed in tho said books • .. • whether 
~runBlatedt or in these Oricinn11s (I meun in ouoh, 
either Hebrow or Greck caples, as nrc oommonl~ extnnt, 
and used nmongst us) I mOl'1 no ground why I should 
boleovo, that all • • • the snid syllables, warda. 
phrases. &c. \'lore in o.ny speciall or oxtro.ordlno.r.r 
w~ giVen, or appointed by God, to convoy thoQc spir­
ituall truths and mysteries unto the understnndlncs 
and mindee of men, whioh he hath boon graoiously 
plensed to reveal from heaven, for their aalvo.tion.3 

• 

1. F. W. Farrar, Hlstory of Interpretatlon, (Uno­
millan, lOBG), p. 371. 

2. C:r., A. Dakin. Calviniam, (Du.akworth, 1940). 
pp. 109-191, ror n co~~ont on cUlvIn's fnilure to make this 
distinotion nndtho oonsequent tendency toward tho doctrine 
of vorbal ·infallibility by his tollowcrs. 

3. John Goodwin, The Divine Authority of the Scrip­
tures Asnertcd. lG48, pp. 13 r .. 
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v/ith this dist1nation mnde, Goodwin gocs on to con-
• 

elude that Christ nn knO"U through the Soriptureo nnd not 

the Dl ble. as suoh, 1 s tl~o busi s or the C hri stinn rni th. 

• • • the true and proper foundation of Christian 
Religion, is not inke und paper, not any book, or 
books, not any writIng, or \11'1 tinge whatooevor, whether 
Translations, or Originullu; but that substunoo of 
matter, those graoious counsells ot God eonoerning the 
snlvat10n ot tho world bY' Jesus Christ, v/h1eh indeod 
nre reprosented. and dcolured, both in Translations. 
and Orlginnlls, but nre cesentInlly and really distlnot 
from. both, and no \vo.ies. for their natureD and. beiIlBs, 
depending on eithor of them.1 

This ntti tude to\vnrd. the Bible lends Ooodv1in to tako 

n rcmnrko.b~ liberal and modern attitude townra the Diblo. 

lIe poInts out that thero nre "many errouro and. mlstakos in 

nll • ~~ .' our English 'rrnnslnt10ns. n2 In the Hebrew nnd 
,,.;. , >:," '),<1'- _,.' / t I f ,,"-

Grce~ c~opies thcmselvea )10 .also uoknol'lledgcB certain errors • 
..- '. ' .. , I, 'I ~ > .', '" _ to " 

• • • yen the best, and truest, und most genuine 
of them. may in tioc, eithor thorough tho ignoranoo. or 
nogligonoo. or malioe, whethor of SoriboD, or Printers, 
or over-seors ot preenee, or 011, be oorrnpted: but 
the word of God, properly BO called, is nlwn10D pure, 
un1vcrsal~ true, und 1noorruptiblo.3 

Even p0:3s1blo oontradiotions within tho puges of' tho Bible 

are lldmltted. 

• • • Thera 1n in the Scriptures a mncast1que kinde 
or accu~ity.·undcr m~ Boeminc (yen cany seemingly 
bold, and venturous) contradiotions, that yet neither 
tho Honour 0.'£ their Truth, nor tha.t un1 tie wh1ch thcy 
have, in and w1th themselvos, shall at all Bufter 
hereby.4 

Goodw1n goos on to suggest that n period or oral trnns-

m1ssion l~ behind the Oospels. "Besides. the Gospel 1 t 

1. Ibid., p. 17. 
2. "fl51d., p. 9. 
3. lora: •• 1'. 11. 
4. Ibid., p. 55. 
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sell" VlO.S in tho world, nnd be100vcd on in the \Vorld. beforo 

lUlY of' the EVnngel10ts put 'forth their hand to bless tha.t 

\"lork. of putting into Vir! tins the summo nnd lluDstanoo of 

it.~l . 

Gpodwln taken h1s stand firmly ncn1nst the literal­

ism of many of his puritan opponents and the demand to ad­

hero strietl~ to ever,y phrase of tho Biblo. 

• • • for if ouoh n th1ng should. bo, there "Iould be 
no plnco lott for interpreting. opening, or e~ounding 
tho Scrlptu:t-cs. but only tor rea.dIng of theD; Wld. this 
wi thout conceiving or torminG MY' sonno or menning of 
thea in ona kind or other in the mind e1 thor ot him 
thnt rendcth them or of hiD thut henreth them rend; 
for n mnn cannot 11sht~ form the sense ot any phraso 
or passngo of Scripturo in hin t1ind and understanding , 
but by tho o];lportun1 ty nnd advanto.ge of somo other 
\vords. though only inwardly spoken, Which arc core 

.fami11ar·and better:kno~n to him.2 

IIo, thc~e~o~e; is '·able 'to keep the Dible at the centor of 
"', ' , -, . ' , 

his thought without treating it woodenly or baing shnoklcd 

by lts phrasoo1omr. 

He does not meroly wrest, divide nnd subdivide his 
tcxto t mul tiplyiIl8 \'10 roe. He in terprots them \'11 th 
feeling nnd "imaginat1on nnd Vll th tho kno\'llo<lt.~e of 
human oharaoter he ha.s learned t'rom experienoe end 
humane letters ao well no from sor1pture.3 

It would be too muoh to olaim thnt Goodwin hud tho 

outlook of mod~rn Dibllcnl oriticism in his mothod of in­

terpret1ng ~he Bible, but he doos represont n movement in 

thnt direotion nway from the Puritnn dootrine of verbal 

inspiration. It Wo.s one of' the thincs whioh llrOuscd the 

1 •. Ibid., p., 10 •. 
2 •. JaM Goodwin, A Being Filled Wi,th The Spir1 t. 

(Ed.inburgh: JrunesNiahol;'Io67), p. 103. 
3. William nuller, The Rise of Purl tnnism, (lTeVi 

York: Columbia. Un1vorsity Press, I~a). p. 373. 
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opposition of hin morc orthodox Calvinist brothren.l It 

hol~ed to spread the suspicion of his Arcininniam. A lib­

oral attitude tOfmrd Diblical interpretation had becomo 

assooiated with the Arminlan ~oDitlon as hud.a high regard 

for ranson ulth Soclnlnnism. 

If tho D1ble is taken no the principal and unerring 

source ot theoloey. tho question inovitably arioos uo to 

v/hioh one of the conflicting intorprota.tiona 1s tho true 

one. It mctUUl thAt other criterlCl. besides .. tho pla.1n Word 

o~ God" ClUst be used in help1nc to rocolloilo or, 11' neooosury, 

to ohoone betwoen differont points of Vie\l. Goodwin recog .. 

nized this problem, but had dl~fioulty in BottinG his oppo­

nents tondmit its oXistonao. 

:.~ Yen. ;l.nnJ.~ t!Ul.ttors or doubt1"ul dlsplltntlon ~rom 
tho Soripturos. for cen to protend or o1lego. the Sorip­
tures ns n renson or ground of whut they believe s16-
nlfioth littlo. unless they should give n Bood and sub­
stnntinl renson to provo tha.t to bo the true Denso and 
~enninc of-tho Soripturos •••• Yeu, when two shall 
oontend for their rODPcotivo opinions, ••• from or by 
the authority o~ tho Scripturos, if noithor of them be 
nblo to giv~ any competent account uhy they interprot 
or understand the Scriptures 00 • • • they do but boat 
tho air \1i tll oontenting. nnd both their opinions aftor 
tho contost are but in tho sarno conal t10n of unoerto,in-

") 
ty or of bolI18 rejeotod in v/h10h they \'foro boforo.1;; 

For most of tho Puritan biblloists thero VlO.D only ono truo 

interprett\tlon -- that of the "bost Reforeed f/r1 tors. It 

Good\'l1n appealed to soveral aida or cri terin in ohoonlne 

1. C1' •• Thoene EdwardA, The Third Part 0'£ GOllfirnena., 
1646. 1,. 115 f.. for tho horr11"1oCI -reuoi1on or lila oontCIilp=: 
orien to hin liberal viewD. Also, A Testioony To Tho Truth 
Of Jesus Christ und to Our Solemn Loo.e;uo on! CovonOJlt, I€4l1. 

2. 301m GooCIwln, The Bwmer o£'"Jusfl1'Iontlon-nis­
. plnlod, (D~os and Son, 1055 c[itlon'. p. 3~6. 
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between various interprotations of n partIcular pnnnage. 

Tho one thnt he used mont wna ronson. 

n. Ronnon.-- John Goodwin hud n very high regard . 
for tho rolo. and ~owor o~ ranson. An his theolog1oal 

thought matured under tho relontlosn prenaure of numerous 

oontroversies, he bco~~o core and morc u rationallst. 

Scripture remo.lnc~ the tlll.in SOll%'OC or his thooloey. but 

renson beoame the principal ori tcrion whioh judged 0.11 

mntters oonoerning faith • 

• • • Reason ought to bo cvcr,y mans loader. Guido. 
und Direoto·r 1n his Fa! th, or about whnt ho la, or 
oU8ht to boloovo: and that no mnn oU{r,ht to 100.1) w1 th 
his faIth, till he hath looked with his Roason •••• 
men ought to onke uso ott yon, and. Ing8.t~o to. tho 
uttormont, their Housono or their disoursivo abilIties, 
1n~1l.11'mtlttarEi :ofFnl th and Ro11610n ,vlha.tooovor: and 
not:; to .8\1a110\1 0J'l3' thins by 0.100ge oredul1 ty but to 
look,narrowly·upon over,ythln8 with tho eye Of Roason, 
bcroro they rcccive it by the hand ot raith. 

~horc sooms to bo ~lonty of evidenco to oupport tho noouan­

tion 01' his bittor orltlo, Thomas Edwards, that Goodrnn 

"tll11 not bolo.cvo tho Scriptures \71thout reason, and hath 

prcached lately with muoh enrnostnc9S0 and violenoe. that 

Fa1th 10 not to gu1de Renson. but Roason Faith •• n2 • • 
For Good\11n thero \"IQ.a no conf'11at between reuson 

and. faith. Doth are tro~ Go~. Since God himself 1D 

rutionul., fa1th need nover be naked to aocept anything con-

tro.ry to reason. Indeed. tho believer is to rejeot what-

ever 1s irrationnl as not ooming troc God. 

i. John Goodwin, The soour~e of the Saints DisnlSlod 
In his oolours ot Ir.nornnoe & 0100 t 1640, P. lOB. e. 1!liomaa Ed:waroa. %0 seoond 'Part of GOllP,raonn.. 
p. 91. 
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, , ., The~ truth iD~ 1- otand boUnd in duty a.nd consaiclJ,ce 
towa.rds ',Ood. and in :rui th1)l1nos8 to mine ovm aoul, 
ne1 thar 'to be11evoMY thins" at 0.11, no -comirlC frotl 
God. which I have not, or may havo, n. very' subatnntinl 
ground in reason to believe oometh indeod from hi~ • 
• • • 1 

The Christilll1 is not even required to believe wha.t 1s abovo 

his reason. Ho Gives ns c~plco tho nature ot tho Virgin 

birth and of tho T~ini t,.:, 

If it bo further Duid. but renson io not able to 
apprehend or conoeivo how three should bo really and 
eoncntially ona. and tho SMe: hOl'T D. virgin should 
conoeive, nnd bring forth n son, &0 •• I nnS\'10r tha.t no 
faith or bolief in such thingo as thoso 1s required of 
oe, nor Vlould bo nco opted with God in cnne it Vlero in 
rna, above who.t I nm. o.blo by my renson to approhend nnd 

, undorstond. As I tu:1 not ablo to apprehend by cy 
reason tho partioular wld distinot manner how ~ho 
three persons subsist in one and tho same Divine 
nature und csncnoe, DO noither am I bound to believe 
'it.: ' ' Thut whioh I 'run' bound to beliovo in this point 
:1s'only- th~~,' that "there : arc' three 'who do, thun sub-
oint. .'. .~ 

"'~:- .... ;:,~ ... -,,,,,~ . . 
Faith 1a so dependent upon renson thnt it must aooept 

~>/~: ~:, <~, ~ -.. 

nothing unless diotnted by reason. 
• ..,.. .<! ':7_:, 1 :. ,": -, , 

As renson cakes tho de01010no ~or faith. so dooa it 

dooide what the Soripturel') sny_ Reason aoooptn the revelo.-

tlon in the Bible for It is from God. It no.o the duty, 

howovor, ot understandIng and intorpreting tho contento of 

tho Dible. 

~hcrcforc it oust noeds be by the exerc1ee and aot­
ing of my renson and undorstanding. and by the report' 
uhloh they mnko of their dinoovertca in thoir inquir­
ies, that I como roeulurly to oonolude nnd to be snt­
isfied thnt this is the mlgd of God in suoh or suoh a 
soripturo. und nono other. ' 

1040) t 
1. John Goodvdn. nedc~ption nodee~ed. (ed1tlo~,ot 

p. 29. 
2. IbId., p. 27. 
3. 'tbin., p. 15. 



04 

The reason Is tho prinoipal inst~~ent whereby the Christian 

cnn deolde between conflicting interprotations. \Vhlle c.o-

kno\'rledcine that the Vfom of God is tha:t; which must deci{1.e 

between dootrine and doctrino ns "the fire \"/hlch oust try 

over,y mnn's ~ork". he adds thnt the Soripturco nrc only 

oervicenblo and usoful tor tho trinl ot dootrine with the 

help of men's "rcQ.sona, minds, nnd·unclcrstWldi%l.6s."l 

In tho same "1103. Goodwin subJ 00 to the working of tho 

Holy Spirit" to tho samo oritical tost of reason. Although 

the aid of tho noly Spirit io neoessar,y to understandlngof 

the Vlord of God, it by no menns replaces tho reasons of mont 

In cnse tho Spirit of God shull nt any tIme re­
veal ••.• ~ spiritual .truth, unto cen, these must be 
apprehended, discerned, judged • • • to be the thinca 
o~ God. by' the reasons and.undorntandinss ot.mon, be~oro 
theyeun. or ought·t~ receivo· or believe thee to be tho 
things of God. • • • . 

Just ns d11'~ercnt men Intorprot the Soriptures dIfferently 

Q.ccording to. t~eIr ,olm undorsto.nd1na. so do men differ in , 
theIr i1lnmtnntionn by tho Spirit. Evor,r spIrit oannot be 

bolieved without boitll; tonted. ~hoy mllst be tried flS to 

wheth~r they be of God. 

Ing tho o1'irlt. 

Ronson is the touohstone for·tr,y-

Consistent with his emphnsls on renson. Goodwin 

dcpreoo.tcs thos~ who sook to divorco ronson from religion. 

• • • yen.- o.r.lOngst the teaohers thetlDOlves of this 
wisdom, men should be found \,,110 think thoy do God und 
men vor,v 500d servioe in porsundinc men wholly to l~ 
noido thoir ransons, 3udgccnts. understandings in 
matters of relit;ipn, c.nd not to make use of or encoeo 

1. Ibid., 1'V. 14 f. 
2. IbIa., 1'. 24. 
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~ o~ these in their in~u1rlcD after matters of a 
spiritual or Bupornatural concernment. l 

Men who l~ aside their roasons in ordor to savo thoir faith 

nre in roality destroying it. 

of the threats to the nation. 

Irro.tlonnl religion io one 

Most aDsuredly, nll tho ataxies, disorders, oon­
fusions. seditions, insurrections, nll the orrors, 
blaophernou8 oplnlouo, apostaaios trom tho truth and 
ways of holIness, all troublo of mind, and oo.d work­
ings of conscience in me~t nll unrichteousness and 
In~ustloo, all brlbor.y and oppression, all unmun1ike 
self-seeking and prevarioatinG \rlth publio intorests 
and trusts, 0.11 oovetousness rmd. dcoei t, and wha.tao­
ever onn be named in this world, obstruotivo, dostruc­
tive, to tho present oom~ort and peaoe, to tho future 
blcoscdnoss and glor.r. of the.sona and daughters of 
men, prooeed and spring from this one root of bitter­
ness and of death; thoY' neglect to udvo.noe and engneo 

"home their reasons. judgmenhs, understandings, in 
muttera of re11g10n • • • • w . 

, .Goodwin 1s n thorough-Boing rationalist for he 

a.pplles renson to .. every. aspect of' thoUBht. He never ques­

t10ns the oom~etence or limita the aphero ot reo.son. 

It is a thinG ns unquestionable ns that the sun 1s 
up at noonday, thnt renson and understanding in men 
are cocpetcnt to Judgo of the things of God, nt least 
of aome, yen, of many of them, or rather, indeed, of 
all that ure oonta1ned in tho Scriptures, according 
to tho degree of their dlsoovcr,y und manifestution 
there • • • .3 

Tho majority of' tho Puritans would not hnvo eono 

nea.rly 80 far in their usc C?f reason ns dld Goodwln.4 . It 

would 80eo thnt Goodwin'n roputation as 0. r~t10nalist even 

1. Ibid •• p. 14. 
2. IbId., p. 29. 
3. loIi:t., 1'. 17. . 4. '0£.: G. F. Iluttnll, The Holy St1rit in puritru: 

Fn1th and Experienoo.C2d..- cd. oXi'om: !ifl$ 1 nlo.cKvlC!l, 
I94'l J, whore noodwln 10 01 ted as QJl exoeption rathor than 
the rule in his uso,of ronoon for testing God's Spirit. 
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extended to hin congregat1on. An nnonymouo pnnphlotoor 

suggGsted that nona o:t l.tr. Goodwin' 9 ohuroh should bo olig-

1ble for. parl1ament. 

Considoring first. that for tho groatoot part of 
thco. they are such hi6h extollers of reason. thnt in 
cane they should be ohosen to tho plnoes of parliament­
men. they would never give way tha.t any Aot nhould. pans 
the Houao which should not be grounded upon

1
rcason, 

thourJl of never so spiritual n conoernment. 

If, Goodvnn' a exaltation of renson divided him from cnny ot 

the rurltans it showed his affinIties with one Puritnn 
'? 

Group -- the Cambridge Platonists. w 

~hls creat faith in reason had oortein impliontlon9 

tor the direotion of Goodwin's thought 0.9 it bad tor tho 

Ctl!nbrldge_1'1I.ltonlsts.3 Like them, his reliance on renaOll 

helped to ,.lead b1m to 0., po 8,1 t10n 0:£. religious toleranoe. ' 

An \"lUG true ,iri the cns'e o~ tho Cumbr1dgc Plo.tonists, 0. J:loro 

rrutional approach aidod in Good\un'n nlionation ~rom rigid 

Co.lvinlsc. In both cases an emphasiS on roneon 1n ro-

ligion wan connectod w1 th an emphasis on mornls in reliaion. 

Roacon did not lend them out of the folds of PUl"ltanlstl, but 

it made them unen.ny with zome of ita tenets and an objeot 01: 

1. A Model of n. !low Representative, noVi under Con­
s1deration, I651. quoted In Thomas JacKson, Lite of John 
'Goodwin. ( Longman, Hu.rnt. Roes. Orme nnd Brown. ISmH ,. 
p. ,210: 

, 2. Of., John Goodwin, The Divine .,,"uthori tl of tho 
Sorl'Dt~rcR Anaorted, 1648, where ho npeiiko 01' the "candIe 
of tho LOran which is lightod in overy mnns soul in much tho 
same manner ns tho Cambridge Plntonists, prefaoe to roader, 
p. 22. 

3. Ft'cdoriok J. l?owlcko. ~he Co.mbri,o P1ntoni!!ts. 
(Dent and Sons, 192&). PP. 28 t~, w ero 0 
charactoristios ot their thought growing out 
phaois on ~ea8~n. Goodwin is very olone to 
tho :five. 
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suspicion by tho more orthodox ,furi tona ,1 

3. Tho Holy Snlrlt. -- !rhore \'fna n central. cnphasio 

in Puritan thought. on the 010 se conneo tlon llatt/eon tho Holy 

spirit and the W01~ ot God. 2 !rhe view that tho Roly Spirit 

una tho Infalliblo inspirer of all Soripturo wan nlmost uni­

versally aooepted. !rho oontinuing V/ork at tho Holy Spirit 

wna gcnorol.ly nsnoclntod w1th tho readIng or hearing of the 

\1ord., The Spirit enabled the hearer to rooeive tho fiord, 

Uoat of the Puritans never sepnrated the Spirit from tho 

fiord ,3 

John Goodwin was 0. typica.l purltWl on thODO points. 

He sees a olose oonneotion between the Vlorle of tho Holy 

8»1r1t and the Word.ot God • 

. ,\. • 4' tho Spirt t of God, aocording ·to the counsel 
and good pleasuro of God , , , 10 wont to Join h1msolt 
wi"th tho glorious truthn of ·the gospel, J.)ub11ohed Dlld 
proolaimed by his Messengers, when he hath an intent 
or desire to go ,forth into the world. and to visit the 
hearts nod oonscienoes of tho eons and daughters of 
men • • • • the spirIt ordinarily cometh unto tho soule 
of can in n goldon shower of ovangolioal truths •••• 4 

The help of the Spirit is necossnr,y to. illumino tho undo~­

standing of fallen, si~ul mall. 

The Spirit or God hath suoh n grent Intoront in, and 
glorious superintendenoy over. tho c1ndn. and spirits, 
reasons. and und.erstandings of men, thnt they oannot 
not or movo regularlY' • • • upon any worthy or oomely 

1', Of., Den3no.ln· Vlh1ohooto, IJ:oral and Relif)lolls 
AEhorismD, EdIted by Stunuel Salter, r153, appendix, Tlio ax­e nnge of letters between ~uokney and nhlohoote. Also Good­
v/in's debate tlith George \Vo.lkcr. Sooinlanisnc. 1&40. 

2. Nuttall, op.olt" p. 23. 
3. nuttall, 0r,cit., p. 24. 
4, John Goodw n. A Being Filled With tho Spirit, 

(EdInburgh: Jtl.tles niohol; "18~7 odItlon). P. IS. 
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to~s, espacln1~ in matters of a sp1rltual conoornment, 
bu.t by tho graoious and lovll1G interposuro and 401p of 
this Spir1 t. l 

At two poInts Goodwin 60cs boyond moot ~uritnn9. 
9 

und is olose to the Quaker doctrlne ot tho Holy 3p1rlt.~ 

r~crons the Puritnna would restriot the possession or the 

Spirit to the converted or tho cleot, Goodwin held that tho 

3pirit was in evcr.y mnn, though ita voioe be "ao~t and low" . 
In most nen. If... thoro 1s 0. kind or stnnd,ll1l) l>reacnce 

of tho Spirit ot God ~th evor,y man •••• 3 !ho only poss­

Ible .exceptions Vlere thoDe who \'lore gu.11tY' ot bla.sphemy 

agalnst the Holy Spirit and thooe woro row in number. 
-

u ••• no persons whatsoever who have not sinned tho sin 

n6Q.inst the Uoly Ghont, .whioh :rOVi now 1lvlne. if any, have 

done ~'but have. the -Sp1r1 t of God 1n Dome moasure or deGroo 

in thee. ., •.• "4 ~h1D view i1 tted 1n w1 th hin dootrine of 

un1versal redemption. Just as ~ mnn oould be snved, I~ 

ho chose to do so, tor Christ had died for all; BO, anyono 

could be filled vnth the Spirit, if he took tho nooossnr.1 

stopa. for the Spir1 t waD 1n OV017 man. Tho bellef in the 

un1versal prooenco of the Spirit blurred tho distinction 

which cost Puritans ma.de between re~enero.tc and unregenerate 

1. JOM Goodwin, Redemptlon Redeemed, (edition of 
1840). p. 23. 

2. Cf'., Nutta.ll. 0E.ci ~., Plh 150 ff •• Goodwin, 
ho~ever. nD does Richard nnxtor, oritioises tho Quakers for 
not subjectlng the Spirit to tho tanto of ";cripturo und 
reason. John Goodwin, Cnta-Do.Eti,sf.1. 1655, par.ll, 
prefaoe. 

5. John Goodw1n, A Boing Filled ~11 tIl tho Sl)irl1:. 
(2d. edt 10(7), p. 279. 

4. Ibid •• p. 26. 
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man. ' It convoyed n. Gronter con1'ldcnoo in natural. CUll and. 

natural. reason than most PUri tuns ha.d. 

Another point Ilt \'Ihleh Goodwin vlont beyond the Puri­

tan majority Wo.s in hIs belief thnt tho 9plrlt oontinued to 

rovonl now truths in the Soriptures. Tho Puritans sntl the 

work 01" tho Spirit as convey1ng and oon~1rm1ng in tho heart 

and mind 01" the believer ~1xed truths from tho Word of God. 

GOOd\'lin looked. on 1 t as tho progrossivo onlightenment or 
tho Soripturcs ana the world, throUBh those who bocome 1'111-

cd w1th the Snirit. He believed "that there are thousnndo 

of Sor1ptures, that have not yet been opened, or aolivorod 

out their treo.suroa, but reserve them as the proper and 

pecuJ.la.r 6'lory of "the Gcnerotlons ot the Churches yet to 

como."]. -Every minister'MS tho 'duty to enla.ree tho body 
, , 

or truth revoo.l.ed with the hOlp of tho Spirit. ',". • • no 

man 10 competently 1Urn1shed ~' • • for 'tho Uinisterie ot 

the Gospell • • • who 10 not as vlcl able, to mo.ke Bom now 

d1sooverie, & to bring forth Dam what of himsolfo in the 

things of God in one kinde or other. as to preaoh tho com­

mon and. roooived truths. n2 Every d~ brings forth now 

revelations. 

• • • there is not nn1 d~, or any n1ght, thnt 
pnsseth over tho hond of tho world, but that as well 
tho one, as tho othor, bring with them a "blo9s1ng of. 
now light. eoce further knowledgo and instruotion in 
one kindo or other, unto the vlorld. Dy menns vthere­
of, th1nes thnt wore covered, COr.1e 1n t1me. to be 

1. John Goodwin, A Troatise of Justification, 
1642, prefaoe -to ':the ~ellder. 

2. Ibid" profaoe to the render. 
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revealed; and thincs hid, to be mado knOVI.n • • • .1 

Every Genoration must make its contribution to the knowledgo 

ot Ohrist. 

to do so. 

lIe complains that his own generation has failed 

• • • that thooe to whom God hath graciously ro­
veo.1ed hictlelfo o.t1ongat us, und wi thu.J.l enduod with 
gulfts and abilities for such n purpose, have rnisld 
the lino of Evange11call knowledg ~ong us 00 littlo, 
abovo whnt was de11vered unto us by our· f1rst·Reformers. 
We havo done littlo eleo w1th thnt talent of Gospell­
light, which God at first gave us ns Q. stock to Get up 
and. Tro.c1e \'Ii thall for him, but only put in e. llllpkin. 
Wo have sonroe added an haireD breadth to our stature 
in tho knowledg of Christ, whcras a oubit at least, 
miBht well be expeoted from us.2 

As Wc shall seo, this 1doa. of Q. continuing revela­

tion, and not rostricting the work of the Holy Spirit ~n 

this reBard to tho Biblical authors, had tremendous Impli­

'cntions for the problom of relig10us .:rreodomr Such a view 

ohatters all demands for statio orthodoxy. Goodwin's ovm 

Position \1nO closely rolated to his iden of truth. . 

4. Nature. -- Tho Puritnns"oo~~only roferred to tho 

light or nature. It was only fOod' a onnd.lc' flS oompared 

with thc 'sun of the Gospel': yet both alike deolared the 

glor,y of God. Pur1tan leadera. on.oocasions, appealed to 

tho 10.\1 or God wi th1n tho heart nD well I1S w1 thin tho 
" .. ' 

Bible. ~ho 1n1'luential lender of oa.rly PurItnninm, l1illirua 

Perk1ns t in hi s debate \1i th Arminius sots l"orth two cri tcrio. 

by which their nrcu.'nonts arc to be judGod. "Tho one is 

1. John Goodwin. Tho Divin'o Author1 ty of tho' Scr~­
turcs Asserted. lu40, p. i4. 
· 2. John GoodwIn. A Trontine ot Justifioation, 1642, 

'prefaoe to the render. 
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'the written \'lord of God t : the other, 'thoso COIn."lon notiona 

and fUndamental axioms which God haa implanted in tho Dindn 

of men.' "1: Purl tan preachers often alludod to the revelo.­

tion of God in nnture.2 

~hero 1s n certa1n nmblgu.lty in Pur1tnn thought at 

this point. They believod 1'1r.nly in tho disantrous con-

sequenceD of mOll's Fall. Prllct1cnl.1:r tUl Tlould have said 

that the li~lt of tho book ~unt bo addod to the li8ht of 

no.ture. l1ovortholoss, moat of thee would havo aaid, as did 

Paul to tho Athen1ans t that enoUGh light from nature remo.ins 

to cako men rea~on9ible. The question which arono was nn 

to how fo.r no.ture' could lead a mnn towo.rd God. Oould it 

load him at least part of tho \10::1, or was man tota.ll)" blind 

to this 11eht. 3 C crta1nly. fe'll of the l'uri tnns would have 

gone as far an Goodwin in holding tha.t heathens might pOflD-

1bly be saved without tho vr.ritten \lIOrd.4 

Good\nn ngrocd wIth his Puritan brothren that the 

liGht of the tlOrd io a more brilliOllt and adequate light 

than that of nature. which 1s indistinct. In a passage 

oU8Bostlve of the Cnt'lbridgo Plntonlats5 ho brings thin out. 

1. Ja.t'lCS Arm1nlun, tforko. Translated bY' V/l1liwn 
nichols, (Thomas -Baker, 1875), Vol. III, 1>.267. 

2. Wll11f.l.r.1 IInller. Tho IUao 01: puritcnlot:1. (lIevl 
York: Colucbin'Universlty Press, 1938), pp. 170 f. 

3. C f., T. F. Torranc 0, C nl vin' n Doc trina of JAunt 
(Luttcr\"1orth Preas, 1949), pp. 1:54 fr., i'oroiilvlnls vIew 
of !Jan' s b~lndnes8 nnd Parr:! Miller und T. It. Johnson, 
The puritans, (~ewYork: G. Allen, 1930), p. 51, for tho 
-"Slc11ur :PurItan view'. 

4. John Goodwin. Tho pllI,Jans Debt and Dowry. 1651. 
5. Of., Uatha.naoJ.: Uulvcnlol, 01' ·the tlght of nature 

A Discourse. Edited by John nro\~. (E31nourgn: Thomas Con­
ntablo. 1857), ~P. 20 ff. and Whichcoto. op.cit., nphor10ms 
4G-47. 
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"Tho truth 1s • • • the book of the Sa1"ipturo, is written to 

~crfeot that whioh 1s deoayed, blotted, and blurred 1n tho 

book ot'nnture, tlmt wc eight coce to tho knowledgo of God 

\',i th more oase. ,,1 IIo.ving nald this J he adds that for thoso 

who lack the book of Scripture, the book of nature, 1f stud-

ied, vdll teach men of God. God io tho nuthor ot both, so 

thoro 1s no disagroement botween thom. Ho haa written with 

!Iis own finger His own trutho within. tho heart and. oonsoionoe, 

c.nd. wi thout 1n the works of oreation. 

Thore was no doubt 1n Goodwin'n mind but tho.t knoW-

ledge of God .mny be had. .from na.ture. n • • • that whioh 

may be known 9f God, God hnth written it in fa.ir and legible 

characters 1n the worke of creation, nnd wi thnJ.l hnth civon 

them cyeaof r.eo.oon and. undo,rstnnding suffioient to ronde ,,2 
/ 

, 

lIe goca on to uae the Po.rnblo of' the Tnlento to provo that 

whoevor uses thOBO no.turnl a1gna und ab11ities, with which 

God has ~rovldcd over,yone, ann bo nnved.5 

Goodwin mnkoa frequent referenoes to the 'lnwor 

nnture' as well ns to the 'lisht ot nature.' Whother 1t 

10 In rogard to tho necossity for, tho hoathen to bolieve,4 

or tho necossity for subjects to overthrow a tyrannioal 

monaroh t 5 he nppeaJ.s to tho law of no. turc no vlell as tho 

1.' John Goodwin, A Being FillcdUlth the nulrlt, 
(Edinburgh: James IUohol, ieG7CC1ltlon), pp. 4I7Ef r~ 

2. John Good\l1n, Tho Divine Authorltr of tho 9ar1n­
turtle Annortad. 1648 •. p. TOo. 

Z • . Jolin Goodwin. Tho PaGMs Debt, and Dowry, lG71, 
11P. 27 ft. 

4. Ibid., p. 37. 
5 •. Johli Goodwin, Tho Obstruo~o~s ot Justioq, lG49. 

P. 4. 
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Soripturo. To hitl ·tho· book ot nature wa.s ns depondo.blo 

and true I1S the book of' Soriptures. The will nnd tho know­

lcdee of God oould be ~ound In both. The Sorfptures had 

the ndvo.ntnge of being pla.Iner end. fuller. lta.turo had tho 

advantage of beingnoaossible to nIl nlike -- believer and 

unbeliever, paean and. Christian. ArGUments from nnture 

could be used to suppl'cI:lent thoso plaoes,where the Scrip­

tures wore silent or ambieUous. Appeals oould be roado to 

the light and. the 10.w of n~t\U"e to those who did not knorl 

or belIeve the Bible. 

5. Trndition.-- The Puritano claimed that they 

looked only to the "cleere Word of God" for eu1dnnoo in 

r~llg~ous mattors. Aotually they were muoh core dependent 
~ ~;:r.~,',,-1I.,~ :'k'~;" .' ..... -r',~.:'~l,;:;:".>:' ,_;, , 

on' tradition than they aoknowlod6ed~ As we have soon, 

they interpreted the Scripturos largoly throueh the oyes 

of the Reformed tradItion, and they bu1lt thoir theology on 

tho sa~e foundntion. As a Puritnn, John.Goodwin had a 

great respeot tor tho Retormed tradItIon. lIe wnG too muoh 

or. an individual1st and n rationa11st to aocopt 1t unques­

tioningly or exclus1voly. Unlike most Puritans he oould 

quote trom the Greek Fathers as eas1ly u,s trom tho Reform­

ed wr1ters. Calv1n ond Chrysostom wore his two fa.vorito 

Dor1ptunU expositors. l 

At two points Goodw1n is closer to tho Anglican 

position thnn to that of most puritans. In the first 

1. John Goodwin. RodcIDEtlon Redeemed, (ed1t1on of 
1840), epistle ded1co.tor,y p. xv. 
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plaoo, he considers tho practioe of tho Iprimitivo' church 

of tho first three hundred years Bs more normntivo thun the 

~rnctioe ot Reformed Ohurches. \'lhen oonsidering tho doo-

trine of the perseveranoe ot tho otl.ints he useG this arBU­

ment: 

And for numbers o£ men trul~ holy and consoientious, 
doubtless tho prim1 t1ve Christians. :('01' throe hundred 
years tOGether nn~,upward9. next aftor ~he times of 
tho c.:pootlea, will fullY' bn.lnnoc. with an a.bunclW1.t 
surplussage, . both :for nwnbcra and troth of godliness, 
0.11 thoDe in the refomed ohurohoo, who sinoe Co.lV11t!9 
~ havo adhered to the con~on dootrine-of peroevcr­
anoe. l , 

In plead1ng for the doctrlno of universal redom~t1on ho 

cotlmenta. "this was the ecumenical acnao or the Christlo.n 

world 1n her pritlitlve and purest timos.u2 Secondly. he 

qucotions ,t~e. Infalllbi11tY' o;f tho ne.formnt1on leaders. 

• .', divers 1nterpretations ot norlptures. 08POO­
inlly in the old Testament, and of nomo in tho now, 
delivered by Luther, Culvin. Musoulus end other 
loarnod and Orthodox Writers ot that Centurie, nrc 
sunpeotcd. yea and more then sUspeoted, oven deteotod 
of misprision and mlotnko. by many' of the moot lcam- ' 
cd or thin tlge.~ . 

Good\'lin doan not, 800m. the use or uuthan ties :for 

he quotes freoly tram thom. He usual~ presents throe 

kinde ot nrgwncnto in hin works: 1. from tho $crlptu.rcB 

2. aooording to renson 3, Jud~ent of Christian writers. 

lIo oommcnto in one plnoe that in a oontrovernlnl pasSEl80 of 

Soripture whioh can be deoldod vdth tho help of the Sor1p­

ture and reason, it is bast "to hnve reoourse to the senao 

1. Ibid •• p. 243. 
2. lofU,. P. xv., epistle dedloator.y. 
3. Jolin Goo~wln, A Treat1se of J~~t~ti~~~, 1642, 

prefaoe to tho render. 
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and Judc;mcnt of the churches or Cllriat in nll ncoa. • • ,1 

Ho leavos tho Improsa1o~, however, that he quotes vnrioua 

wrl tors for tho "orthodox" V/ho require tho voico o~ au-

thorit1oa to provo tho truth of doctrines. In nn a.lmoat 

d10dnintul tone he com:::1onts in ndding n chapter 01 tll18 

various writers: 

For their sakea Who are atrnld,to bolieve any thine. 
what pregnanoy of grolUld ooovor thoro be to evinoo tho 
truth of it othor\'lico, 'but only who.t theY' kilOVl, or at 
least thInk, that m~ other men, ruld thoae Domownyn 
honourable in their night. have believed before then, 
I ho.vo subjoined this chapter ••. ,2 

Good\'11n Vias tJ1lX1oWJ not to be considered o.n innovator in 

doctrino or a dnn6orous horetic. In nearly 0.11 of his 

\"lorks ho takes Brent pains to provo tho.t his theologico.l 

d~dtrlrics nre ~noithor Barenie nor Dlasphomio, neithor 

soc1ll1ruli;8m~·n~~·~AminlWl18tle. no! thor error nor novel-

tie •• "3 • • 

G. Godllnoos.-- With its cmphasitl on Braoc, faith 

and election, Purltnnlem opposes tho idoa o~ works ns con-

tribut1ng towarda salvation. Good works nrc ioportnnt, 

hov/ever:,. ns signs o:C oalvo.tion. Ono of tho ~or8i9tent 

demands of tho Puritan movement VlllD :Cor coro godly ml11-

iators and n morc riGhteouo nation. EVen \'lith this stress 

on godlinoao. fow of them would hnve rainod it to tho ntntus 

of n theologicnl oriterion as docs John GoodwIn. 

1. John Goodwin. A Being Filled With the Snirit, 
(Edinbur~l: Jamon NIchol, editIon-of 186?), p. 33~: 

2. John Goodwin, Redcmptlo~ Redeemed, (edItIon or 
1040), p. G72. 

3. John Goodwin. A Trenti:,se of Jtlntlfication. 1642, 
profaoo to the rendor. 
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no used it 60 a prinoiple of Soriptural interpret­

ation. .7hcre Soripture vms mnblgu.ouB Wld oplnion dividod, 

thnt intorpretatlon whioh dld core to promote godlineso wns 

to be aooepted ns tho·oorroot one. He oloo uses lt 0.0 n 

test ~or conflicting theoloGical dootrinos. l 

For ho.vinB this tou.chstone bY' nn unerrIng hand 6i ven 
unto me, that the 60spel is a truth accordino unto cod­
lineae. 1.0., a systom or bod3 of truth, calculated and 
framed by God, in 0.11 tho veins and parto of" it, f'or 
tho oxal to.tio,n of COdlincss in tho world. I '\'Itls direot­
ed neroby. in thc cnne of dootrines und opinions, in­
compatiblo botween themsolves, to ovm and olonvo unto 
tho.t. us the truth, and comport1nc \'lith the gospel, the 
1'0.00 vlhereof VlUS in tho olearest and direotost cunner 
sot for the promotign und advanoement of' godliness 
amongst men • • • .w 

It does not replaoo the othor criteria. It only BUP'Plo-

menta them in onoo the o.thors 1'0.11; This crt terion of god­

liness' VIllS ·'important: in his opposition to the doctrin~s 0'£ 

imputed rlBhteousnoos and tho ~orsevornnoe of the saints. 

Qooduin felt th~t both tondca ~o load to Antlnomlnn1sc. 

flo ha.ve noted Good~'in' s n.f:tln1 ty to tho Co.:nbridBe 

Pla~onists in this strens on moralIty. ~he slDilarity cnn 

bo aoon in the :toot that one of '1hiohoote~s fa.vori to texta 

"rns ~1 tUD 2:11-12.3 110 thought it \'IllS tho essenOe of div-

1m ty. One or Goodwin's :f:avorl to texts vlna I Timothy (): 

3.4 

1. Cf •• John Goodw~n. Redemption Redeomed, (edition 
of 1040), p. 446, o.nd John Qooavlin, Tho Agreement and Dis­
tanoo Of Drethron. (edition o~ IG71). ~. ~O. 
· 2. JOM ~ood\l1n. Redemption Rodocr.1ed, (edition of 
1040), p. 363. , 

. 3. "For tho grooo of God that bringeth salvation 
hnth appearod to nll men, tonohine us thai. denying unGod­
liness and worldly lusts, wo should live soberly, righteous­
ly. ancl godly, in thIs prosent world;" A.V. 

4. "I~ any can teaoh othe~11ao. and oonsent not to 
\1holoDomo fIOrdS. oven tho words of our l,ord Jesus Chriot, 
o.nd to tho dootrine whioh is nocording to ~odllno9D:" A.V. 



97 

lIe oonsidered 1 t tho "touohstone" of tho Gospel. One di~­

~crcnce cnn be seen between Goodwin o.nd the ClU'.lbrldgo Pln-

tonists at this point. TheT commonly used tho moro phil-

osophic1l.1 term of Itvirtuo", while Goodwln used the mora 

DibllooJ. nnd po.storul. tam of "eodl1neas." 

7. ~orlonoo.-- Ono hintorinn hn~ characterised 

Puritanism as n movement of "Augustinian plety.nl Oertnin-
, , 

.. ly Puritanism had. a deep emotionnl strain in it. Perhaps 

thnt holps oxplain the oprincing up o~ vnrious mystical 

Becto, suoh as tho Soekers and tho Quakers, on tho edge o~ 

tho Puritan movecent. Thoro V1O.S n conato.nt a.ppeal to ex­

perienoe in Puritan vrrltlna and proaohing.Tho Puritnn 

:pro~ohor_ WaD to "teach nothing \'lhioh he 11a.cl not first toat­

cd in hie OVal e~orlcnee. and he Dunt teach hin people to 

subjeot all doctrino to tho tost of oxporienao. n2 This 

ompha.eia 011 oXJ)crionoe .was re1'locted. in an insa.tinbla 

demand tor davotlonnl nnd hortntor,y workn. 3 Goodwin's 

first books (and his poothutlOUD work on tho HolY' Spirit) 

floro in this ontegory. After he got oa.Ubht up in the 

ma.elatroa of theologioal dobate, Goodwin lett thin typo of 

writ1ng to others. Tho appoal to exper1enoe. howovor. is 

frequently referred to in 011 o~ his \vrltinco • . 

1. Perry lUllor, The ]levI ¥iil~la.nd. l.Und: Tho Saven-
teenth Oenttl!f' (110\,1 York: llnomiltUi. 19M). p. "4:'" . 

, 2. tl 110J:l Haller, Tho RiDO of Puri tnn1nm. (ItO\? 
York: Columbia University Presa, rUZe), p. 299. 

3. Douglns Bush. Englisll Li tero.ture in the 
'Earlier Seventeenth CentUij!600':1660. (Oiford: Clarondon 
PrODS, I~4Gl. p. 214. 
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Experienoe is seldom used by him ns an indopondent 

or1terion: usually it 1n used as corroborativo eVidenoe. 

The appeal is moro often used in hin writings incorporatinc 

BormoniQ material. For oxnmplo, in wr! ting (and prellchina) 

on tho author1ty o~ the Scriptures he says: 

So doc tho-Scripturos coopnsso tho hearts and soulD 
and oonaoionocn at cen round about, thorc 10 noth1ns 
in the inward ~urto of men, though nevor GO seorot or 
rotired. nnd thnt 10 hid from the beams of tho l1ght 
of them. They nrc na med1a.toura to bring men ond 
their hearts, men and their conscienoos tOGother: and 
to mako them aoquainted tho one ulth the other, vrllo 
befora 11"('d. as it were, at (). d1etnnoo. Wld hnd little 
knowledgo the ono of tho other. l 

Further on he adds tho oomment, r~ou ~our DelVes that henr 

ma thin dny, cannot (at loo.st 0. good part of you) but Giva 

test1mony, and that in your o~m e~~erionoo. of tho truth 
,,- --':;.; l' .. " , • ~ 'i~ - - .. " 4, < ,J-' > ~. 

" and oerto,1nty 0'£ thoso'-thi%l8s~ ,,2_ 

In disoussina tho dootrine of tho persoveranoe of 

the salnts he appeals to his own porsonal experienoe. It 

o.lso serves ns 0. fuir D\tmnlo.ry' 0'£ his thcoloeico.l cothod. 

-
-turos 

Thnt oompotont knowledge ,,[hleh God had. 6i ven me, 
of the genoral oourao ot the Serl~tures, together \nth 
the experimontnl knowledge I hud of mine own hoart, 
tho l'lOrldngs. roo.son!naa • lllld doba.tos thereof, sooond­
ed v11 th tha.t lone obsorva.tion vlhioh I hod cado ot tho 
spirits, prInciples, nnd w~a of mon in tho world ••• 
in matters of relig1on, 1n oonjunot1on wltn that 
l1eht of renson and understanding, Which I ho.vo in 
coemon with other con; these together. Vloro suffioient 
to teaoh co • • • vlhat dootrines t what opinions nrc of 
the riohest and most cgrdInl GYL'lpnthy and complio.noc 
,rlth godlinoss •••• 

1. Jolut Goodwin. 1ho DAvino Author! ty ot the Sorln­
Assorted, 1648, ~p. riG ~. 

2. IOld., p. 149. 

1040) • 
3. John Goodwin. Redor:lEtlon Rodeemod, (odition at 

pp. 3G3 :t". 



99 

D. Tho Uatura ot Truth 

1 ... ItB im;2orto.noe.-- John Goodwin thoucht that 

truth \1nS of tho greatest importanoe. I t Vias tho Bwnmun 

bonum. ' ~horo 1~ no sight so lovely, o.nd to.k1l18 to the 

eyes of all iD6onious and sinaere hearts, us naked truth • 

• • • rr1 For him truth V141S the link between God and cnn. 

It como ~rom God. " ••• truth ••• being nothing olse, 

intorpretativoly, but God himself, prepared of and by him­

self, for a bentlflonl union with tho understandIng, nnd 

from honco, with tho heart and nf£cations of men ••• 

fruth was man's greatest blaBsing and highest oalling. 

Uo.n wan mnde for truth. 

• 
,,2 

';' "Truth, or· God iSBUins and strea.minc; out his moot 
exoellont and 1nooa~rchenBlble nature and being, 

'.,' ~ .• \ 1s'o:f".'the :most:rmturoJ.. kindly, and sovereign 
o.ecotl.-:nou.o.t1on for the undorstWldingo of con, and de­
pondently hereupon, tor their hearts and affections 
0.100 t that enn be Imnglned.3 

Goodwin would havo henriil:r endorsed the otntomont of 

Eplnoopun nt the Synod or Dort, ns roported by Hales. 

"Ho gets c. Brant viotory that boing oonquered Guinn the 

truth. .Amicus Socrates t amicus Plato t ntl1ioo. sWdus. sed. 

mngis noion voritas. n4 

Since truth \Vus of' God, error was of Satnn. Truth 

was the highost go,od; . error tho groatest eVil. "The truth 

10. thnt error is tho, cront troublor 01" the world; It is 

•• 

1. JOM GoodwIn. C ertnin brief Observa.tions. 1644. p.l. 
2. John Goodwin, Rcdcmp£lon Redeemed, (eal~ion of 

1840 ), p. 3. , 
3 •. Ibla. •• 'P. 3. 
4.,'Jol'iiiIInles, Workup (01o.sgO\1, 17(",5), Vol. 111.]).'74, 

Letters. 
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thnt fountain of death thnt ioouoth and sondoth out nll 

thoso bitter wuters, and streams or sin and unrightoousness 

in over:! kind • • •• ,,1 ~horo wus one th1ng thtlt tludo 

error espeoially dangerouo. It brollt:,,:ht '111 th 1 t n soA ro-

tinuo of evils, suoh us the obstruotion of oomounlon with 

God and n dispos1tion to apostaoy.2 fhe evil and ntubbor.n 

nature of error. o.nd tho beauty nnd dlvinl ty of truth mo.de 

tho oxohnngo of error ~or truth tl hiGh moment in tho lifo 

of' any. individual. 

~he prinolpal tank for the theologian and preaoher 

vms the dlaoovor,y and oprending of truth. togother wIth the 

combatIng of error. John Goodwin olaimed that ho engugod 

in tho theologIcal controversies reluotantly nnd only be-
7.r~ .,",_ .• : ; .. ' ,,,! ".1,'j~. - '"""~. ~..4..>."~' "'1-:''; 1"<, '" : ': 

OQ.USo.
f of',.h1~vdeQP:dovot1on to·truth.3 He wa.s in tho middle 

e • 

of most of tho oontroversies of his nee t not boouune he 

loved oontroversy. but beoause he loved truth. 

2. fho. attaInment o:t truth.-- fho purau.I t of truth 

wan diffIcult and oostly, Goodwin believed. Truth VlO.S 

ne.1thcr obvioUG nor ellsil,- attained. "Truth in a ~ewe11 

whioh ly-es out of sight, o.s it \'Ioro, ·in tho bowols of mOllY 

roasons, men must senrch for it. thnt wil find it out •• 

fhis was cnpcc1o.1ly truo of npIrltuo.l truths. The lone 

histo17 of the differenco in ChrlntiW1 thooloGY wns proof 

that theoloa1nns m~ bring forth error o.s well as truth 

. 1040). 
1. John Goodwin, Rodemption Rcdecoed, (edition of 

p. 4. . 

• • 

2. IbId •• p. 7. 
3, 'IbId. 
4. Jonn Good\nn. Oertain br1ef Obsorvations, 1644, 

p. 1. 

4 
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from tho SoripturoB, if they a~e not approachod in tho richt 

m!UUlor.1 

Tho. task was Qndo mora diffioult b~ tho nature and 

stubbornness of error. Error ontera to the floah while 

truth ohaste~~ tho flesh. ~ho~ef'oro. it is painful to 6ive 

up error in 'cxcha.neo for truth. It is easier to turn to 

the orrors nt hond, thnn to go through tho costly procoss 01" 
o 

seeking truth.w 
• 

There nrc ulways customs and vested intor-

cats whioh are built on error. Most people prof'er to 1'0-

main in error rather than make tho eff'ort and adjustment 1'0-

quired by forsnkins error nnd following truth. 

It is n matter Q't flad oontctlplntion, to seo what 
eocmotions. tumults, and combuotiono nre prosontly 
ro.1sod 1n the minds '01" J;1on upon the birth of any truth 
into the wor1d, oonoern1nc,whioh there 1s the least 
.feal.ousy tha.ttin,oa.50~1t ahould'reign •.. it would rnak 
thom from their old customs: to sce What hurr,yines up 
and do\'lll:'who.t ollgt\8ing of partioD • • • who.t rOl:lbling 
over authors old und ne\'t: vthat 1noensine of A.uthor! ty; 
what straining of lilts. and oonsoienoes; uhnt ullchtlns 
of solId arguments; What evad1nc ot 8ubstnntinl and 
olear interpretntions of Scripture • • • what oasting 
abroad of cnluonieo and repronohcs; what misropresent­
ations of opinions; sayings, notIons; What shiftings, 
blondings. what oolour1ngs. what disBrnolngs. vmnt 
persecutIon; whnt nppoalincs to firo, DWOrd, prisons, 
bnn1shmont. contlsontion; and aJ.l to turn a. boom of 
'liGht c.md Glort into darknoss and Dh~e - to keop 11 
now-bor.n truth froD ruling ovor them. 

The entrenohed, obstinate, and satnnic oharacter of 

error made the atto.lnmont of truth 0. trying nnd oxnctinc 

1. John GoodWin, An EXvonltlon of Tho Ninth Chapter 
of tho Eniatlo to the Homwls, (editIon of 1035), p. 2. 
. 2. JoIlli"llo0 dwIn, Tho Divino Authority of the SorlE-

turen Assorted, lG4S', p. 3. epiotIc dedioa.tory. 
3 .. JOM Goodwin. Innooenoy und Truth trlum;nh100 

tOGether, 1645. preface. 
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art. for "truth never gets up into her throno" until her 

enemy error_ "is mado her footstool. ,,1 When to this WllS 

added tho eluBivenatnro of truth, tho strntegy tor arriv­

ill8<at truth took on grant·signifloanoe. Two 1nrlue~ocs 

led Goodwin to soe tho nrt of disputution ns tho best mothod 

for unseatinc error und establishing truth in its place. 

Tra.inlng in displltation had an important place in the 

oourse or study at Cambridgo While Goodwin was a student 
~ 

thora.~ Tho second influenoo in·that direotion wera tho 

\'Irl tingn of Jnoobua AoontluD. Goodwin wroto rut intro­

duction to the English ~ro.nslntion of Aoontiun' prinoipal 

work. in whioh he stated that he knew of no author ooopar­

able to Aoontlus·for "tenohlngthat dosirable and happy art" 

of comba.tting' Satnn. '·'i.~. .error.3 Utu'.lY' paS3o.ges :from 

Goodwin Bound ver,y muoh like Aoontlus. He must havo used 
• 

Ao ont ius , book as n manual in tho nrt and method of diA-

putntion. Tho theologian had to be skilled.in tho subtle 

dialeotios ot disputinG. for theologizing was essentiallY 

an endloss proCODS of debating. 

~hls approaoh to truth meant that Goodwin fnvored 

ratio1Ull. Wld peaceful moans of atta.ining truth • 

• ~ • Truth is not to be drn\~O out or tho pit 
whore she licth hid, by a long line of oalumnies. 

1. John Goodwin, A Treatino of JustIfIcation, 1642, 
protaoo to tho render. · . 

2. Cf., Dnvid Unseon, Tho Life of John Ul1ton, (Uno­
millan, 1059). Vol. I, pp. 232·t •• and 3. fi. UUIllneor, 
The universiti of OambrldGo. (Onmbridae: University Pross, 
IB44), Vol. I , p. 414. 

3. J. Aoontius. Dnrknoss .. Disoovered, (2d. ed. lG51). 
epistle to ronder. 
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" reproaohes. and personall aopcraiono upon hit1 who io 
supposed to oppose her: but by tho Bolden ohaine of 
Bolld demonstrations, and olooe inforonoes trom tho 
ScriDturcB. ~he reudiest w~ to over take her, 10 
to :follow nf'ter her in 10ve.J. 

~ruth could not bo ooerced or diotated •. it had to be won. 

It moant that each person hud to be his ovm theologian. 

Goodwin ''las flll individuo.list in his nppl:"Onoh. He 

."V/as ekoptioa.l of councils. assemblies o.nd Synods. Ho 

points out, for example, that tho revelations of tho Old 

~o.stC.tlent cwno not to ,tho So.nhedrln. but :to individuo.l tlon. 

Similarly tho Reformation oame not out or councila, but 
., 

from "noatterd and single stnrres.tlc;.t III nrguin8 for tho 

us'oful.ricss of all English trnnslo.tion of the Bible. Goodwin 

pointed, ,out that -."A"cood Wld. ll»proved Translation ·in the 
," -1 "'';' - <-< i ~ ,-, ,~.~ ;.. i;' ", >. - -",. .' ,. 

ha.nd"' of ~'plnln; Wid': yet~' ~cinB?1d.or11'18 mun.. .' Dorves hIm 

~n~tcad of a touchstone to tr,y the Do~trlno of ~s ~eachor. 

whether 1 t be gold nnd ailvor, or hoy and. otubblo • • • .,.3 

This individualistic, ratlonnliotio approaoh to truth was 

important ns n banis for Goodwin's demand tor religious 

tolera.tion. 

oostly. 

~ho l'Ul'suit of truth Wo.o not only diffioult, it ':to.B 
Goodwin know this from personal oxperienoe, tor 

it had cost him his reputa.tion, hiD popularity, and nlso 

his pulpit on two oconsions. To him, howevor, truth WWl 

worth all the huroh atntcmcnto, unfair naousntiono, and 

, 
'. R 

1. John Goodwin, A Trcntln6 of Justifioation, 1642, 
prefaoe to the reader. 

2. John Goodw1n, Theomax!n, 1644. 
3. John Goodwin, ~ho nIvlno Authority of the Scrip­

tures AS3crted, lG40, ~. ~4. 
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frequent abuses that he received in its service. 

• • • ~ruth delightoth 11 ttlo in tho t'onguen Qr 
countenances ot men, until sho hath scourod their JudGo­
monts, and set up her Throne in their understandings. 
nut this \'10 cnn \'lith all good nosura.nce, inform thee" 
oonoerning hor. that. \"loll understood, she vlill 'bonr 
~ mnnn oharges that ahall travel ~1th her throu~ tho 
world: though we must oonfeBs wi thnJ., thnt many times 
her oocpany is v0r.1 oostly. But whnt sho spends, in 
silver, aho ropnys in sold: and with tho rubbidge nnd 
minea of nons namos, triends, and fortunes, in the 
''lorld, builda up their Oonncienaoo \'11 th thnt penco, 
whioh pnoseth nll undorstandinc, and with that 301 
whioh io unepetllca.ble. and full of Blory.1 

3. Tho growth of truth. -- If arriving nt 0. sound 

theology Involved dIsputation botween rivnl thcoloCics, it 

meant an inoessant doba.to. for truth 1 s nlV1a.yG crowinc. 

How truths nre foravor being discovored • 

. 1'£ so grent and' considerable a'part of the world'en 
A.r!lorloa .0. • \'IQ.S, yot. unknowns to oJ.1 tho world bo­
sides,' ~ :Cor' DO ma,ny gcncro.t1ona;' tOBcther: vloll may 1 t 
bo conceived, not only that come, but m~ trutho. 
yen and thosa of maine oonoernment und icportnnoc. may 
bo yet unborne nnd not aomo forth out of theIr 
Mothers \'lomb <I mOMo' the Deoreta of the Soripturoa) 
to see the light 01' the, Sun •••• 2 . 

The pursuit ot truth is nn eternal quest. " ••• tho in-

finite und ondlesoa vnrietio ot tho riohes and trea~ura of 

the Soripturoo, nnd tho unkno\i.n abysso of truth there, ~3 io 

nover oxhnuated. 

01noc truth 13 oontinually ohtUll)il'l6. tho truths of 

today may beoome errors tomorrow, and the orro~9 or todny 

may be oonsidered truths tomorrow. lIe used this prInoiplo 

1. John Goodv/in, The Agreement and Distnnoe Of 
Brethren, (edItion of 167I). epistle to tlio rendor. 

'2. John Goodwin. A Trontiso of Justifiontion, 1642, 
prefaoe. 

3. Ibid. 
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to predict the future vindioation of his orm Idona. 

. • •• thoro nrc now many errors (erroneously so 
onllod)"1n the Christian World. which arc made o~ tho 
grea.test and ohoy-cest truths: yeo. nnd whioh (doubt­
leBse) \rlll be redeemed from their oaptivitio, and 
restored to their Thrones and Kingdomcs, by the dili­
Genoe, guifio and fn1thfulncsse at tho upproachlnc 
gonerQ,tlon. 

Good\"lln applied it in hi3 ori tiofoIl of Puri tOll demands for 

orthodoxy. 

• • • 'Wc swnllo\'l dovm. many of those cioprlo1ons and 
mistnkon in matter at Religion, whioh were found in 
our first Reformors, and touoh them for Doctrines and 
Orthodox truths. As it 1 t \'1ore not lawfull to thinke 
thnt there mo.y be more light in the o.irc when tho 
3unne is risen in his might upon tho onrth, then ~ere 
wus at the first dnv.rning and. breaking of the do.y. 

Goodwin' 0 view of truth VInS dyno.mio ra.thor thon statio. 

He wn3 oppoDod to t~e orthodox view of theology 0.3 n bod1 
.;,..' ""', \ '\ _l, ... ~ tee " ~~" ~ 

0 .. 1: fixed tru.ths. ~~o . ro~tlossnoas and continunll;r ohlUl8-

ins churaQter of hia thought re~lecta this. At ticea it 

led him to tho borders ,of skeptiCism., 

4. The unitl of truth.-- Tho p+ogreosivo naturo of 

truth did not moon. that t:z;"U.th 1 tnelf' wa.s 1mpert'oct. On1~ 

tllUl' a, approhension of 1 t \'rns imperfeot. Truth \Vns 0. por­

feet uni t~ for it. oQcas from God, and God \':0.0 not an author 

of' confusion but of order. The Bible nn~ nature spoko the 

samo truths.3 Tho Visible and invisiblo \'IorldtJ \'Iere In a. 

"rationo.l CorrespondcnoyU through tho~r oommon ori61n in 

God.4 Likewise all theologioal truths haa a. 10gio0.1 

1. Ibid. 
2. IbICI. 
3. JOM Goodwin. A Being Filled With the Spirit, 

(edition of 1867), p. 478. 
4. Ibid •• ~. 116. 
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oohorenoe one with anothor. Goodwin wns not a syatca 

builder" howovor" for his controversial 01 tuat10n led him 

to \"1ritc on only n fow points of theology. 

This boliof in tho lOGienl unity and coherence ot 

truth. hod two implica.tions in his thought. In tho first 

plnce, it made him \r.LlllD8 to expend groat offort on Gonll. 

subtlo points o~ theology, UD for oxample, the dootrino of 

imputed righteousness. He bolieved tho.t the 'Po.rtn ot 

theology wore DO intcrrolo.tcd thnt error anywhere tillS 

dW'l{toroua. This moant tho.t errors usually travel in 

"tribes and ftJ.r.lilles. u1 Seoondly, the bolief in tho inter­

rc1o.tedneso und logical coheronce of theology made hio dia­

oontented with the pnrndoxos of C D.l. vlnlsm nnd helped in 
, >, />-

o~uo:ini£ ~1~" to~'r~boi ~iiinst'i'oCortnln or ito dootrinoa. 

5. Th~ .trlun~h of truth.-- Good~1n had Greut faith 

in the u1 tlmnte trlw:lph ot truth. If civen a. ohnnoe truth 

\10uld o.lwnye triu..'1lph over error. II... 1 t is the nature 

and property or Truth,·hnvlng a oonvenient ti~o allowed her 

for tho oxpl01t, to deal with errors, ns Moses rod tumid 

Into 0. serpent, did by tho rods of' the ECYlltlnn Inohontom. 
~ 

When 1 t devoured theo. nw ~ruth cay be Wl'Populnr and hold 

only by n ~ew, or even one individual, but it t~ll ovent­

ual~ find n uny to vindIoato itself. 

Truth may have many Reasons for hor, thOUGh cRn1 
timos nho hath but tew friends. But Reasons, givo 

1. John Goodwin, A Troatise of JUstirico.t~o~, 1642, 
profaoe. 

2. John Goodwin, Tho Agroement and DIstanoe of' 
Brethron, (odition or 1671), cplotle to·tlio reri."dcr. 
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them time, will make ~r1cnds, nnd tho usurpation of . 
orror will oorum from tho 3udgomonts Wld understand1ngs 
01' men, whoi her nakednosse and filthinosso shnll be 
discovored. 

lle beiIovod thnt the truth af his av;,n dootrines wan 

no exceptIon. lle expeoted thoir triumph wi thin the ncar 

l'uturo. 

Uo:twithstanding wo nrc full or this belief a.nd 
oXpeotation, that.within the oompass ot u few years, 
11' not sooner, there wll1 bo as Breat a ohange in tho 
groatcnt part ,of tho present Opposers ot these our 
Dootrines. as thoro \'1o.S in Paul. whon tho Churohes of 
Judea. henrd this of him, UTho.t he whioh perseouted uo 
in t1mes past, now prco.oheth ~ho Faith whioh onoe he 
destroyed •••• n·(Gal.l:23.) 

Thin oonfidenoe in the oontlnun.l growth o.nd tho 

Delf-vindioa.ting oharaoter of truth cnused Goodwin to view 

differences of opinion and oven hcros7 with farlons horror 

thnn dId the Orthodox Calvinists. Goodwin saw tho variouB 

opinions not as n threat to ostablished truths, ns d1d they, 

but as o.1'orment vlhloh might possibly lend to growth in tho 

knovl1edgc of' God. 

l~ John Goodvdn. A Trentlno of Just1~1~ntlon, 1642, 
part 1. p. 100.' . 

2. John Goodwin, The Ar:roernont and Dlntnnoe of 
Brethren, (edition of lG7I). epfstle to tho renner. 



Chapter III 

From 

OALVINISM to ARUIltIAlIIflll 

ft ••• John'Goodwin hea.ded those, who f'1rnt 
broueht 1n Armininniom amone the occtariCB, for he 
was for l1berty ot 0.11 Borto. ff 111ohop Bumat. 



CUAPTER III 

FROM CALVIlUSU ~O ARUIltIAltIS1{ 

A. The Duncs for Goodwin's Abandonment of Culviniam 

.1. lni'luoneos.-- Tho theoloeY ot Culvin roiBllod 

supremo ~i1 England during ,the early- pa.rt of tho Devcntecnth 

oentury. .Anglioan and Purl tan nliko held cSBontl1ll1y the 

snrno Cn.1v1nlst doetrlno.l truths.1 Thero hnd boon [1, fOVI 

isolnted individuals, suoh no Fater Daro and Ul11inm Bar­

rett who ho.d dnred raiso thoir VOiOOD o.enlnnt the hnrnh­

neSD o~ double prodestination. but they ,'lore sternly ond 

procptly, rebukod. " ., lla~rGtt Vias :roreed to rcoDllt nnd. nOoro 

retlrcd.2 . ~.-" Suoh inoidents' only e~pha.slzed tho domlnnnt . 

sway of. Cnlvlnlam.3 In the :period of Goodwin's rosidenoe" 

nt Oambridge (1612-1627), CnlvlnlDm h~ nloost reaohed the 

heisht of 1 ts influenoe "in Englund •.. ~ood\'linl fJ oommont up­

on his. Indootrlna,tion. ,\'li tho CalVinism nt Oambridgo tlUD that 

ho wns "1"eel upon that '. b,roll.d whioh \-;~a OOtl:lonly prepo.r.od by 

f1lY brethren in·, the . mlnifJtry for the peoplo o:t tho lund, and. 

ohildren of God amongst thom. n4 ~ho CalVinist thcoloBY . . 
\'las the one thine on which nll groups vl1 thin tho ohurch 

1. O£., A.. Dakin'" CDJ:vinimn.(Duok\'lorth, 1940), 
pp. 66 :f., nnd~ A. \1. l~nrriaon •. Annlnlnninc, ' (Duak"worth. 
1937). p •. 122. -- : 

2. C:r.; . A' •. tI. lIn,rriaon, , op.alt •• pp. ln2 :r • 
. 3. Tho1noident conoorn1u8 Burrett lad to the drc.\7-

1ne up of .tho Lambeth Art101os whioh wore moro rigidl~ 
Calvinist than the ThirtY-lune ArtioloD. 

. . 4. John Goodwin. Redemption nedoc~edt (edition of 
1840),.:P. 1. 

109 
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Vlere united.1 ~he ruliJlB monarch, James I, wns Q. otnunah 

Oalvinist. The univers1ties tnught it .ns the true protest-

nnt theology. When to this \10.0 ndtied tho trlUI:lph of Co.1-

vinism nt tho 5ynod of Dort. Armln1on1em Deemed dena. beyond 

resurrection. Yet, wi thin 0. revl yea.rn, Armln1o.nlsm V/o.a to 

become"the ruling theology, ovon i1' it wore not the l'opulnr 

one, of the Church ot ·En8lnnd.2 

Some ot the' same innuenoos "lhieh were undemlnl118 

the dogmatio bo.sis of C nl vlnintl must hc.ve hnd. Dome effeot 

on John Ooodr/in. lIle Purl ton1stl would keep h1m i'roa goillg 

tho way' of the Ancllccn Armlnlnns.' lIe W0.8 to travel 0. 

different route and. arrive nt n difforent kind ot Amlnion-

10m. Nevertheless, he must hnvereoolvod tho firnt lean­

ings' In ·thnt direotion ~rorn the, sa.'TlO 1n1"lueno eo whioh huaten-

od tho oonversion of mOllY' 01' tho Anl;llcans to 1m Aminion 

position. 

Onc of those 1nfluenaos, 't/tlS tho Synod ·of J)ort. 

For this "momentous Armininn oontroversy was 'regarded by 

£ngllsbmon ns almost Q domest10 problem, and it arouned In 

England reactions unCI. currents of thoUBht whieb v/ora to be 

1. Thoro was, of courDO, 0. differenoo botween 
A.nl;llaanD nnd puritans in their attitude to\'lClrd Cal.yiniom. 
~he AllB11cnno aocepted only the doctr1no.l. system. Tho 
purltnns noooptod O,nlvin1ot'l in toto, Inoludll18 doetrl110, 
:polity. d1scl:pllno. ,and. lIturgy., 

. 2. \i.' X.' Jordan ~hc Development' of R011(}10US 
Tolorll.tlon in England, (Allon tJ.l1.iI UnwIn, I13(,) ,wolf II. 
p. "11'1: tIThe li18ro:trnttto110 lJartYl1a.S never in our por1od 
tloro then on Inslen1flcnnt tl1norl ty in the Church ot Eng­
land end would probnbly have had negliGIble inflUenoe 
withIn tho Churoh' ha.d- 'It not boen;tor the :ro.ot that 
throU8hout tho ro1cn ot Chnrlcs I they wera in :rim alli­
anco with tho C rovm.. rt 
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ot the greatost importo.nae. ,,1 Goodwin must ho.vo beon es­

peoinll~ interested. in ito llrooecdings, for tho l{antor 0:1: 

Queen' IJ ColleGo, John Do.vonont, wan a. dclcento to tho Synod.2 

Perhaps tho events at Dort ~lnntod the flrnt secds of doubt 

in Goodwin's ninde Jolm ncl.cs llrobnbly \Vlln not tho only 

Enel1shtlan who vias lod. to any 'good-night to John Culvin' 

by what ho.ppened in tho Cal vinist-Armininn oontroversy in 

nolland. !rhero wore two nnpeots of Dort which munt have 

in1"lucnood 0. man like John Goodwin as \'toll ns John ltalcs. 

Goodwin, along with other EnBllshclon. learned. tor 

tho first tIme. from the Synod of Dort thnt Culvinism had 

been seriously quostioned by devout, sincere men. It 

cust have etlde him Ilwo.re of the existenoe of 0. reo.sono.blo 
,'. 1 -' -"0_ , I' 

a.lterno.tIve to" the seem1~iy harsh dootrines of an 09al-

:tied Cnlvin1sm.3 !rhis 0.1 teI."l'Ulti vo must have ho.d. no Ilt-

traction for n man of.Puritnn oonvictions such as GoodwIn, 

c.f'ter 1 t hod boao~e ~~·~0~>1~t~cl' ~11 til the via m~dlD.' betweon 

Qcnovn and Romo fol1ovled bY' A.ngllcnn II1eh-Qhurchrnon. In 

an obvious referenoe to tho dilemma caused bY' this slt­

uation, Goodwin wrote of this brond of Cnlv1nlAI:1 \,11 th whioh 

he had beon fod: 

• • •. the reverend and high esteem I had of manY' 
of those \'tho prol!o.red. it, nnd :tcd.upon it thot1sclvoo, 

. <, 

1., Ibid.,. p. 3~. "'," 
2. lly: nis,1"requent l:'eteronooa to the deoiolonn nnd 

hplnlona expros:Jcd thoro,- Goodwin dlap1Q¥S tlll intima.te knoVl~ . 
ledge.ot the prooeedlngs of the,> Synod of Dart. 

3. John Tullooh',Rational Th0010]f and Ohriotinn 
Ph110DO~ in ~lnnd in ~he'~oveti~eon!lj ontg§i. (Edin­
burGh: ' 11um13 noktlOod. Is?;;!), Vol. It p. 2: "Al'min-
1anism beaame tho spealnl nnd ~oroal outlet for all this 
mental unea.slneaa in rro~ostc.ntlsm.n 
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in oonjunotion T/i th thoso harder thoughts whioh I \'/0.0 
oooaoioned. by some unduo oo.rriQ.BoS in OWlY of those 
who'11ved. upon brand of another mouldillG • • • togother 
\'11 th n 1"0.\,1 and ill-digosted conoei t I had. thnt thore 
uas no bottor or loso-offens1ve brand to bo had from 
any hand whatsoover, provailed upon me to content my­
self' thorel'll th for Q. long timo. though not Yll thout 
Dome reGret of diaoontontcont o.lso ~/ith It.l 

After Angllonn Ar.mlnlnniam had boon dofeated by the ruritnne, 

Armininnisc munt have bcoo~o 0. morc nttr~otivo nlternative 
-

tor Gaodw~n'srcetl~ssnoss under the yoke of Cnlvinism. It 

was poss1ble now to be an Aroininn without boi~B n HiGh-

Churchmnn and 0. royalist. It was to take only an inoident 

to lend him fUll~ to aooept this Arminlnn o.ltcrnntlvo. He 

could now abandon his Oo.1v:tnlot theoloey w1 thout a.bo.ndonill8 

his Purl tnnIs:n. 

30cond~. tho extremlty of' somo of tho 'statements 
-9" • J" .; ~, ..;'" .: .. • 

of tho CalvInist mUjorlty nt Dart aust hnvo dIsturbed tho . . 

nindD of m~ Englloh.'Uon ttho :pro1'orrod 0. milder tom of Co.l-

vlni~tl. 

critioal of somo of tho atntomonts. 2 " t 
The hnr~h treatmont 

A_ ~" 

Clvcn the Rctlonstra.nto during und utter tho 3ynod tluot l1a.ve 
> -- " •• -,'\ • 

hud n similur effeot. Thin micht not have made much of an 

itlpro:uJion onth~' Ane1'I,aa.n lIiah-Ohurchmen \'rho \'lerO just ns 

uncocpromsing in t~~'ir do;"und for uniformity,3 but n Clore 
, r, ". 

. -
'1. John Qoodvdn, Redemption Redeemed, (edition ot 

1840), p. 1. 
2. A. W. Harrison, ,The Bep,innl~~8 of Arm1nlnn1sm. 

(University of London,~roas, 1926), pp. 34G f. Ilso cortain 
warnings a.bout handling such fourtulopinions oparingly and 
prudently. wero iDSUO,d. ~y: ',them in their report to tho Synod, 
.~:r~~ The Ool.lelIlatSuffrn,ge of the Divines 01' Grant Drl titUlo, 

6w. 3. A~ \'I. Harrison, Arminlo.nimn. (Duckworth, 1937), 
• 97: "The irony ,of tho,',~fEUlltlon lay in the fact that whilo 

~omonstrant prell-OhOrD v/orc" boI1l8 hunted down in Holland, tho 
English puritans rogo.rd.od that oountry as 0. harbour of re~o 
from tho perseoutions of Jamos I. If , 
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tolernnt person liko Goodwin L1unt have 'bcen'*opelled by it, 
o, 

ns he was lutor by :Puritnn Calvinistio intol,or~co. With 

his ra.nk1ndlvldun11sm. GoodwIn Vias, in ~v ~ri.~o.\ "inherently 

suspicious of' 3yno~. Ho wanted ". • • botttnf~ cV"J.d'anco 

agnlnst 0. v/ay. or opinion, then 01 thcr VOX papuli" or ~ 

SYn0d~, baiore I consent unto, or contrlbuto hny thIng to­

'\'Iardn the,supprossion of oithor ••• rrl The'rnethods ond. 

demands of rIgid orthodox Calvinism, 1"lr'st Inllolland, then 

in Englrmd, aust have boen nn Im-portnnt fnctor'in leud1115 

GoodwIn out of Calvinism into the mo.ro tolerdnt, pastures of 

Arminianlcll. 

Thero wore nore subtle influencos at work on Good-
" 

win undormln1nghio Oalvinism. lIis ftlDli11nr1 ty tilth Chry-
, 

sostoc and 'other Greek Fathers, who ante-dated AuguBtlnc 

and his doctrine of ~redeGtlnatlon. must hnvo plaoed doubts 

in hIs mInd about tho infallIbility o:r Ca.lvinism. ED:rl:r 

in hin caroer. GoodwIn seems to-have had a liklnc ~or these 

l1ritlngs·. He t:lont probably beoame ~runl1iar \'11th their 

'\'lorks whilo nt Conbr1dGe.2 Goodwin also developed n lik-

ing for certain h~~anlGt writers which ~urther loosened the 

hold of CalvInism upon him. lIe fleemed espeoially indebted 

to Acontius n.nd Grotiua, both o~ \vhlchbron.thed n. difforent 

l.John GoodwIn, The Inexousableness of t~D.tGrnnd 
Accusation o~ the Brethren, ociIlc~-Irit1!ElIo6~a. I~4G. 
- 2. There Is stIlI at 'lueen' a Col ego a aot of tho 
works of Chryooatom that wore thoro whll.o Goodwin was in 
residenoo. . Thin was one ot the first or the Greek worko 
to'bo:~rintQd'1n-Englo.nd. Douglas Dush. ~119h LIter-

ture in the ;Earlier Seventeenth Centu lmrO-I666. 
Oxford: aren on Press, , p. u • 
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sp1r1t, 11" not 0Jl ent1rely d1frerent theology, from the 

o rthodo:c C nl v1ni sta .1 

\11 thin Pur1 trm CalvInism i tF2elf thore \1tl~ Do dynW!l1c 

sp1rl t fll'ld exuberant vi tnl1 ty that led r.lllllY' of i tis adher-

onts to plunge into the soan of heterodoxy. The"re flOre 

thone Purl tans whoso "very enthusiasm or ap1.ri tUn(1l"eolingff 

mnde t}lem question dootrines "which scemed BO hll~h Ill'ld Wl-
I 

ohrist1an ... 2 Other Puritans did not stop to oon~ldor the 
l, 

logio of the1r CalvinIsm, but carried ParItnn130'd prnot1-
\, 

cal 1mp11oations and evnneolistio zeal to suoh an bxtent 
I 

that they lott Calvinism behind. 

Host or the core respeota.ble trould, of oourse, stop 
fnr short of on::; of the hereaies, Aminllll'l, ontlnomic.n, 
..\rinn or what not, tJhieh ma.rked the 'fIItJ:3' that led to 
deism, tho religion of nature, domoeracy and all that 
~ollowed thoreaftor. But their zeal for bringing 
souls to God ma.de them lend tho people no l1ttle dis­
tanoe on that wa.y."3 

John Goodwin \1na not' tho k1nd or man to stop short. IIo 

easily o.nd n.'l.tura.lly coved on boyond CnlVin1am. 

Thoro seems to be little doubt, but that Goodwin 

'"lo.S from tho beginning on wlensy C 0.1 vin! nt. In speakIng 

1. Jacobus Aoontiu3, Diot1onn~ of Nutlono.l Bio­
~rn'P!!'I' 1005, Vol. I. Aoontius -nnua een otyrecr IrlfU1, 
Jooin Cll, o.nd even Doist. r, GrotlUB 1s l1kcwitJO dlfflcul t 
to olaaa11"y, thoUi~h not DO heterodox as AcontiuD. 
w. K. Jordan, op.cit •• Vol. II. pp. 344-340. 

2. John TUlioch, 0n.cit., Vol. I, pp. 9 f.: "They 
rel t there Quat be n flaw Bomer/hero 1n n syotem whioh. how­
over consecutivo, terminatod in suoh results •••• It wan 
inev1table. thererore, thnt 0. reaot10n • ~ • was 0.11 the 
more likely the core thin dootrine had touohed tho nnt10nnl 
life of 0. people and beoome ana of its mainsprings of 
aotion. The very stimulus which it thun gave to the re­
ligicus and moral oonsolounnens waR nnro in courao of time 
to 00.11 forth oppoal tion." 

3. W1l1inc Haller. The RiDe of l~rttnnlsm, (New 
York: Oolwnblc Univeroi ty Press, ft)38)'; p. "TI2'. 
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of his Cc.lv1n1ot diot on whioh he \'{US ted, ho "/rote: " ••• 

I found. it ever and Ollon cro.vo11Ah in r.ry mouth. und corrod-

ing c.nd. :f'retti~ in my bowols. nl It took only time and 

the opportW1i ty before he \,lould mnke a. complete brenk '11 th 

C o.l. vini sn. The occasion cnce with nn attaok on Goodwin's 

orthodoxy by Q. former membor of hi A ohurch. Thirt youn.g 

man, Sru:luol Lane, accused Goodwin of nrno.chine Amlnian-

i8%:1. 2 Instead of a reply to 1.Jnno t Goodwin ccme out sover-

0.1 yoarg lo.tor with 0. full defense o~ Arm1n1nn1am.3 Those 

o.ccuoations ho.d forced Goodwin to rc-oxo.mine his own posi­

tion and he d1soovered, to the surpriso of fov! of his con­

tempora.ries, that ho baloncod in tho Arminiun ruther thnn 

the Co.lvln1ot :rold. It ma.rkod a. defini to oha.n(;o in Good­

win's 111"0 nnd thought.4 

Thomo.a r Jackson •. Goodwin' B blogru'Phor, looks on 

thio evont no n conversion to Armlninnism and do.tes tho 

oonversion in 1650 When Goodwin wrote his RcdemEtlo~-

deemed. It io true that this io the point n:t wh10h Oood-

\'lin openly renounoes C nlvlnit1D anel freely noknow1edees hiD 

Arminl nn1 so , but Jnakson'n po~1tion overlooks two 

1. John Gooel\'lin, Redemption Redeeme~. (edt tion of' 
1840), p. 1. 

2. Samuel Lane. A Vindication of Free-Gruoe, 1546. 
3. John Goodwin,' nedemption Redoemed, ( ear'€10n of 

1040), p. 2. . .. 
4. John Hunt, Religious Thour.ht in ¥Slund, (stro­

han nnd Co., 1070>, Vol. r; pp. 251 ~. "It[i liurd for uo 
to oonooive hoVi gront 0. thing this wa.a .tor a aOJl in Good-
\unto posit1on. Aroiniuniom had been idont1~ied with the 
eoolesiastioal extravaganoe of Laud. Calvinism wns re-
garded no tho strcneth of puri to.nism. Amlninnlsm waB 
another nome 1"or tyranny, and for 0.11 that vms slavinh nnd 
obsequious to the 'poY/ore that bel" 
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feats. 1 Good\nn first openly attaoked tho Calvinist doo­

trine or predestination two years ear11er 1n his ~~~~ Auth-
~ ori til of the Scriptures Asserted." Goodwin "0 oonversion 

was rea.lly a graduo.l.. and not Q. sudden one whioh CQuld be 

pin-pointed on a certain dnte. In his oh~lcnge to Good-

~in several years previously, Lane had stated: "It both 

hath beon often noknoi/lodged by Q. known camber of Mr. Good­

win'a Ohurch that about soven years, he preaohed tho snme 

matter, and that then dlverso able divines of tho CIty did 

affirm to Yr. Goodwin tlmt ho preaohed Armlnlunlsm."3 

Goodwin's OI'thodoxy had. been uncler suspicion trom' 

the ver,y beg1nning of his mlniotr,y in London. In 1638 

and 1639 Goodwin UaB reprimanded by the bishop of ,London . 
~or disturbing tho ponce of tho oh~h and "perplexing" 

"peo'Ple's eiude by preaohing "over-nioe ouriosities.,,4 By 

1640 he had been attackod, in a book written against him, 

as 0. Sooinio.n. 5 ,Yheu Goodvlln entered tho J)ublio arcnn of' 

debate in the press at tho beBinning of the Puritan revo1u-

1. John Wesley in the prol"noe to his edition of 
John Goodwin's Trent1so o~ JustIfication, (1763), refers 
to him as n "firm end zeiilous Ciilvln!atlf at tho time. 
Jordan 1s core accurate in referring to Goodwin Q.R hnvinc 
"prooeoded gro.dually from Cnlvlnist10 orthodoxy to an 
essent1ally Arcinlan position." lie u~es the date of 1647 
o.s a.bout the time when "Goodwin threw oft the GomoYlhat 
tattered cantle ot Calv1nistio respectability to explore 
heroioally the vnot aons of dootrinal heterodoxy." 
W. X. Jordan, op.oit., Vol. III, p. 402. 

2.John Goodvlin. The Div1no Author! ty of tho ScriE­
tures Asserted, 1648. pp. 169, 201. 
P 3. Samuel Lane, O~.D1t •• prefaoe. 

4. \i111inm Laud,he \lorks of ~11lliatl Luud, Ed.! ted 
1n the Library of Anglo-CatfiolIo T!leology. 1053, Vol. V. 
PP. 356, 362. 

5. George Wulker, Sooiniunlnme, 1640. 
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tlon, the tempo of attaok and the assortment of epithots 

throvr.n at him Increased. In the year 1646, the nrch-dcfond-

or of Prc9byterian orthodoxy. Thomas Edwards, heaped upon 

hIm an Impress1ve and slanderous lInt of heresies, "Thero 

1s Oretensio. alins'Uastor John Goodwin, n oonntrou9 Scot­

ar,y. n oompound ot Socininninme. Aroininnismo, L1bertIn1omc. 

Anttnominn1omc, Independenoy, Poper,y, yea and of Soopti­

oiomo. as holdine somo opiniono proper to oach ot these."l 

To shoVi tha.t he vras not alone In this jUder!1ent Edwa.rds aiI.d .. 

cd this oom.mont of another "learned dIvine." 

• • • A Roverend and learned Divine of' another 
Ki nsdome. hearing hIm prny and proach, gave this 
judgemont of him before he turned Independent, tha.t 
he had heretioum IngcnIum, his genius seemed. to bo 
~or Error, and aD some men disoover a naturall in­
clination. and a d1eposition to onc evIl1 more then 
another, some to theft, betna gIven more to steallUS. 
some to lyIng. 00 Is Unnter GoodwIn to Bcrcoio and 
Error, seems to bo mado for n llcrotlck. 2 

Goodwin'n positIon In hiB f'lrot theologionl de­

bnto ~oflcctod n tendenoy toward an Armlninn positIon. 

The doctrine of l~puted righteousnosn wan not one of tho 

rive points of the Arm1nlan-Cnlvlnist oontroversy. but it 

WIlS olosely asnocinted with 1t. Tho rojeotlon of the 

imputat10n of Christ's righteousneos. no was Goodwin's 

cnsc, VIas generally from an Amininn Vlovlpoint.3 When he 

was ohallenged in the matter, Goodwin 1lkcwl~o defended tho 

1. ~homas Edwards, Gangrnena, 1646, part III, 
p. 114. 

2. IbId., p. 115. 
3. n. ~. Fro.nks. ''Imputat10n''. ~9~1~edin of Ro­

l1p-lon and EthiCS, ed. James Huntlngn, r. Vol. VIt. 
lHt:l1nm cunnlnehrun. IIistorloal ThoolO¥., (3:rd od •• Edin­
burgh: T. and T. Olnrk, 1870), Vol. I , p. 49. 
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doctrino of universal rcdc~ptlon. Thl s mur]ced only tho 

tinal sto.go on his pi16rimo.ce from Cnlvlnlru:l to Amln1anlsm. 

2. Q.alvil1illJc Gave 0. dlnto.x:tcd o.Q!!.~_~ptioll c!':.r~,. -­
It 18 eirr.nitionnt thnt tho starting ~oint for Goodwin'o 

opposition to the oentral Calvinist dootrtno of double pro­

dostinntion was not 'tho nnnertion 01" mWl'" freedom, but the 

n1'flrmation of God l tJ lova,. Grace fund MOroy. To him this 

dootrine "Inn "moot unworthy the J:loot excellent natur~ of 

God, und at I"lnni1't'HJt dcfiru'lOC \11 th ~llndry hls groatoot 

Attribl1tes nnd Perfootion; no, viz, Vii t'4<lt')m , HollnotHl, I.forcY', 

Justioe, &'0",1 Thin it'4 brql.lght out clnarly in hlD flrat 

statement reJeotiI~ th1~ dootr1ne. As wnn oommonly his 

practioe, he usos n parable to sct forth his position. It 

io v~rth quotinc nt lenGth, 

As it a Ki~ haVing oaus'd n mans leggs to be out 
of ••• yet i1' ho should urG'e, prosfJe end poroVlc.do 
.nuoh n mtln 0.8 thin • • • to runne n ro.oo \"11th those 
thnt hnvo their liebe, and nro tI\'li:f't of :root, and 
should 'Protn1~e hIm, v.rith rno.ny exprossiona of love, 
exceedIng great re~ards, if ho wotud ~ •• oome nn 
soon to the goo.l, as they that runne \'l1th hie; this 
would be a oarr1u5c favouring more of n bloudy and 
unmnn1ikc Innolcnol0 over this ~oor wretoh in hiD 
m1s0r.1, than of any ronll affeotion, graoe or respeot 
to\'1nrds him, or of any desiro of hi!! Bood: in 11ke 
connor to conoeive that God npplioth h1mael!' w1th 
such covine ond melttng oxprosnions of moraY'. tonder­
no~~o of bowels, love, gruoo, bountY'. &:0. towardo hin 
orontllre, COll, as the Soriptnre from pln.oo to plnoe 
ccphntiCnl~ nooorts thut he doth , •.• promis1nc un­
to them lIfe, and gl0r.1, and tho groat things of tho 
world to como, if they will beloove, ropent and turn 
unto him: and yet to ouppoao withull, tha.t theso rltl.fl, 
to whom he mn.koth thoso rioh and owoct np01Ico.tlonD 
of h1moolf. nre wholly dostitute of all power to doo 
what he reg.ulres of them • • • 1s to roprooel'lt tho 

• 

1. John GoodWin, The Agroement and Distance of 
Drethrru:!. (edition ot 1671),- p. 6. -,. -.--
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glorioua God in ~isgrenteat exproaolono of mercy rund 
C;rnoe. and love unto the \'lorld, ro.thor un lo.ughlng the 
world to soorn in that grent misor,y wherein it 1s 
plunged, then ns n God any ~aio8 truly doslrnun, or 
intending to relieve it •••• 1 

It io not tho lnjuot1co dono to humtm nature in thto doc­

trine thnt novon Goodwin, in the first 1notnnoo. to rejeot 

it. It is rathor the distortion of tho chnraotor of God 
<;) 

in his relationslrlp to man thnt lends hie to oppone It.~ 

He v~oto against those nho "1c~s1no thnt they see suoh n 

face o£ God as thIs, presenting it 'gel~ in tho Glasne of 

tho Gospol.n3 Good\'/ln thought tho Culvln1sts made 01: God 

n hypoorite and tyrunt.4 

Goodvnn does not stroDs tho limits of God's denl-

1ucsWith mnn, in his ccthod of saving mon. 

God's way 1s ona or ~eoonailintion and lova. 

Ho believes 

tt. • • hio 

nothod und doeigno wns, first. to nlny thnt enmity 1n their 

naturae ue,ninnt him, to reduoe them to terms or ~riendship 
and love •• ,."5 One of Goodwin's favorite texts in 

1. John Goodwin. The Divine Anthoritl of the Sorin-
turoD Asnortod, 1648. p. EO. -.. -- . -.. . .. 

2. Proderick Flntt, nAr~iniuniom", Eno~lonedin o~ 
ReliGion und Ethios. ed. Jf.lOOfl Raat1ngn. l'.)(58.~ol: It -
rrots as one 01' the two btl'sen of Aminiun opponi tlon to 
CalVinism, "The restless tUld dotl1nnnt demund tor OClui ty in 
tho Divine proceduro ., •• '. It contended, therofore, thnt 
I!loro.l prinoiples and lawn consistently condition tho mon­
tlnrd c.otlv1tlcs or tho Divino will •••• It 

3. John Goodwin. The Divino Authority of tho norlE-
turon Asnertcd. 1640, p. IGU. ,- .. 

, 4. Arminius made tho samo oritlo1sm. " ••• it 
ImputeD hypocrisy to God, us it, in His exhortation to ~nlth 
addressed to such, He requires them to bolieve In Christ, 
whon, howover, He had not not· forth fl.n Q. ~o.viour to them, 
tho saVour of lito Wlto life. • • but as the savour of death 
unto doo.th, 0. stone of of'fonce, for 0. oause ond n ~ip'~ which 
t:ln:y be apo1:on against." JtJJI1ea Aminius. Works. Translated by 
i11111ru:t :rricnolo. (!rhomns Dakar, 1875). Vol. 111, p. 313. 

5. John GoodWin, The D.1vill~_!ut.h~~i"'!y- o:r t~e clo ... ri12-
turca As~ortcdt 1640, p. 190. ---_ .. _.,---
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this re{~nrd. was. " • • • God \111S 1n Chrint, reoonoiling tho 

Vlorld unto himoclf' ••• ft (II Cor. 5:19). He thow;ht of' 

God's approaoh to nan tlR n ruler offoring n treaty ruther 

thnn o.s fl soverei,;n cxercioine hin a.b~nlutc rule ovor his 

subjects, whioh Calvlnior:t seemod to any. 

Now God hnvill,!,~ thus put. hinself. ns it \';ore, in 
Christ, thuD prepared nnd. wrought for his deo1gne. • • 
in him he comes forth, inv1toD the world to n tren~. 
end offors rich and r,ro.CiOllO tartut of love and 'Ponoe, 
which are moot o:r:rcctua.1l fUld likely to tnko tho world 
off froI:l their ha.tred Mel cnm1 ty ~n1119t him, nnd to 
bring Den over unto him in love. • • • by proposing 
and promislne unto them 0. free pardon of 011 their 
sinnoD • • • as purohn8od by Ohrint, rea~ for them, 
if they "/111 love him, and d1savow and nbondon, that 
si~les~e 1n

l
thelr henrta nnd lives. which nrc 

enm1ty to him. 

Goodwin thought the Calvinist dootrinOD made of God n 

heartless tyrant, . whorollo hc was in rOll11 ty n loving ruler 

1ntcrnated in o:rter1nc ponce to 1119 robellious subjects. 

Goodwin wus not so much conoornod to l101t the 

sovereignty of God ns to relnte it to God'a love nn~ right-

cousnOSB. God is tho soveroign ruler over his oro~t1on, 

but he rules in meroy ond goodness. 

Though it be not to bo donled, but thnt Ood hath 
nn absolute sovereienty and lordshi~ ovor his creature 
••• yot it 1s an hor~iblo ind1rr,n1ty and affront put 
upon him, and no lesn thnn n. oonstructive denin1 of 
his inflnito graoe, goodnoss. mercy. bounty. love, &0., 
to afflrm that he exorcioeth or ndministorcth thIs 
sovoreignty and power upon tho hardest terms, o.nd 
most grdevouo unto his oreature that oan lightly bo 
i!Iln.C1ned,-- •• whIch, notwithstanding. they o.fflm. in 
effect. who muintain that trom oternity he loft. or 
purposed to leave, the far groatost part of hin cost 
oxoellent oroatures, mon, to eVerlnst1ng mlsor,y o.nd 
ruin, \7lthout any possibilIty or makIng un escape 

1. Ibid., pp. 190 f. 
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there1"roCl.1 

Goodwin never Questioned the omnipotence of God. 
. . 

Ho only believed 1t to be lim1ted by other attr1butes 01" 

God. This moant tor him, that God's power 10 not absolute. 

It is not 1n God's po'wer "to lie, deoei va. oppross, or do 
CO) 

ony other th1ng most \Ul\1orthy of him. "to. \"11 th hiD rntiona.l-

lotle bent, "Goodwin cave an espeoially large plnoe to God's 

trisdot1 in llml tiIl8 his pOYlor. "For he that io oc.n1potent 

must needa be omnipru.dent aloo: and. he that i8 omnipru.dent 

oannot do any thing in the least degree repugnant to the moat 

ri5id and striot prinoiples of tho most perfeot ~isQOC and 

prudence that is."3. An irn~ortnnt application ot this wan 

made:by him to limit Ood in his relations with can • 

• • • it boine contrary to tho lo.w und rules of true 
v/iodom. or of that In1."lni to w1sd.orn whioh rulcs In God, 
tor him to not Ctowo.rd~ hin crec.turco, a.t least ordi­
narily. 1n oppoaitlon to those natural and esscnt1al 
proportieD and ir1noiploG whioh himself hath planted 
in them .' • • • 

In regard to su.lvntion. it rnCW'19 tbo.t even in the ciraouloUB 

oonvcrsionD God's graoe 1s not ooercivo. God'n power is 

restrained by his wisdom 1n suoh n w~ thnt he docs not take 

1. John Goodwin, Rodeopt1on Redeomed, (edition ot 
1040). P. 124. In a similar veIn, Arminius urote: " ••• It 
in qui to truo tha.t God. presides OVOl'" the whole \'/or1d and 
0.11 things oreated by nIMDelf~ and thnt He ndmin1stero and 
govorns nll things and OVO'r9" thing: yet not only 1n Just1oo, 
but also in meroy, 1nnsOuah as He of His infinite wisdom 
knows wha.t plaoe ought to be o.saignod to the two." JOl'!lon 
Armin1us. Works, '1'rnnslutcd by fll11il)'ln niohols, (Thor.lO,3 
Duker, 1875), Vol. III. p. 272. 

2. John Goodwin, Redemptlo21.~cclQ.or.l..e_4, (edttlon of 
1040), p. 555. 

~ Ibid p. 5~A. u. ., v.., 
4. IbId., p. 556. 
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away canlo power to reooive or reJoot h10 graoe. 

• • • the utmost lIne or extent of tho liberty or 
pOVlCr of God is to prooeed no furthor with men, nor 
wi th nny mnn. nt any timo. In the vouchso.fomcnt of 
craco or menns of graco • • • than to louvo them a 
power at lanat, or poss1bl1lty, of reJoctlng tho gruce 
o1"1'ored Wlto them, and DO to ru1n end d.estroy them­
selves. l 

FIno.lly, in dinoussing God's wisdom, Goodwin VtOorna of cum' 0 

limits in try1ng to understand God'~ ways. An 0. reminder 

he quotes the poignant words of Paul, "0 the depth of the 

riohes both of the wIsdom and knowledge 0'£ God t hot'l un­

seo.roho.ble nro his Juclgtlcnts, and his ways past fInd.ing 

outl" (Romans 11 :33) 

lIo wnnted to bring into 'Proper bo.lunoo tho d1fferent 

nttr1butea of God from tho one-sidod emphases of Cnlvinism. 

To him, those who taught tho dootrino of predestination 

turned "the Slory of the ubundWlt grace, love, 8weatnosso 

and bounty of God, eA~ressod in the Soriptures towards men, 

into the s1mi11tude of the most unnaturall, unroGDonnble, 

unconsoionable oruelty and blood-thirst1nc~se of a 

tyrant. • • ,,2 It oven reflected on God's glory: 

For what rolish or so.vour ot honour or glory unto 
God cnn thoro bo, in bring1ng him upon the grent 
thontro 0"£ tho \7orld; opeo.1d.ng thus, I \'1111 cast out 
of cy favour nnd devote to eVerlustlng burnings, to 
tomenta endloss, oaseiano, intol 0 ro.lll 0 , insupport­
a.b1e t thousand thousunds, and ten thousand tirloa ten 
thousa.nds of my most excellent orcnturos. men. V10t'!'l.en, 
and ohildren , •• without all posnibl1ity o£ eson~­
inB. tho'll.6h they shall do tho uttermost they aro o.blo 
to ~lenso ne, und to reoonoile themoelves unto me •••• 3 

1. Ibid. 
2. J'oliii Goodwin, The Yongli!!6 Elder, ?r Iiovloe-

Prenblter, lG40, p. 9. 
'Z. John GoodWin, Redemption I!edooced., (edi t10n of 

1840). p. 122. 



123 

In opposing Cnlvin1m, ho felt that ho Wlle rODouing the 

truo Dlbllcal idea. of God froL'l th~ao \1ho "bring forth 0. 

strUl"l6o God Wld 0. etrLlll.6o Christ •••• ,,1 

3. Calvinism mado void tho GooE0.,1. -- If ,0 alvin-

inc broUGht forth Q "ntrtUl.6c God". it produaed 0.190 an empty 
\ 

Goopel. In his pura.blo of the unjuut Kinfl, GQodw:'in dio-

pl~Ya this oonoer.n not to mako of tho Gospel 0. hollow 

mookery. As 0. preaoher he wWltcd to cmphaa1z~ God's offor 

us well us GoCl's elft. Thero were threo focl to the 009-

pel -- repentanco, ~uith and godlinosA. Repentanoe in 

communion with faith justificn, 1.c., 'brings \IS remission 

of our ~lns through the utoning sncrifice of Christ. . Just 

ns ropentanoe must be followed by faith, so Justification 

mUst be followed by sanetitico.t10n. Good works or godli-

ness must testify to one' a fui the Goodwin felt toot Cal-

vin10tl threa.tened God's pinn for mont a oo.lvation. It 

\1orked at 'croes purposes to tho Gospel at every :point. 

Goodwin \'las oonoerned about the quent10n v/h10h han 

bothered other eyangelistic prenohers. HoW can you preaoh 

tho demand to repent and belleve if tho hearer renl~ han 

no choice 1n the oattor?2 Goodwin's oriticism of Onlvin-

1sm 10 that if you cako salvation and reprobntion n nutter 

of etor.nal foreordination, ~ou vitinte the message of the 

1. Ibid •• p. xi, opistlo dediontor.y. 
2. Most Puritnn prcnohoro ic~ored thin dilemma and 

preaahcd U9 if ever,yono could be nuved if they b~lloved. 
\'Iil11l.lI!1 IInllcr. 0rIie1t., p. 170. and S. E. Morr1son. The 
Puritan prono.os. 0'" York: noVl York Un1versity ProsO:­
r9~6 >. p. 10. 



124 

Gospel. When tho individual's fntc is foreordained by,nn 

eternal, immutable decree of God. he has no need of tho Gos­

pel. The eleot \'Iould be no.ved in any onno, and tho repro­

bate damned rccardlcos o~ the preaohing 01' tho Gospel. 

• • • Roprobation oleo.rly overthrowo the very :f'oundo.­
tlon ••• o~ tho Gospel, breaks the VCr.1 heart and 
soul of it. For \"10 oannot undcrAttllld hotJ God oan .fnir-
11, or with aimplloity 01' Truth. any unto all und cvcr,y 
person of mnnkind r05peotively, 'If thou beliovost thou 
shnll be saved', in cnse it be supposed that any of' 
them l1e under a pereoptor,y und irreveralble Deoree of 
Reprobation. For if 00, impoonlble it is thnt they 
should be saved, yea, though they should bOliove. l 

In dealing'with the reprobate in suoh B. 1'aphion, God would 

be using his Gospel ns men "l~ scraps for birdo or bait 

hooks for fishes, whioh they do for none other end but to 

to.ke and destroy them. ,,2 The Gospol of Chrlot \'Iould not be 

good news, but vain and empt~ promlnea. It would have no 

np~enl to men. "It presents tho Gos~el unto mon liko n 

lottery. wherein there nre Cla.ny' blanks, but '£01:1 prizes: in 

\7hich rospeot, sober and oonslderlZlG men ref'use to ndventure 

their nancy upon 1t.,,3 

It f'ni th Wld repenta.noe \'Iere the double gatos that 

led to oalvc.t1on, the nnrrOVI flny the ChristlW1 hoo to follow 
11 to ontor the Kingdom ot God WClS codlinea9.~ Goodwin neVer 

1. John Goodwin. Tho Agreement and Dintnnoe of 
Brethren, (edition ot lG7t), p. "rs. 

2. John Goodv/ln, Redomption Rodeemed, (odi tion o-r 
1(40). p. 535. 

3. John Goodvnn, The Agrecmen~ and Distanoe of 
Brethren, (ed1t1on or 1&71), p. 14. 

4. Godliness oven pla.yed Q. po.rt in ropcnto.noe and 
faith John Goodwin The Banner of Justification Dlaa~VOd. 
(Dayn~s and Son, cdi tion of' IB35}, p. 420: "nut ho 
not justify them or make them righteous, by tho forgive­
ness of their s1~s WhIlst they remnin ungodly; but upon 



125 

tired of calling the Gospel a 'dootrine according to godli-

ness. ' It weighed hco.vily with him tha.t several of the 

Calvinist doctrines tended to disoourage godliness. He 

thought Calvinism oould ensily leud to nnttnomian1so. l It 

was this fear that moved hIm to oppose so strongly the doo­

trines of imputod righteouonos~ and the perneverance of the 

sainto. Goodwin may have had an optimistI0 view of human 

roason, but he hwi 0. pessimistic attl tude tOVlu,rd the world, 

the flesh, and the devil. Like 0.11 Puritans he sa.w life 

as 0. oonstant warfare against those bitter eneo1ea. Men 

have to be oontinually prodded by the threntn of eternal 

Judement und punishment, nnd, at the samo t1me, onoouraged 

by the hope of salvation. Without these inoentives man 

falls prey to tho lustings o~ the flesh. tho strategies or 
the devil, or tho temptntlons of the v/orld. 

Tho dootrine of eternal eleotion, he felt, deotroyed 

the inoentive to be godly. It mnde salvation oompletely 

1ndependent of a man's O\'1n efforto end oonduot. It Boemed 

to el1minate the neoessity for \'lorking out your own sa.l.va­

tion in fear and tremblins. 

the alteration ond. ohange of the sinful frDJ!le of their . 
honrta by believing, he oonfers thlA Justif1oation upon 
them, nt.U:lcly, the forg1vencos of the1r nino. f

' But Goodw1n 
wo.o careful to cake fai th, not Vlorkn, the key to so.lvution. 
Ibid., P. 4~9: "That faith Just1:rIoth 1s the oonstnnt 
assertion of the Scripture, and the nrohlteotonicnl doc­
trine of the Gonpel." He oriticised hie Cnlvinist 
opponents on the d.octrine of JU9tiflco.tlon for confusing 
the oovennnt of workA vnth the oovenant of graoe. Of., 
John Goodwin A Trea.tise of Justifioation, lG42, p. 145. 

1. J~hfi doodv/In, The DivIno Au~hor~ ty of the ~1or1.E­
turon Angerted, 1648, p. 197. 



12G 

Vic Judge such un Eleot1on, to bo un open Ellom1e unto 
Godliness. • • • su.oh u notion as thIs plu.nted in tho 
JudGements and Boula of men • • • must needs make men 
vCr:! remiss, looso, c.nd indit'i'erent in tho no:rvicc of 
God. For \"1110 Vlill strain ond toyl h1mnelf in running 
for' Buoh n priso, whioh he 'Y.nows he t1ho.ll aD oertainly 
obtain, by going un ennie, soft. und ordinur.y paoe?l 

Goodwin bad similn.r doubta about tho doctrine 01' 

oternal reprobation. lIo thout;ht 1 t caused the ungodly to 

DCa no hop~ or neoossity tor them to be Godly. There \<would 

bo no motivo for their wo.ntinc to 1m11rovc thomnelveo. They 

would think It wo,E.1 uoclonfJ Wld 1rnpot'JsIblc IlllYhO\,l. ". • .1 t 

is apt to cant 0. nnOore of fCtlr upon them thnt they a.re Re­

probated, and oonsequently, thnt it io in vain for them to 
., 

Dook roconcilio.tlon with God, or liv~ ho111y.ff~ 

Ho 10 OVen mora ecphat10 in regard to tho 111 ef­

feots of the dootrine of tho pcrnoverance ot the saints. 

It lulls men into a ~nlso sonDe o£ ooourlty and makes thom 

oaralen" and negl1gent about their oonduot. 

• • • to affIrm that true believers cnn by no 
oommis~ion of sin or sino \"IhQ.t~oever. hO\,T vile. horrid, 
nbornlnuble soevor • • • 01 thor mo.ko shipwreok of their 
fo.i th. or fall awuy from the graco n.nd fA.vour or God 
so as to perish, whnt fA it but to provoko the flesh 
to an outrageousness in sinning, and to enaour~~e thnt 
whioh remains o~ the old man In

3 
theD to bestir 1 toelf' 

in all ways of unrighteousness? 

Sinoe the Gospel lost 1ta ef~icac~ through the doo­

trinos ot Calvinisr:1, it would alno mean the denying of thu 

usetulnoon ot tho minintry. Thtl"J was important to Goodw1n 

for he had n charnotcr1otloally purltnn und, thorefore, high 

1. John Goodv'l1n, Tho Agreement and Distanoo of 
Brethren, (edition ot 1G71), p. 5. 

2. Ibid., p. 14. 
3. Jonn Goodwin. Redemption Rc~ce~cd, (edItion ot 

1840 ), p. 427. 
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conoeption of the m1nlstr,y. 

' •• ' • the mlnistl7' o.nd preaohlng of' the Gospel, is 
thcgront stnnding onlfuance of' heaven tor tho trnnn-

, latina of' cen Wld. t/omen from death to 111'0: for tho 
convoyinc and oarrying them over thnt erent lake or 
gulf, which lioth botuecn an estato of' sin nnd un­
bo11efe on tho one hand, ,and n Cordi tion of pence una. 
blessednesne, on tho othor. • • • 

The dootrines of tho Cnlvinists if followod to their loCio­

nl oonolus10ns seemed to him to de~ the c1nlntr,y of the 

GoaI'cl the rightful plnoo it should ha.vo. Tho t'l1nlster'o 

offectiveness Vlould be ,crIppled by huvint; to preaoh Q, lim-
, . . 

i ted and irrelovant Goopel. Good\"/in thought the Calvin-

1st boliefs mo~e tho minister's task "va1n, Impert1nont 

and Void." It transformed tho "exhortation, thrcQ.tenlngs 

and 'promises" of tho Scripturoo .into "CL"ll)ty and. weightless" 

'worda.2 ., ,An" a staunoh Purl ttlll, Goodw1h Wns oppo Bcd to o.ny­

thine that would reflect on the Gront 1m~ortanoe of tho 

ministry. 

4. Cnlvlnisc dentrozcd man'a.rosponnibI11tl. -­

Goodwin was concernod to show thnt mnn was without exouse 

In his OVln do.mna.tion, and not tha.t he v/ns without holp in 

his own onlvlltion. lie wnnted to uffirm r.u:m's complete 

rcsI'Onslbl1lty for being lost, und not h1s complete re­

sponsib1lity in beinG oQ.vcd.3 Goodw1n never held the 

1. John Goodwin, Tho Divino Authority of tho ncr1p­
turon A~nerted. 1648, pp. 355 t. 

2. John Goodwin, RedeoEtlon Redeemed, (edition ot 
1840) prj. 402 f'£ • 

t 3. Frederlok Plntt, "Armln1o.nilltl", Enoyclo'Ped1n of 
Religion and Ethica. ed. James Hnstlngs, CEdlnburcR: T. add 
T. C rarE. 19Cfs). Vo"l. I.: ''Tho task undortaken bY' A.rmln1us 
WQ.9 to re-stllte what l'l!UJ rOBarded Q.D tho primi tivo c.nd 
Soriptuml vlew, held by tho Churoh before AW.;llstlne, con-
corning the relntion between God nnd mUll in the tlork of 
salvation; und in thIs view the solo responsib1l1ty of mnn 
tor h1s o\~ damnat10n was ovident." 
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latter. Above all he wanted to place the respon~lb1lity 

for unbelie~ on mnn rather than on God.1 Romans 1: 20 vms 
- 0 

one at h1Q favorite toxtsw~ 

Good\".rin believed that li tcrt\ll~ no can \1tl.S without 

excuse in regard to hin Ol'm sa1va.tion. Qod ha.s clearly 

revealed his Vlillill.l;tlosD to G1ve full pardon to men :ror 

t.he1r sins, throUGh Christ's oacrifice, to aU "tho wll1 

a.ooept it.3 For those who do not hnvo the opportunity at 

hearing the worda of tho Gospel, he .reveals through h1s 

providence in the natural course of the heavens and the 

earth thiawililngneos, to forgivo and reoeive in graoo 

those who arc led to rcpent.4 In addition. God hus made 

man in his ovm imnso. 5 nnd endowed h1m rl1th those fuoulties 

1. Goodwin ooems to have been in tho main strenc of 
Arm1nian1sm in his roo.oona for oppoeillB Oalvinism. Princi­
pal Cunninghnm pointed out tho renl objeotions to Calvinisc 
"derived fron its alleged 1nconsiotcncy, -- ;f1rst, \'11th tho 
holiness, juatioo. and goodnoss o;t God; and. DOCOndlY. w1 th 
men's responsibility for 0.11 thoir nots of d1sobed1enoe or 
trunsgrosoion of Godts law, inoluding their refusal to re­
pent and believe tho gospel, and being thus tho truo authors 
and oauses of their o\~ deatruotlon,-- the Gooond of thoso 
obJeotions bains. in substanoe, Just the name a.s that \m1oh 
1s founded upon tho oo~ands. inVitations, and expostuln-
tiona o.ddrcnoed to Clen in Soripture. William Cunn1ngho.m. 
op.oit., pp. 470 f. 

2. "For the Inviniblo things of him from the 
oroation of tho world aro clearly seen, beIng understood by­
the things that are made, even his eterna.l porlOr and God­
head; ao thntfthoy arc without exouse." A.V. Other ~ur1t­
un preachers quoted this text, but they refused to go so 
far in following ito implioationo as d1d Goodwin. Of •• 
t/lllinm Haller, op.cit., p. 170 f. 

3. John Goodwin, Tho Div1ne AuthoritY' ot tho Sori12-
turon ASRorted. 1648, pp: 190 r. 

4. Jolin Goodwin, .Tho .Pagans Debt and DOw;Z. 
(edition of 1671), p. 13. 

5. John Goodwin. A Being ~~llcd with the Spirit, 
(editIon of 1067). p. 101. 



129 

of renson and understandinc whioh make it poasible for him 

to reoeive tho Goapol. 

~ • • if God should not mako mon oapable of bolcov­
inc. I monn, induo men with suoh prinoiples, abilitios, 
or guifto, ot ronson, Judgemont. momor,y. undorotwldi~~. 
by tho dl1ieent improvement whereof they might oomo to 
,bo convinoed, of a \11.1l1ncnosso or read1nosDo in him 
to reoeive them into craoe and ravour, upon their ra­
pcntnnoo and turninc unto him ••• they \1hioh nro 
condemned t'loult1 have their mouths open Elt.~inst Goda 
~roooedingB with them thereunto, and furnlohed with an 
excuse. 

Any' man, thereforo. who porl~hos docs flO beoause or his ot.'n 

failure to rCl'cnt and. believe. and not beOU,lllle Gael irrevoo-
. 

ably de9roed his reprobation trom eternity. G'oodwinls 

view wus that Calvinism mnde God, not man, responsible for 

man's oin and damnatlon. 2 
",.~ 'J-,(i:':~, ~1" c '-.1 

~ ;f.}nnn"ho.d ~e 1'ull· responsibility for hiB orm 
, "," , "'~;- :: 'r,,~' ~:' ~". 1{ :-' <, , . 

do.mnn.tion, 'ho had, at lea.st, po.rt1u.l responsibility for hiB 

ovm salvation. Uan had to make 0. rORl'onse to tho Gospel 

if ho \'Ins to be so.vcd. He had to ropent or his sins, have 

fn1th in God t B love throu6h Christ, and he muot pursue cod-

liness. In oach of those God tnken tho init1ative, but 

man must mako tho response \"lith God's help. Thus, in 0. 

senso; ~ was partly responsiblo for h1s salvation. Oood-

uin folt that Calvinism destroyed ronn'e role in solvntion, 

o.s well ns 1n dnmnntIon, by mak1nc God wholly responsible 

for it. The Calvinist dootrlne9 gave can an excuso on the 

1. John Goodwin. Tho Divine A~tho~ity or the SoriE­
turoa Asserted. lG40, p. "2O't>. 2. Or:, Jamos ArminIus, Worklj, Trnnslatod. by WI11Io.m 
Niohols, (Thomas Buker, 1075), Vol. III, p. 201: "For tho.t 
oentiment io in nntagonism to the justIce of God. 0.0 making 
God tho author of sIn, and In;orrlng tho Inevitablo neoes-
sity of sin." 
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one hand, and took away his incentive on the other. If tho 

individual hnd no part to plny in the great drama. of salvntion 

as it oontinued to bo Vl~od on the stage of hl~tor,y throueh 

the oenturies, then he wns merely 0. spectator nnd had nothl11G' 

to do. He could only vlIli t and hope tbat he Vlould be ono of 

tho chosen few who sharod in tho v~ctory won thero. As an 

evangelist and an activist, ,Goodwin \tas opposed to those 

seeoinc impliaa.tionn of the Calvinistic oroed. He wns Doro 

ooncerned to stress man'a rooponsibI1ity to ohoose the w~ 

he went, than to ~firrn his freedom of ohoice. 

!rhis does not mean thut Goodwin makes rnnn the author 

o~ his own salvation. He ie oare~ul to omphasize God as 

the author of salvation: "God 10 the first and. sreat 
~ "" \: j~- '" 7~ : ';':.<:: : :- : ~, " ?io ,_'':-., , , 

Fa.ther and Founder of that blessed estate into whioh a. nin-. , 

nor in translated by belIeving, and whioh the 30rlpturo 

oommonly terms justif1oation. ttl God mailltains the initin-

tivc in evor,y step. It was his willingness that prompted 

his efforts to reconcile man. It was his plan in Christ 

uhioh he uses to reoono1le can. It 10 through HiD Spirit 

working in us that man is able to beoomo reoonoiled to God.. 2 

Yet, 1t 1s all oonditional as far as the individual 1s oon-

cerned.. There is "this reservat10n or proviso. thnt tho 

actual oommunication of tho said benefit or graoe unto 

particular porsona of years capablo of bolie~ine should bo 

suspended until it should bo dosired by them •••• "3 It 18 

• 
1. John Goodwin, The Banner of Justifioation Dis­

played, (Bnynes und Son. edItion of 1035), p. 382. 
2. Ib1d •• PP. 282-284. 
3. JOM Goodwin, An Ex'Por:ltion of tho ninth Ohn-ptel;' 

of the En1~tle to the Romnns, (Baynes nnd ~ont &aitlon of 
1835), p: 1~--
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oonditional upon man'D rcaponeo. 

D. Tho Nuture of Goodwin' 8 Ar.nlnlo.nls~ 

1. 1"VlUl&~lictil Arminlnnism c,r a via CCd,ill. -- Armin-

1aninm hns usunlly been cho.raoterized af1 II rovolt neo.lnst 

We hnvo Aeon thnt thin clement 

wan 'present in GoodwIn's leaving Calvinism r~r ArcIn1nnism. 

But this wno only tho nogat1ve aide. Just ns Protoatuntlso 
• 

was more than a mora protest neninnt Romnn Catholicism and 

puritanism somothinr,' larc,or thon n protest agaInst Anglionn 

praotices. ArrninitU'lism \':n~ bronder than n protoet against 

30mGti~08, it degenerated 1nto only n 

nogo.tlye or1 t1c1sc. At othor times, 1 t \'lUg mor.c construc­

tivo In;.l~s, approach., ~Aminlnn1.sm, oopocinlly in ito mora 
• "tv"". ,,' ...... _ , 

evancollcnl rom. QM nlso be viewed ns a via medIa. bet\roon 

Cnlvlnint'l and Soclnlun1om, or Calvinism and Pela.gio.niom.2 

It was, at its bast mo~cnt8, n Dodintinc Dystom. 

Goodwin can beot bo clnsoi1"led no CUt ovnnecllonl 

A.rninlnn. Ue sought to churt n middle cou.rse between Cnl.-

v1n1sm W'ld Socln1a.nism.3 It 10 Interosting. und perho.pD 

1. cr., A. W. Harrioon. Armlninninm, (Duo~rorth, 
1(37). prefaoe. and John Tulloon. o'P.olt." p. 25. 

2. Frederick Platt. "Amlnlunf m", EnCY01o*Cditl of 
ROli~ion and Ethics, ode James nastings, (Edinburg : T. and 
If. li urk, lOOO), Vol. I, an.d tI1111n.'.n CunnIngham, op.cit., 
Vol. II. p. 510. 

3. Goodwin wnn not, howover, oonaoiously strivIng 
to tind n vin media. between Cnlvinil1fl1 and Socinlo.n1nm. lIe 
meroly 'tried to move frorl vlhnt he regardcd as the extreme 
po~ltlon of Cnlvinlnm to a firm, middle Ground, in ouch n 
way as to avoid the opposito extremes of Soc1nianism and 
Polnginninn. Oa1viniSm tlo.s his sto.rttll8 point and con­
tinunl point of referonco. 
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signi:r~cOJlt. thnt 0. young tlcmbor of Good.Will' A Ohuroh who 

used to,tuko dOVln h1s Demonn in shorthand. later beowne one 

of tho lending Sooinians in Englund. l GoodWin, nt ,least, 

moved t'ar onoUl")l 1n tllo. t direc tlon to havo tho oharge of 

Sooiniunjsm ropeatodly brought against hlm.2 The oha.rgo 

wns unjust, hotJevor. Goodwin do~ended tho neoessity of tho 

atonement, tho dIvinity of Ohrist, and the Godhond or tho 

lIoly Spirit. Ho'alao attaoked John Biddle, a oontemporary 

Sooininn. for "enormous and hideous notions about the. na.ture 

or God. ,,3 A hi storlnn of Soo1nIo.n1 om o om..'r!l onto : 

Goodwin' n advanoed vta\'ls, his ru.c11oo.1 outlook, "wore 
typ10nl of a. movement 'Para.llol w1 th 3001n1nnlsm nnd 
'not unin1"luenoed by 1 t. That he "rns aotuu.l.1:r n 300in­
inn in doctr1ne 1s not true •••• 4 

, ,'\'1hil"~ mo'vinG in' the direotion of tho So~in1nn p031-
'<'! "i" < , " • '<. ~., , 

tion, Goodw1n strove to koep 1n tho center of the Ohristian 

trad1tion. lIe :Celt tha.t ho held 0.11 ot the orthodox doc ... 

trines exoopt those th~t wore peoUl1ar to Cnlviniso. Even 

hero. it was hl~ oonviction thnt he wnn restoring ~lO ortho­

dox Christ1an beliofs, as oPPoAed to the oorru~ttonB and 

distortions of· Oa.lv1nism. lIe defends his vicw no not hnv-

inc been "rejected or onat out of tho church by W'13' connoil 

or synod reputod orthod.o~. at least u.nt11 the late synod of 

1. II.· J. UoLa.ohlc..n,S~in1n.n1sm in Seventeonth ocntulj[ 
El'1t~lruld, (OXf'ord.: Ox:rord Unlv*eraity Preas. f"goI") , p; -52. 

2. An hnn boen noted, in tho f1rst book written 
fl6a1nst him, Goodrdn wus noouF-lod. of noclnianlom. George 
Walkor, 0:e..oi t. 

3, John Goodwin, A FrOM DlaOovory or Tho IIltrl'!-
ProsErterlnn sylrlt. 1&64. p. Y. 1 

4. H. • U"cLnohlWl. op.olt~. p. 5 • 
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. Dart t but \"lore oonatnntly t,ullcht by till orthodox nnt 1 qu.1 ty, 

nro at" this" day more gcnorul~ taught by tho Luthoran party 

o~thc reformed churchos • .- •• ftl To Givo: hlm nn even 
\' 

greater olalm on orthod.o:xy ho adds. "yon t wid havo c.ony :Cull 

and olear testimonies of their tru.th l"ror.J tho }!Cl1 ot C nl.vln 

himself. rold many othoro that nre oounted pl1lur3 on hlB 

side. u2 Goodwin aocepted tho Puritan Idea of God'o plnn 

of human redemption. It wns only in reg:u-d. to tho IIp:plion-

tlon nnd n.pproprlo.tlon of thnt p~c.n that GO'odwin diaagrocd 

vl1th hi9 more Calvinistio Puritan brothren. He novor quoo­

tlonod the neoosai ty for tho crooo. and. tho ~lork of tho Holy 

Spirit in manto salvation. It wns the Co.lvlnlst Interproto.-

; "tion'(of' '1;hoso' dootrlnoB \'rhioh he 'opposod. Even in tho five 

t:trnc11tlona.l~o1nts 'oi" co~trovorsy.Good\71n was \11l1Inc to co 

at lcnnt two-th.irdo of tho VlD3 \"11th tho Cnl.v1n1sts •. · Thin 

i9 broueht out olearly in The A,lrocmont nnd D1stnnoo of 

Brethren, (lG52), pub11uhcd by Goodwin and hlacongrogo.tion ~ 

to ohovl tho.ir position in rogard. to the five points of Ar-

tlIn1nn1sm. Hero it can be scen that tho area of agreoment 

w1 th the Co.1vlnists 10 large and the distanoe between thct!l 

not so gront. 

Goodwin's position in regard to tho atonemont in 

typioal. no BoekD to avold the Calvinist v1cvI which l1mi t-
, , 

cd tho atonemont to tho olcct. on the one sido, und thoSoo-

1n1nn pos1tion whioh denied t~ neocssity fo~ tho atonement. 

, 1. John Goodwin. Redempt10n Redoeccd. (ed1t1on ot 
1040), p. 34. 

2. Ibid. 
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In diUOUDsing the atonctlent, Goodwin and his ohurch :tind. six 

polnta of QBroeocnt with thoir Oalviniot brethren. ~hey 

dissent in threo othqr~., ,4\r:10ng those points in \'lhich they 

1"001 thoro 1s basic agreement nrc: that Ch:riot died tor tho 

ains of men; that whosoever believeth in Christ sho.ll not 

l'orinh; and. that forgiveness or oins and salvatIon through 

Christ's death nrc to, be proaahed to all men. l The main 

~oint ot disnere~~cnt is the 110Iting of ChrIstI a atonement 

to the eloat only.2 

The vin media whioh Goodwin took wns the Armlnicn 

view of universal redemptIon. He rejeated the Calvinist 

v:iow ;_ 01", tho atonement o.s, in effeot, denying tho noconai ty 
"" J J • 

for-tho atqnome,nt :tor the olect,3 and oasting a. shadovt on 

the cf1"ioncYnndV:o.luo"of"Chr1st f s dea.th by elimi~tins the 
--

reprobate from its bene:t'its.4 'This Oalviniut restriction 

on the nature of the a.tonement also soemed objeotionablo to 

some puritans who thought as Goodwin did. that 1 t l/ould mo.kc 

more-difficult the prenahlnc of tho Gospel to ovor,yono. 5 

1. John Goodwin.: The Agreement and. Dintunac or 
Drethren. (edition of 1671). p. 30. 

2. Ibid., p. 31. 
3. 'JOM Goodwin, Redemption Redoemed, (edition of 

1940). p. 600. . 
4. Ibid •• p. 604: "For they who deny that God intond­

oth tho salvatIon of all men by Cllrist, reprosent hi~ to the 
generalIty of men upon no bettor terms of coaparison, than 
o~ a flint to him that wantoth water, c.nd or thorns to him 
whoso soul lusteth after grapes." In these two points Good­
~IIn 1s following tho usuo.l .Arminian argument. Of •• The Con­
fession or Doolaration of the Ministers or Pastors wnioh in 
the united ProvInces nrc crillod Remonstrants, I~76, pp. I3~ f. 

5. Aciong them Vlere JOM Duvenant and Riohard Baxter. 
Reprosentative of this view, also. \";o.s Thomas Lomb, who. 
v/h1lc attacking Goodwin' on hin viow of the 'Persovert.lJ1.ac of 
tho sa.ints t con1:essed, "It cannot but be truth, that Christ 
clied for tho Dins of 0.11 and. every man, as a ground for 
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However, most puritans and the Wcntclnnter Aoaembly,l hold 

the stricter view of the atonement limited to tho clect. 

In regard to the dootrines of election and reproba­

tion, Goodwin reprosents a middle pooition between the Cal­

vinist affirmntion or predestination and the Sooininn denial 

of divine foreknowlodGe. As at all other points, he begins 

wi th the Calvin1f~t position. GOo'dVlin onyo he i p, one with 

the CalVinists in o,f:timlng the baoin in Scr1pture of fJleo-
I 

t10n and reprobntion, also as to their cter.qal, immatablo 
, " oharaotor, and their applioation in time to indlviduala. H 

The main plnce of dissent oenters around the quontion ns to 

whether tho indIvidual's eleotion in predestined trom oter­

nlty.~ . Tlle CalvinIst 'interpretedeleotion,tUld reprobation 

in torms .~:t double .predootina.tion. Goodwin :felt that vias 

oarrying it beyond the Soriptura.l meaning and grounda. 

':i!he orucial iaDue in tho j}redostination controversy 

was the question of the deorees of Ood. ~he Oalvinists 

held that God ordained or decreod from eternity everythin5 

that comes to pass, inoluding the eleotion of oertain 

prenohing B1nd tidings to ell and ovcr" man, • • • an n 
ground to conclude unbclle~ a sin in evc17 man; this Oospcl­
truth I haVe ~renched end disputed for 0. long time. and boon 
0. great sufferer in witness thOreo:t", ond do still look upon 
it no such 0. glorlours Truth no ought to be oountonnnoed nnd 
enoouraged •••• ~. Thoman Lamb, A~no1ute ~reedom £r~m "in 
~Y ChrlAtn Denth for the World, 1656, ~oreword. 

1. The We"tmin~tor conre~Aion. Ohap. VIII. 
acct. G. 

2. John Good"Jin, The Agreoment and DIf'tanoe of 
Brothren, (edition of 1671). pp. 1 f. 

3. Ibid •• pp. 2 ~. 
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1n<llv1dualn nnd the reprobation at tho rest of humani ty.l 

Goodwin followed the general Armin1an position in saying 

that Godls etornal deorees had to do with certain conditions 

for oalvntion rather tho.n vlith certnin indlvldual.s.2 Vl1th 

the Calvinist and agn1not the Socin1nn. ho said that God , 

foraDaVI who would be suved. . With the Socinian and ngo.inst 

the Ca.lviniat, he denied that God foro-orduinod Vlho would 

be saved. 

The Cnlvinist doctrine of double prc~eGtino.tion 

also meant that tho destruction of the greater part of man-

kind \'lns foreordained ot God. It wus this dootrine of 

eternal. reprobo.tion that offended thODe outside o:t Calvinism 

more thW'l tho.t of eicction~ Some of the mora sonsitive 

Purl tnns,:'sought to seiften "the' hnrshnos's of this pa.rtioular 

dootrine.3 'The most oOnnpiCIXQUS Qxa.t!lple VIas Richard Baxter. 

1. The Wentminstor Conrosslon, Chap. III. soot. 1, 
3. and ThG lrtIcles of the Synod ot Dart, Ohap. I. Art. 6. 
Goodv11n ta.unts the do.lvlnlstn about "Irrooonoilable divi­
sions" amongst themselves on the mntter of tho deorees and 
lists ton difforent positions found ~~ong them. Of. John 
Goo d\,,111t , Tho ~reemont lUld D1Dtnnoc of Bt:ethro1,!. (edition 
of I6?IJ. pp. w3 f. . 

2. John Goodwin, Redemption Rodoemed, (edition of 
1840), I>' 120. Cf. The Ooiitonslon or Doclaration of 
tho ••• Remonstrants, 1676, pp. '!3g-ff. 

3. Thin froquent questioning of the doctrine of ro­
probation is reflocted in John O\1en' 8 ootmlent in the pro' .. 
ta.oo to un cd! t10n of i1illinm ~v1183e' s defence of the doo­
tr1no: "Of All thoso woiGhty parcells of Gospell truth, 
which tho Arrnininnn havo chosen to oppose, thero is not ~ 
about which they so much delight to tr,y and exercise the 
otrength ot fleshlY' reasonings. as thnt of Gods eternall 
dcoro,o of Reprobation: partlY' boonuae the SOripture doth 
not so Qbo~d in the deliver,y of this Dootrine, as of some 
others • • • und Purtl7 beoauso they nppreho~d the Truth 
thoreot, to be marc exposed to the riotous opposition of 
mens tU.t1ultuntlng carnall .A:tf'ections. whoso help and ass1nt­
nnoe they by ell means court and 80l1oito in theIr contoats 
asa.inllt 1 t. 11 fl1lliam Tvnuse, Tho Riohos of Godn IJovo, 1G53. 
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lIia ponition was proOtI011J.1y- the sumo as Goodwin's. He 

enid that God foresaw, but did not tore-ordain the unbelIef 

of the reprobate. 

-, In considering the gra.ce of Ood and mrul' 8 salvation, 
., 

Goodwin likewise nought middle ground. l Tho CalvInist 

attributed man's salvation wholly to the Braoe of God. The 

Socininn cnde it entirely a matter o~ man's effort. Good­

win followed the Armininn in holdIng God and man jointly 

, responsible for tltUl'S salvation-. When oomparing his orm 

position to that of the Calvinists, Goodwin lists no fewor 

thnn fourteen,points of agreement between hie and hin op-
., 

ponents.'"' lIe opposes tho belief' tha.t tho gra.oe of God 10 

the author of' salvation both in its plan and in 1ts applico.­

tion. ':'-Conversion and belief, justification nnd onnotifi­

cntlon nre primarily due to the free graoo of God. The 

~oint ot d10ngrecmcnt betwoen Goodwin and tho Calvinists 

was their view thnt tho free grnoo of God tlas limited to 

the elect and irresistible in bringing about tho oonvorsion 

of. man. In opposition to tho formor, Goodwin Dot forth 

1. J. stoughton, It1ntory of Roligion in Ep.elnnd. 
(Hodder and stoughton, 1001), Vol: IV, pp. 373 f.: 
flJohn Goodwin' 0 object \'tan, whilst magn1fyil18 tho craoe of 
God,- to porserve what is demanded bY' tho porsono.l1ty. tho 
freo aaencY'. and the responsibility of man. ne 80 olear­
ly explains hiG opinion and so onro:f'ully fenooe it round, 
he so distinctly asserts the Divine origin of salvution 
in evory individual, and co viGilnntly repels every idoa 
of indigenous reot1tude in human nature. suttering trom 
tho fall. tha.t no one can charge hlA creed wl th a:n::I 
Pelagia.n or even somi-Pe1ns1rut taint. rf 

2. John Goodwin, Tho Agreement fUld Dlsto.nco of 
Brethren, (edition of 1671). pp. 49-52. . 
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the Arminian dootrino of universal graoe.1 ~be irresist­

ibility of Ood's cruce he donied and roplacod with tho idea 

or suf':tioient grace :tor men for salvation, ~ut whioh did. not 

neoessitate mon to believe.2 Good~in often u$ed tho parablo 

ot the talents to 111ustrutfl can. s ab111 t~l. to usc tho ld.f'tn 
. \ 

of' the crace of God ond tho Uoly !1p1rit to ,\o.tto.1n God's 

npproVo.l..3 
; \ , 

Goodwin tried to steer 0. c.iddlc oourno\ in rcgurd to 

tho power ot CUlll in rclntion to hiD so.lva~iori. \, lIe BO~)lt 
to o.void tho extreme posoit11aID of tho Cc.lvinint position, 

vhilc avoiding tho extreme optimism of,thc SOCin1(UlS. Uo 

agreed ofJocntio.lly' with tho Oo.lvinint8 on to the dlo­

autroua oonseQuenoos of' tho Fall, but held tho.t tho second 

Ad~j ~e8tor~d ~h~ crnoe'of God to ~ver,y mnn. ne had 0. 

sober vict! ot tho onpo.bili ties of' nnturul man • 

• • • notwithstnndlng thls restoro.t1on or hoaling 
at tho naturnl condltion of' man by the freo sraoo of' 
God, yet thoro is not ono of n thousruld. posslb~ not 
ono throunhout the ~holc world, but no ~nr corrupts 
himself \'li th the lusts of the flesh, and W'nys of tho . 
\"10 rld , that without 0. seoond reliet from tho froe 
grace of God. an, viz. In his-pationoe and long­
sUf'1"or1ng tOf/nrt::J him, over comes to ropent or 
beliove ..... 

1. John Good~ln. The Rome~ of UnrenDonublenc~B, 
1660, PP. 7 f.: ~oncor.nlrig tho extent olr-{filo grace, my 
dootrino hnth not been; that 1t 1s not imprisonod or oon­
f1ned wIth1n the narrow oocpass of 0. ha.ndful ot men; but 
thnt, like the sun in the firmament of heaven, it oo~­
passeth the '"lholo eo.rth from one end to t.i.o othor, ond 
stratchoth itselt unto all mon •••• That it io ex­
ocediIlG full and oot."lprchenni vo. II 

2. Ibid. 
_ 3. JOM Goodwin, T.he P~la.nB Debt and Dov!l'l. (edi-
tion of 1671). p.p. 25 f. 

4.. John Goodwin, RedemEtlon Redocmqd, "C od1 tion of 
1840), p. 33. 
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Goodwin even hold tllo possibility o~ theoorruption of 

reason. 

Renson and understandinG, 'even of. tho creo.test 
ndvunoo in men. Vlill serve men for other endu end 
purposes besidco tho apprehension and disoerning of 
tho thines of God in the gospel • • • yon, thoy m~ 
bo employed oeo.inst tho SODPel1 und mnde to war and 
fight against the truth of it. 

Yet, he was opposed to tho gonoral Cnlvlnist view of totnl 

doprnvtty.2 " ••• Whereas it was objected that con in 

theIr ntltu~ol e~tate8 Are by tho Scriptures termed dark­

ness, OJld in thio roopect presented o.s tUlnb10 to compre­

hend the liflht of tho gospel. • • • I absolutely den1 

that tho Sor1pture ony whore temoth nn.turul. mon dark­

ness ... 3 Good\11n believed that tlnn's blindness wo.o noi thor 

total n~r compl-cto. It \'Ins "volunta.rily oo.ntro.otodtt OJld 

"Vlll:tUly persisted in, It V~hloh coant thnt It WtlS curable. by 

e. tldl1iccnt usc of meOJlo. n4 . Goodwin mado on eftort to be 

0. reo.1iot about tho si%U:ul nature of man, o.nd at tho Damo 

time to hold out hope to thoDO nho sought salva.tion. 

Tho Calvinist dootrine of the perDevoranao of the 

auints VUL8 in n o1cilnr wny ood1~icd by Goodwin. Ho hold 

with the Co.lvinista toot saints have suffioient monns' ruld 

graae to permit them to persovere to the ·end. 5 Tho 

1. Ib1d •• p. 21. 
2. The Synod of Dort makes oJ.1owlUloe for some light 

ot nature rema1ning aftor the ~ull, 00 as to render can 1n­
exouno.b1e. It 1s not onough, hov/over. to a.ttnin 0. nnv1ng 
knowledGo of God. Cha.p. III, art. 4. Tho Wostminster Con ... · 
fOGsion m~cn no ouoh ·allowance. Chn~. VI, ooot. 4. 

3. Jo4n Good\nn," RodemEtion Redeemed, (editIon ot 
1040). p. 19. 

4. Ibid., pp. 20 ff. . 
5. 'John Goodwin, The Ar.racment nnd Dlstnnoo of 

Brethren. (edition o~ 1671), pp. flOg ? . 
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beliof thnt -perseveranoe \'ins inevi ta.ble \'1o.s opposed, howover, 

lU1d. thoposs1b111ty of the npoDto.cY' 0'£ boliovers Wo.o hold in 

ita stead. l Goodwin had more oonfidenoe in tho strength 

and 'Placo of tho suints than had tho Sooinians, but hnd less 

than had tho Oalvinists, who identified the saints with tho 

p~odestlned. 

G~odwin. o.s did Armlnius, sought to follow n middle 

\1ny, abandoninc what he thought Vloro the exoesses of Cnlvin­

ism. but adher1nc to tho theolog1onl dootrlnos of tho COlleen-

ioo.1 ohurch. no wanted to avoid tho pitfalls of 0. harsh, 

unrealistio orthodoxy on tho ono hand, and heretioal Paln-
• 

c1o.nism or 3001n1an1s::1 on tho other. The followers of 

'ArmlnlU8 wore to havo d1~lou1ty in follo\~ thin,dolioato 

bo.lrinoe,~' John" Goodvlin was ono of thoso \1110 suooeed.ed 

rath~r woll in maintaining the balanoe. 

2. The impl1cntions of Goodwin' 9 .A.rminlnnlom. --Tho . 
oentral emphasis or Arminlanism wus tho ethical and mutual 

charaoter of tho relatione bot~een Ood and nnn. 2 On the 

one sido t it mount an assortion of tho divine 3untloc, and, 

on the othor, of cants 1"rocdom. As opposed to tho nboolu­

tist approaoh of CalvlniuL'l. it set rorth oond,l tiona oodify­

ing tho Co.lvinist otreos on tho sovorolen, divino \'till; 1 t 

tried to ,find a plnoe for tree, rational can in his re­

lation to God. Upon his full o.oco:ptnnoc of thin Armlninn 

1. John Good~1n. Redempt10n Redeencd. (ed1tIon of 
1840), 1>P. 227 ff. 

2. Freder10k Pla.tt, uArmInio.n1sm" EnQY'ol~ed.ln. ~f 
llollgion" E'..nd EthiCS", cd. Ja.t100 Uast1ngs, l :E(!rntlur: T. W:u1 
T. Clark, 1909). Vol. I. 
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~oDltlon, Good\nn's thoueht developed in tho diroction ot its 

implications • It did not roproocnt n chango ot d1rc~tion 

tor hie.. It mount primarily f\ stit1ulus to cove further and 

1:a.stor in his nbcmdollIlcnt of Co.lvlniso. It mudo him moro 

reoeptive to tho liboral, humanistio influonoes \vh1ch ho hOO 

o.lron~ found more cOnGen1al to hiD opir1t than orthodox 

Calviniom. Thore were throe mnin nretls of Goodwin's thoueht 

in ,[hioh thoso Impliontiono of Armilllan1sm cade ito impact. 

Tho tirst o~ theso wns un increase in hin rutionnl­

lotio bent. On becomillB u. fim A:milUOll, he boco.t:lo 0. ~irm 

ratlono.lint. Thore wan 0. much 10.rBor plo.cc given to tho 

ronnon in his book do fending tho J.mtn1W.l poet tion,l than in 

~ ofhi8 oar110.r Vlrl~ings. Aftor this point, he \'rns 0. 

oonf1rmed rat1onol.ist. lIe ViCl'lOd mtlll'D relatIonship to 

God us "rntionnl und voluntar,y.n2 Roneon \,lns 1"0.1 th 1 n 

prino1:pnl CU1do. In fo.ct. religion "10 nothinc but reWlon 

in hor exnl to.tion. ,,3 It 10 in regard. to tho p1000 nnd 

power of' rOnDon that Good\7in deviates most from tho vin -
media und oomoD-closcat to the Socln1nn ~ooltion. 

was some 3ustif1oation for thin criticinm: " • • • 

There 

ho teln 

uo of suoh worthy faoulties, renson, understandings, &0., 

in referenoo to tp,eoe etlqulr1cD, ns it he had. never henrd 

rmy' thinG of Ori6innll sin. tho blindnes so, dnrlalesBo t ~er-

- versnoDso, folly, bru1tiohncasD of tho Naturall man ••• "4 

A second place at whioh Arm1n1nnisrn deepened nnd 

1. Jolln Goodwin, Rode~pt1on Redoemed, edItion of 
1040) • 2. Ibid ••• p. 00. 

3. luI[., p. 555. 
4. 'lUofinrd Rasbury, Tho rAI,~htl.eDs-n.ta.rrg: Or, Uri 

John Qoodvlin disooverod a pC!!l{{io-30alnlan. 165w. p. o. 
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ntrengthenedalrea~ existing trends in Goodwin's thought 

~nD an emphasis on the ethioal element in tho Ohristian 

faith. It· m.eant not only an othlou.l interprota.tion of 

God.' s deo.lings with me.n* but 0.100 cthico.l docands in men' 8 

relationship to God. Just as rca~on loomod lnrcor in hiD 

thoughts, so godliness did; n..1'ter ho bocH:.tno n :Cull and avow'­

cd Armininn. . This stroBs on godliness played a significant 

role in his theologioal method,l and in his doctrine of tho 

oh~h.2 Godliness Was to be the test of Soriptural inter­

pretation and 01' the individual's 1'aith. 

Another outstandinc oharaoteristio of Armininn1sm 

was its broad-mindod. tolerant spirit. This spirit breathos 

through cost of Goodwin's writines, but tho natura of his 

tolerOllao \'{no broa.d.ened by hin Mcoptnnco of Aminio.nimn. 

"Goodvnn's dootrinal poo1tlon hud, of course, profoundly 

significant'lcplloations for religious toloration •••• As 

\10 should expeot, Goodwin's liberal.ism in dootrine \Vas to bo 

refleated in his lnter ~rritings in n broader and more zeal­

ous defence of religious llborty.n3 There was a oertnin 

un1versn.1Ism runn11l6 through hIs V!O\7S. lIo belioved in 

univernnl redemption, unIversal crace, and the universal 

possession of tho Holy Spirit. lie did not want to cxoludo 

ovon the heathen from the l'oDslbl11ty of SUlvlltlon. This 

willingness to inolude 0.11 sorts r..nd condl tiona ot Clon t'll'th- -

in tho pulo ot Ohriot's ntoneoont ~as appliod to Inoludo nll 

1. su~rn •• Chap. II. 
2. 1nt-ra •• CMIl.· IV. 
3. \J. E. Jordnn, op.oit.,. Vol. III, pp. 405" .. 406. 
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men within the realm of the state's toleration, even those 

guilty of heresy, apostasy and unbelief. 

Hero, as at 0.11 po1nt3, Al'min1o.n1nm· led COOd\'lin to 

. go fUrthor in tho direotion 1n yJhioh ho vms \~lreo.dy movins 

than ho miGht hnvo dono if he hnd tried to ~~ntn1n n rost­

less', but orthodox Calvinist thooloe:r. Nono\of the Pur­

itan Calvinists went so fnr in their use ot ronson, ethical 

emphasis, and plea for tolerance us did Goodwin. probably 

Goodwin wotlld not have gone so tar in those respoots had he 

not tor.n otf tho tattered mantle of CalVinist orthodo~. 



Chapter IV 

John Goodv/in' s 

DOCTRIllE of tho CnURClI 

" ••• in regard of some strange opiniono he 
hath hold m~ yoars, and others that in time ho 
miGht t'nll unto (which in tho Prosbytorian way he 
could novor enjoy with quiet, nor have liberty to 
propnr,ato them) thoroforo he took nnnotuBr,1 in In­
depo.ndoncy. t'al11ng t'rom our Ch\lroh. and tho ProB­
byter1ull Gover.n~cnt ••• unto tho Indepondont w~. 
as toot wheroin he might with core sn.1"ty onJoy hin 
opinions •••• n Thomas Edwards. 



OIIAl?1'ER IV 

GOODWIll'S DOCTRIllE OF TIlE Cmll~II 

A. Collltro8ntlonn11sm varsus prosbytarlunlo.tl 

1. From PronbltC!.x:l.Wl to C_or\~C!&n_~!'p"l1;o.~.l..!!!.-- Durlnc 

the two decndcB in v/h10b thoy oontrolled tho doat,1ny of' Eng­

lond. tho Puri tOllS \'lore plagued by dlvisionn Vll thin their 

eli'll rnnks. Porhaps thoro \'laS no Insue Which proved Clore 

d1v101vo than thut of churoh gOVf!rllmont. Tho d1vio1on over 

this issue rnn through Pnrllrunont, tho \'/ot1tr.tlnsto19 Assembly, 

tho Army, and tho Pross. John Gooduin ~l~cd 0. landing ro10 

in this nt~el0 •. 'Liko ttost Pu.rita.ns, he hc.d boon prosby­

terlnn 1%1 tho bog1rul1%l8. but had beaooo ditJso.tlsf'lod. wlth tho 

course it took a1'tcr 1 t Gn1ned tho tl.OOOndlUlay 'in tho na.tion. 

lIo hnd tU1"l10d to Congrogntionnllotl u.s n preferablo nltorna.tlvo. 

'l'ho dooinion oooms to have been dl.tf'lault .tor Goodwin 

to mrute, for he had a leonine toward tho proabytorlnn 6ovor.n-

mente 

I know that I ~~ looked upon ns 0. man ver,y deeply 
ell6o.ged for the Indepondont onllSO against Pro sbyt ory • 
Du.t tho truth 1s, I GIl noi thor so wholo for tho tomer, 
nor nea111nt -tho .luttor, an 'I om genorally votod • • • 
to bOt ••• it is in r.1':I spirit only thut I norvo tho 
lnw of Indepondenoy, bllt in my flesh I servo tho lnw 01" 
Prosbytor,y. And if tho oauoo of rrenbytor.y could be 
so pleaded ••• flO to let3i t1mata hor birth a.nd pediGreo 
(in my Jud.6L1cnt und oonsoionoo) • • • it would bo • • • 
as a resurrection fran doath into 1i£0 to my :flonh, yoo. 
my spirit ••• would ro301co aloo, that 6u1n and Bod. 
linose • • • nrc DO woll agroed. l 

1. Johu Goodwin, Tho Inoxounablcnes~o ot that Grond 
Aoou9atlo~ of tho Drathrcn. onrred~tuEorogInt r~6, £rofaoo. 

145 
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There were 'tv,'o thing a ",;hioh led hitt to oPPoso the Prosby­

terians in s'Plte ot his lenni1l89 111 that direotlon. 

Tho f'irst wna tho feeling tha.t it d1d not promote 

Godliness DJ'ld a. thorOUbh reformntion of tho ohurch and nation. 

Goodwln o.oooptod the wnb1gulty of tho l1ew Tostwnent Uti to 

church covernment, and applIed the 'Pra.gcatl0 tcst at wh10h 

bost furthored holineos. He thaucht Oongrooo.tlonullaml wus 

oUllorlor in thls regard, but he wo.a \11111~ to bo shown 

o thorrtiSQ • 

If' nny of my brothrcll of OPPOll! to judgraent. oh0.11 
6ive ma ~ reasonable aooount how I may build up myoelf 
in holiness botter (or If it be as woll,) in the w~ of 
Pro nbyter,y , thnn in thnt nhoroin I ~n for tho prosont 
engaged, I wlll pull do\'m what I hnve build, nnd devoto 
0.11 my stroneth to tho oONice ot tha.t \J~ 'Ihloh, for 

. dla1;lnotion-noko, 10 oo.llcd Prosbytery." 
, ~ '. ~ .;. ~ , ,. >'~ , , 

Seoondly ho opposod tho Prosbytorinn domnnd for 

uniformity. Ho viowod this n8 tl roturn to oplsoopnoy3 and 

ovon pnpnoy. GoodwIn felt it nooonsur,y to oppose tho rreo-

bytorluns just as he hud Oppoacd tho Arlltlioans" lIe "{ould 

1. Tho Oongrego.tiona.lista of this por1od \'Ioro oulled 
Indepondents, Just as thoy \'lore co.l.lod 3eparat1sta in tho 
eurlior poriod. Actun1~ Indopendenoy was a muoh bronder 
and core politioal movoment and inoluded vdthin its coalition 
at various timaG severo.! groups. ct., VI. K. Jordon, The, De­
voloEIcnt of Rolip,ious Toleratlon in ~land. (Allen und Un­
"lIn, ~zrn. Vor:-f!I. PI>. ~'IiT. IIso (J'. $'. nuttall. Tho 
Honly s'r-rl t in Puri t~ Fa! th and. E?rnerlenoe, (2d. cd., O'X.ro'rd: 
'Bo.DiI IaokweU, 1'V4'1 >. p. 12. 

2. John Goodwin, Innooenoz and Truth trlumEhi~~ T~-
Gothor, 1646, p. 29. _ .. . 

3. John GoodWin, A Driofo .hnnwer To on uloorous 
Trontlso. IG4G. p. a: "ltor lot fUlY' man thlii"k: t'hat:r:-Droa.th 
tnc least a1ro 01' dIapnraccmont In tho raoe of Prosbytor,y. 
by ra,n.eing Episoopaoy wlth it: in as much o.s Ur. Edl'/arda him­
Belfe. springs on ingo.gomont u:P0l1 Prosbytcr:Y' to porsooute 
Snints und~r tho vailo or Dupprosning errors, ~rom the laud­
ablo praotice 0:1: her older sinter Eplsaol'o.oY'. n 
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oven oritioise tho Independents when tho oooasion arono. In 

the prefaoe to ono of hia works ~~n1nDt tho otnunoh,Prosby -

tarian. ThoL"Ul9 EdT1urdO. Goodwin Gavo a. aumrru.l.l.7 of tho thingo 

whioh ho o~posed: 

Tho perseoution o~ tho sainto; the rouah handling of 
tender conDclenoe; tho 111:tlns up 01' religion upon a. 
sword's point; vlolcnoed conformities; unlfo~lt1eB en­
forced: quonohine of vroooodings in tho knowlodt:~o of 
troth; binding up of Judgoonta in synodioal deoreeD: 
otund1na up in ooro~on1es to the preJudioo of Dubstonoo, 
(ns when tho 8oopel.muot not bo preached beouuse ouoh 
and ouoh -hlll1da havo not boen imposed) th.o lordillC ovor 
tho heri tac:e of Christ • • • theso have boon abhor­
renoioG o~ rJ.Y former yoars 0.0 \'1011 ns of my latter. l 

o 
To him. Prosbytor1nn1om, nt leaot in Its dominant i'orm. &;;. rc-

presonted 0.11 of these things. On tho othor ho.nd. Congroga.-

tiona1Inm Doemed to offer n ~reer, moro peaoeful alternative. 

Goodwin and:hitLConcreC'o.tlon .ho.d. 'olencd the Solemn Loague a.ntl. 

Oovenant In 1641 und neuin in 1643. no interpreted it <l1t­

forently, however, from Cloot of thoso who s1enod it. 

• • • be1ng fully Dorouq.dod,rosolvod. and })osocot 
in my 3udgmcnt, soul. und conscience, that the W~ of 
tho COl1{;reBtltioll(!l.list~ 19 the ~ruth, I conoeive a 
possibIlity at lenst, yon and soma degreos of a prob­
ability. thut the ohuroheD of God 1n tho threo k1ngdoms, 

1. John Goodw1n, Tho inexcusablenoss€) o~ that Grnnd 
Aoousation of the Brethren," oOIIod Antapolo1an, ;[646, prefaoe. 

2. GoodwI.n poInted out that i t V/llS mo "High" FroD­
bytorlann ouch as pr,ynne and E~wards that he op~osed: "I 
oommonl~, if not constantly chnracterize the Prenbyterle: . 
whioh is tho Grcnt oontent1on of tho Xlnedome. and aontotltn­
tion of tW. :pen, .with the s1gno.ll and propor Epithaton, lIIGU." 
He had n,uDnthy for tho 109a pretentiouD Presbyterian min­
ioter:) and.. laymen: If... As for thODe '/hothor Cllnlstern. or 
others, \, .. ho nrc led by tho lleht of their oonnolenoes to 
servo the1r God (both thcira nnd aino) in tho w~ of Prcsby­
terie: but aro tender in obtruding their judeement or praetieo. 
tUl tho pattorn in tho DOunt, upon othors: r:r:I heart In tlith 
thom. thoir persons and. piot10 I roverenoe and honour •••• " 

. John Gooc1vrin, Tho Soourl):c of tho Sa1n~s Dlopluyed. 1646. 
profueo. 
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in,the Dense deolared, might be drn~n into near oon­
junotion in this, n.urnely. when tho ben~tY' o.nd truth of 
1 t should bc

l
1'ully mWlifested and made knorm to 

thee • • • • 

In 1644 Goodl'/in hud n vioion of fl relicioua penoe 

nppronohinc, whioh \"lOuld havo thone oha.ro.aterist1on. Tho 

1"irst sign would be "Wh~n mon oholl begin to groW' to 0. ~lenr­

noDs. s1IlGlencso, honournblencHH'. and Christian-liko crant ... 

ncsa, in the1r cndo."2 The socond characteristio to bo 

looked tor ,'Ins U\1hen npontloo t prophets. ovungeliato, pustors, 

and teaohers shnll bo no moro turned into oouncils, synoda, 

o.nd oecular o.r::1D."3 Thirdly. "V;hen tho genero.l.i ty of con 

protcaaillB godlinoss and roligion, 0110.11 be content to turnlah 

thcmool voo w1 th relig10n • • • and ahu.ll make ooru.ple 01" tak-
'.~ >t;c ,_,)' : ,..",. • ~ • 

, .. ,<. "'., ". l" ~ I 

1ns'it up bY,t1holeoaJ.e from synods" oounoils, and books, only 
~' ",,~, > -,~ •• ~ ::~ , : .".:~ • ,,'~"" • 

tor oo.se nnd choapness sake. t. 1 t would be 0. hopef'ul sign.4 

FinallY'. it wns to bo 0. timo "VJhcn Ohristirul StateD, o.nd con 

of soundest judcmQnt. croatont lear.n1ng, parts, and abilities. 

therein, oho.ll g1ve froe lib~rtY' to men looked upon as opposito 

in 3udGUont to tho truth. to pub11sh and openly declaro the 

ground Qlld roasons o~ the1r 3udBrlcnt in ec.oh partioulo.r."6 

Goodwin thought Congrocnt1ono.liom o1'1"ercd hope of rul1"1lmont 

in all four partlcularo. 

fl1 thin 0. fe\'1 yea.rn Goodwin f/un to beoQtlc tlr.nly con­

vinoed that "Indepond.encY' in tho only lint that can stanoh 

p. 32. p. 
p. 
p, 
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our wOMds, the only dnrl thnt onn stay the inundation of 

blood, tlhioh is atoc l1kety to ovorwholr.1 us."l Uo fUlVl Proo­

by-terinn'lsIn tUld .Angliotlllism [1.3 impoDDlblo nltorno.tiveu. "For 

tho vor,v nnno of Prosbytor.1 io hatoful to tho ~eoplo, and it . 
~ero too stranco n rolnpoo to Give them oguin thoir Dl~hopo 

and. tho1r liturey. and if either of the othor be permittod, 

thoro onn be nothinG c:x:peo ted but murmur11169 and olaahingo. 
o if not open mutiny1n{;s."~ Dy this title, 0. mo.30rl ty in Par-

liament and tho A~ wore beil~ lod to tho nume conolus1on. 

z. Guthored COnercqut1ono Veroua n national ohurch.-­

Goodwin was oPl!oDod to the idoo. of 0. nnt1ono.l churoh \,lhioh 

inoluded everyone wi thin the no.tion 1n ito membership. lIo 

, ~hou~.l:t"thnt:"here P~o8byt~r1nn3 Vlere f'ollowing in tho mistaken 

·po.th\?ny' ~ftho .:r~rm~r, Church or En:sland. Xo' him 1 t had two 

ob3ectionablo foatures. Firat, it moant hnv1ng within tho 

ohuroh thoso who woro in no ronl sense Christians. Seoondly, 

'1 t meunt e.n allinnoo botwoel',l Churoh . ~ state Whioh led tho 

Church to lonn on tho Stnte too muoh, and tho Stnto to intor-

foro in Ohurch ai'fnlra. Goodw1n uno o~ually ngninot both. 

Good~ln's position vue that to inalu[o 011 sorto and 

condi tions of mon w1 thin tho churoll. w1 th no regard to their 

Ohr1stinn f1tnoos, was to defilo tho body of Cllriat 4nd impede 

the 00.\180 of reformation. ~hls 1s brought out in hiD deba.tes 

with both pr,ynno and Edtmrda. 

lowinc ohallengo: 

~o pr,ynne he offerod the fol-

1. John Good,"rin, Inclcpcndonal:e God's Vcritic, IG4'1, 
p. '1. ' 

2. Ibid. 
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• • .• lIei ther can llnoter Prin oho'rl nn:r nut1on, overy 
member whoreof, is quallfloa ~or to mako up a Ohuroh; 
wh1ch 10 the body of Christ, unlcsno Haster :prln Vllll 
tako in nll drunkn.rd.u, l'/horo-muDters. &0. to be combors 
of 0. Ohurch; whereun tho Word aa.yea. they must be vinlblo 
Saints; c.nd thin orumot be o.voidcd in a. lla.tionnll Chu.rah.l 

Goodwin "lunted those who lived D. Ohriotlnn 11£'0, In ad'll tI'on 

to thono prote,soinG Christinn! ty. to be inoluded in tho body 

of: Chrlut. Wherous. P.r.y.nno and ~ODt of tho Prenbyterlnno 

w~~tea. e. comprehcnoivo Ohurch • 

• • • the Prcobytorinn system was politloo.l in its 
comprehensIveness. From tho parochInl proabytor.y to tho 

, national synod it \'1D,3 in intention 0. oomploto und. nation­
al system. and the existence of B Single separatist con­
gregation wa.s at onao a blot on its beauty Ol1d (l bloVl nt 
ito very basln.2 

fo tllx sa.1nto und ollUlora Indisoriminatoly in tho 

Churoh, .\'lo.S, to 9-oodwin, 0. dOll{Sorous praotioo. In his roply 

to Edwa.rds he opposed. once nco.1n tho idea 01". 0. nntlo11o.l 

ohuroh: 

As for tho so , Who by tho Churches of God in the three 
kingdoms. undorsta.1lcl 0.11 the inhabi tanto of those kin8-
dams, good and bad • • • tlJ:'ld SWear unto tho most 111Ch 
God ••• thnt they will endeavor to brinG thene into 
the noarest conjunatlon in religion und form ot ohurch 
government; vlhat do thoy (in e:C1'oot) but 3Wenr • • • 
tho.t they will endeavour to bring day und niGht. Christ 
and Belial, into the nearest oonJunotion thoy cnn? 
Cortainly tJolves ond tigers. boars and 110M, nrc no 
capablo of polit1cal and clvil oonJunction w1th men. as 
looso, 'Vl1cked. ungodlyo.nd profano mon nre, without tho 
change of thoir natures by' graoe of spiritual ••• 
oommunion w1th tho sninta.3 

It was a common nrcumont of tho Presbyterian npolo6-

ista to uso the examplo of Ierael as a preoedent for the 

• p 

1. John Goodwin, Certain Brlofe Observationot 1644, 
1,), o. 

2. \1. A. Dhlll'l, .A lIitJto~ o£ the En.Sllsh Ohurch ••• 
1640-1660, (Longmans. Groon, u.ni Co •• 19"00). vor.: II, p;- 3'4. 
• 3. John Goouwln. The inexousa.blono9se of thnt G~~d 
Aoousation of tho Brothron, callcd Ailtnpo"io61a. IG4G. proi'c.oe. 



151 

osto.blish::lent 'of nn inolusivo, na.tionul Church. Goodwin, how-

over, 'pqint'od ou.t thnt a. distinction Dust be tladc between the 

Old Cov"cntl.11.t' OJ1d tho 1loVl Oovcnnnt. Tho former V1UB made with 

n nation.- tho lntter vlith 1nd.1vldunlo. 

Tho llutionall Cbu.rQh of the JO\10S oannot bo a po.ttomo 
for un now, booause tho oovenant of the Gospell is not 
made vl1th uny one partioular nation, 0.8 with tho Jewes. 
but to alll~oraonD thnt embrnoo tho Gospel, and bcloevo 
in Christ. 

Althou,gh many of the COllBro6a.tionallota of his O\'.n d~ 

approved of n loosely knit nnt10nal Church such ns existed 

durll1G tho COIXnonwoal tht GOOdvl1n \1/0.0 in the main stream o~ 

Conereg3,t1onalistn in regard to his vioVI of fl "co.thorod" Church. 

Ita Ilrlnoi:pul featuroD of 0. oommunity of believers gathered to­

G-other"~'Undor tho"hoadship or Christ 'and' unIted. in ll. voluntary 
- ~. ~"- ~!.,. "'". 'Y"'\ ~;; 'I!' ..! , '" ". ' 

oovennnt nre distinctIve notes of the CongrCBo.t1ona1 thoor,y or 

the Church. '.rhoy nro to be found. 1n Robert Bro\7110'O olll.Oo10 

dctin1 tion of the Ohurch. ~ho church plnntod or gathered, 

10 n oom'Pnnie or number of' Christinns or boleovors. whioh by n 

ull11ng couennnt made \T.Lth thoir God, are vn~er the gouernmont 

of God and ChrInt, and kapa his laws in one hollo oommunion • 

• • • "2 Bro\1no hnd eet forth theso prinoiplos in diot1notion 

:from tho Anglioan und Rof'ormed dootrines of tho Church. 

Spooking at the first o,sDcmbly of the 'florld Counoil of Churches 

in 1940, noarly throe hunared and sevonty"five ~ears Inter, n 

1. John Goodwin, Co'rto.in Br~ofo Obootyntions, 1644, 
PP. 7 f. 

2. Robert Bro\V,no, A Dook Wefoh Shewoth tho life and 
rnonners or all true ChristIans, 150J, o.s qtl.oted in. lIcnr.Y', U, 
llexter -Tne COMrefIntionOllsm at the last Thro'o lIundred. Yearn, 
As soe;r;,'ln its-Utoraturo, (Rodder nnrSt"ou"gliton, rSOO), P.f6o. 
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CongregationalIst lender put to~vnrd tho numo prInoiples of a 

"tgathered' ohurch, tho ohurch of tho CovcnOllt. tho ohuroh of 

tho oommunity of the Holy SPIrIt.~l 

On~ of the feo.turoa at tho COl1lIrogutiono.l system which 

Good\rln liked was tho frccdoo it gave poople to ohooso their 

O\7n pnato~. no thought no ro~ormation oould be "acoordinc to 

tho' minde" of God and Ohl'llat "wh10h 1n30ynes the Sninto to ai t 

under, and hold themsolveB to such Pastora, with whom their 

hearts cannot olose in that relation with ~ toloro.blo antia­

faction t nor yot nro capable o~ h1s U1niater,y, or any ed1~10n­

t10n by 1 t. • • • ,,2 Later on Goodwin "las to or! ticlso his 

fellovl Inde,pendants whon thoy sot up t1. coroni ttoo of "Triers" 

to purge ·the.ranks ol",~j;ho .ministry from corrupt and 1ncom-
~~:jF~:f~~.,·";.,<";,,"'~-,(:,,>~ _ ." ,... ~ ,., - ~,}.. ... ;~'~ ">~,,:~ ,- ',~ 

potent cin1stora.' . "', .. ' 

V~110 upholding the r1ghts und freedom of tho looal 

congrogation, Goodwin did not mean that they nhould bo 1801-

ated from other ohurchos. If ••• thesa you 00.11 indepc:ndents, 

oonfesso that they nre acoountable for their notions to ever" 

neighbour Churoh that shall in the nome of Christ require 1 t, 

they stand not independent from othoro but hold oOllU:lunion \'11 th 

011 othor Churches ••• ,"3 He felt it ncoennnr,y to hnve 

fe11ovlOhip with other tlembors ot tho body or Christ. He 

vlo.nted primnrily to protoat the indiv1dual church from "pro­

vinciall, und national1 synods from whom thore 10 no appeo.lo, 

p. 12. 



153 

but to ~hoso. judcemon~s all munt aubm1t an to an ordinanoo of 

Christ, thouelt but to question what is dono by thee is to bo 

Gull ty of truo, tion. Bohiamo t arrognnoY'. • • ."1 

~he Proabyter1nnn orltioiood thIn Conaroeationalist 

oonooption of the "go.thorod" church nt several llolnto. They 

enid thut "this VIa::! tukoth ouro ror none in po1nt or holinosso. 

bu.t hal" own: Sho ouftoroth nll tho V/orld about her to 110 in 

wiokcdnessc, and to sleep in doath. w1thout looking nftor them, 

or ta.k1ng any pi tie or oomllnoalon on them. ,,2 GoOd\1in' a answor 

to this wan tho.t inoludine such people in tho ohuroh as if they 

v/oro already Ohriatlans WIlS no \'rny to oonvert thom. Tho 

method ~~ CongrcGatlonalism was difforent: 

••• She cordially' prayes for tho oonversion of tho 
;4",-;., ::,ul1oonvorted,'; ahe,:mourns,ovor them, sho cnUDOS hor light 

to shino berore thom. ahe boars their burtheno, ohe in-
·treo.ts them'cently, aho foods their hungry', v.nd clonthcth 
thcir naked • • • sho rcoocpcnooth ovill for evil1 unto 
nona of thom. with n~l ouch oxemplarities of lifo and • 
oonversation • • • • 

Above all nahe" used tho bost mco.nn of oonvorsion. I, 
• • • 

she proaoheth tho Gospel with as much diligonco, and ta1tnful­

nesse, and pOf/er. and \nth no muoh 1ibortio Wld :t'rocdomo Wlto 

all to partake with hor in this her ministratIon, as ~ othor 

way Whatsoever •••• n4 

Another or! ticistl mrulc by tho Presby-torians WllS tha.t 

this arrnngcocnt would lead to dIv1sionn in congregations und 

fo.rnilioo. Typioal of the o.ttl tude of mo.ny 0'£ tho Presby­

terians \'IllS this reply of' ~ Ollonymoua punphleteor to c. 

• 
1. John Good~nn. Certain DricfeObscrvnt1ons, 1644, ~. 12. 
2. John Goodwin, 'J.fJieooaxla, 1644. p. 38. 
3. Ibid •• p. 39. 
4. Ib1d. 
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~amphlet by John ~rioe,who wns n loadins member of Goodwin's 

Ohuroh. 

• • .IDndon wna onoe a. Oi ty nt Wlion V/1 thin it self'. 
and did gervo tho Lord w1 th one consont. und oarry on 
the work of tho Lord vii th one should~r, untiU man of' 
your turbulent faotion (wd humour foll to sohioma and 
sopara.tion, go.thering Churchos out of Churches, and tho.n 
not rthQn deolininc, but v/hen retormillG (ll praotioo nevor 
heard of before lnto years) these and suoh like praotloeD 
of yours, have turned Londona anoient love, union and 
goodness, into hftrea t diVision, and b1ttor.nosse on~ 
against anothor. 

This tTriter accused the clniatera of many of tho sepo.ro.ted 

oongregations of "stealinG 3heop out of' the flook, brought in 

by the bless1ng of God uDon other men'o lnbours."2 

Goodwln t s attitude was that Oongregationnlism oauDed 

no suoh troubles ana. dissenoiona. and v{hore diVisions did 
" 

oocur, It could no Vlell 'be the fault of ona "v/nt" as the 

other. !rho foot that ,different membors of a 1"mnily micht eo 
to different ohurchos \'ina no more oooo.sion for strifo within 

. . " 

fam111eo\thnn it its mombers wore in soparate guilds or oom-

In rmy Oo.so, wherever tho Goopel "col~eo in powor, 

und is entertained in truth" it brlnes disturbanoo. Ho 01tOD 

luko 12:51 to prove thn't they nro the orc1.1nlU7 effeots of tho 
, ' 

Gospol.4 flhore men are bound together in error the Gospel 

inevitably has this c!~eot. Suoh div1s1onD nre testimony 

tha.t the trtlth 1s beine proa.ohed. 

1. A Modest and Clco.r Vindioation of the Serious 
RepresentatIon, ruler laic Vlndlonilon of tlia IHnIstorn of 
l.ondon, nnnonymus, 1649, p. 6. 

2. Ibid., 
3. Sohli Good\nn. Thoomnxia, 1644, p. 31. 
4.- Ibid •• ~.' 32, "4':.Ch!riko yeo that I ntl aomo to givo 

penco on eurtli? I toll you, ntJ3, but rather deba.to. For 
free henceforth thoro ahall bo five in one houso diVided, 
throe against tyro. and two acainst threo." 
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• 
3. Godlinoss versun Orthodo?sy.-- Goodwin held tho 

ConcrCgntlo11al principlo, that tho Church should be 'ondo up of 

visiblo sllints. He tollowcd Gonoral ConBrcGa.tiona.llst prao­

tico in. diatino""Uiohing 0. suint by his godll1;los3 rnthor thnn by 

his orthodoxy.l· Godllnosa was n cora acourato indication of 

Christianity than 0. profession of beliet in a oreed. A saint 

was mora easily distinguished ~rom a sinner thnn an orthodox 

beliover frot:). Il horetio. l!oral ntandnrdo ot Chriotio.n con­

duot were eo.oier to de tine then tho theologicnl ntnndo.rds 0'£ 

beliefs. Tho latter woro moro relative thnn the tormer. 

Goodwin Vias willing to cl.10Vl difforenoes of opinion VIi thin tho 

churoh, but he waD not willing to Dormit tho ungodly to bo 

members of:. the ·church.2 '. , 

.. : "'. ' This requiremont of godllncDs ~or churoh mcmborahi}J . 

Was even more rigorously applied by Goodwin in tho ma.tter of 

admi tto.noe to tho Lord'D SUPlIor und to bapticm. ~hoao guilty 

ot n1n!ul conduct vlore barred :t:rom the It>rd' B Duppor c.nd their 

infants Vlore not to be baptised 00 long o.s they remained In 

ouch a state. Thio position got him into trouble tnth tho 

Prcnbytcrinns and was given 0.0 the oauae tor hin removal from 

1. l{odern Oongrcga.tlono.l1sm c.lso speaks of an nin-
• £'Iistenec on ho1lno.sG rathor thnn orthodoxy." R. 11. FloYI (cd.). 
~he nature of the Church, (SOlt Press, 1952). p. 176. "In ovol7 
century. C ongreentlonOlIsrn., in ito do 0 trine ot the Church. flO 
indoed in all elae, hus thus buIlt uDon a foundation of whnt 
was onco called 'vis1ble holiness': what we should now cnll 
1~onscornted peraonality.,n Ibid., V. 179. 

2. ~ho P1"osbyterinn. vicw wus, however. tho.t error Vlns 
nn sinful o.nd. dn.neorous o.s vice. It wns "no 10DSO unlo.fl1'ull 
tor a Christian stnte to give any llbort10 or toloration to 
orrours, then to Qet up In overy a1t10 and parloh ot their 
dominions, bordola ~or tUldleanloneaso, stugea tor playas, and 
l1sts tor duels. fI Robert Da.1l1ie, Er~~~ ,and Ind~~~cm. 1&46. 
an quoted in ~. K. Jordan. op.oit., Vo!. III. p. ~OO. 
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his parish church in 1G45.1 Goodt:in l s insistonce on this 

point 1s refleated in one ot the articleD of the agreement by 

Vlhlch he aome back 0.0 pastor of Gt. stophen's Parish Chu.rch. 

His "gatheredrt church which he brought with him, \Vas to havo 

this ri6ht: "1'hat at such times of the1r communion w1 th Christ 

at Hia Supper th~y may be intiro, of them~olvco. and nDno with­

out their admission nnd free consent CIlY' put thetlsolves o.mong 

them or of':Cer to oOInrlluniaato with them. ,,2 

~his strictneso 1nregard to godlineos was not op­

posed by tho Fresbyterinno ns muoh aD tho len1enoy toward ortho-

doxy. ~hey thought that such a looso attitude in regard to 

creedal ortho~xy ~rcd errors and herenies. Goodwin' n own 

Churoh was espeoially suspected. One oontcoporary wrote .of 

~oares ~ Jenlouoics arising from soverall Intormatlons • 

and d1vorse other symptomes at dnn.eer, but eapeoia.l.l.y' Skip­

pon's seoret ~sting or SoismAtlques in the Oity amongst the 

• • 

Congregations of Mr. Goodtlin, lJr. Pat1enoe, nnd othors • • • • ,,3 

1. Tho Westminster Confossion on the mntter 01" reoe1v­
ing tho tartt' a Supper VIaTllS that "1f",norant and wioked men" who 
roceive it nre guilty of brinsing damnation on themselves, 
Ohap. XXIX, soat. 8. Goodwin seemed to bo more rigorous in 
his demands on this issuo than most ot his fellow OOnBrognt1on­
ul1sts, ns woll, for The Snvo~ Deolnration has essentially the 
some pos1tion. lIere, as nt many points, Goodwin \'Ins olosor to 
Robart 13ro":ne, vtho wrote in regard. to the Lord's Supper: 
"Thore must be a se~arat1on ~or thoso \~ioh nre none of tho 
ohuroh, or be vnmoeto to rcoetlue. that tho vlorthlc may be onoly 
reoeaQ.ed. If 'Robert 13rovmo, op.oi t •• p. 60. ns quoted in \1il­
liston Walkor, The Creeds ruin Platforms of Congrcgat10no.l1Stl, 
(New York: Charles Scrlbner'n Sons, 1093), ~, 23. 

2. Vaat~ Minute Book, st. ntephenls Ohurch, Oolemun­
stroot, (Guildhall IIbrur,y, Ms. 4458, 11th of november, 1649), 
p. lGl. 

3. Clement \'lo.lkor, Relations and Observations, part I, 
1648, p. 123. . 
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In opi to of tho cl.o.N~or involved. Goodwin wos firmly oP'Poocd to 

riCid demands tor orthodo~ wi thin tho ohurch • 

• • , certain it"is thnt no body' ••• or com::mn1t:r 0;(' 
people, hath any authorIty or power from God ••• to 
establish DJ:J.y" such Rulo or law. one or marc, amongst them, 
no not by or \71 th the tUllverso.ll oonsent of ovory ind1vid\1--
0.1 membor of this body, o.ooord1nB unto whioh they shull 
o.l1 stond bound to bellovo ever.:r man the Bamc thl111Jn VII th 
an ot~cr in nll points of ChrlntIo.n nol161on t or thnt any 
one mOllS Judcoment. or tho Judgement or nny number o:t men 
nmongot them, shull bo tho otandard unto wh10h nll tho 
rest nhnll conform their Judgements in ma.ttera of Fal th 
or wo rshi p. • • ,1 

4. Tho Inviolabi~tty of tho individual consoienoe ver­

sua tho author1tl of S~ods and Cow~cilo.-- Aooor~lne to Good­

win t s vie\.,. God wan tho ollly 1'innl author1 ty over tho Ind!­

vldWll. conaclenco.2 IIe dld not aonation !oroed 'belief or an 

unoomp·romioing orthodo:c;y. A man's oonscienoc wnn nnnwern'ble 

ultimately to God and not to can. 

consciencen of men • 

God alone must rule the 

• • • God never clVes D. l'o\'ror unto nny mnn. or any 
number of men, to enslavo or subject tho consoienoes of 
men in aattera apportntninc unto himself. either unto 
themsolves & their Judeeoent. or unto any othors. • • 
God reserves the lCBls1ntixe power over the consoiencos 
of men unto hinsolf nlong.v 

Goodl-/in' 9 or! ticlstl of the Preobytorinns \'iUS tho.t they 

1. John Goodwin, Tho Triers (or Tormenters) T~cd and . 
Cast, 1657, p. 19. 

2. '-'he A;po1ogetlcall Uarration. 1643. of the fivo dis­
Banting InO:epcndenta of the Weotminotor Assembly had sevorn! 
suoh phrnses ns "vouchsafe our oonsoienocs" (p. 3), "be true 
to our own oonDcienoes" (p. 3). "roopcot to tender conscienoea" 
(P. 26). One Independent wr1tcr ellYn the Independent, "thinks 
0.11 the dolicht in this World vii thout tho liberty of hiD oon­
DCience, is a burthen intolorablo", and, "reckons L1berty of 
Oonscienoe to be Englands chiefest good". J. Cook, What tho 
IndcEendentn "lould have. 1647. pp. 13 f'. t o.s quoted ln o. r: 
ll'utto.ll, !fhe ROlf 1lr1t in puritan Faith and Exporienoe, (2d 
ed •• Oxforo: Bas I IacblC31I. 194tJ). p. 36. 

3. John Goodwin. Tho Triers (or Tomentero) T170d nnd; 
Onnt, 1657, p. 19. 
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Bought to replace God'o tluthorlty over men's connclcncoD w1th 

tho authority 0'£ Synodo Wld Counoils. Ho \'lUD unal torab.l.y 

opposod to tho posl tion of. tho t/ontl:linster Asnembly that, "It 

bcloneeth to Dynode and oouncils mlnintoril~l.y to detormino 
" 
cont~ve:rsieB ot fnlth. und cases of conscience • .. 1 • • • 
To Goodwln, auah n prllattoo flo.n akin to the pnpnl claim of 

Infa.llibility. "Is not this to uphold tho ;Papist tenant of' 

• 0 boloov1r..e o.s tho Churah boloovoth? n~ IUn po a1 tion \'10.0 tho.t 

tho prCH'Jllytorlnn pructlae not only exoroised lll1 (lUthori ty 

tthioh.bolollBcd. only to God. but thnt it o.lso im.plicd Wl in­

fnlli bill ty of such oyn.odo nnd councilo which thoY' did not 

have. 1[0 thought the vory attitude ot uynods doomod thom to 

failuro. 

, .,. • .• .whonSynodo Wld C ounc 010 shall bco.rc them­
Delves 'inordinately upon thoir n1l:'!lbortl ond 1:1ul tl tudes. 
upon their wisdomc, learninG. and piotic, and beoauso 
of' thene, shnll ••• cho.llel1l)oanlin1"nllibllitio (for 
lJhute doo thoy lonso t when they corn:nWld 0.11 mons Judge­
oents and consoienoes to bow dO\1no at tho feot of their 
doton11nntlonn?) this is little looee then un authorized 
Bl~Wld of Divination, that they will miscarry, WId thnt 
God tdll not honour thomt3~lth the diacovor,y or any of 
hIs Truth unto the \'forld. 

God uounlly revoaled himself to individuals rather 

thnn to oynods. The Rei"ormntion ltnelf was Q. good examplo: 

p.,4. 

Thu.t 11ght of Ev'nn.ge1icnll truth, wherein tho Ro­
tamed QhurohcD rcJoyco o.t this' dny. yea, o.nd. triumph 
ovor AntlchriDtlnn darknoss, did not break out 01" tho 
clouds of Counocls and synods unto them, but God caused 
it to shine upon them, from soattored and a1JJ.sle oto.rros, 
tl~ Luther. Culvin. Zuinc11uat Uu.rtyr •••• 4 

p , 

1. Tho WostminHtcr Confeasion, Chap. lXXI, soot. 3. 
2. '306 Goofitiln. borta;1n Iiricfe Obsorvntiol1;~, 1(;44, 

3. John Goodwin. Thooqn:x1~. 1(',44. 'PP. 45 f. 
4. Ibid., p. 45. 
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A can f/Utl ul timatoly responsible only to God for hiB faith 

nnd not to o.ny group of %!len or ohurohes. 
-
This position of Goodwin's had important iopliontions 

for roligious freedom. Freodom for tho individual consoienoo 

in pr~Qtioo mount froedom of belief. It wna this that nt-

traotcd the scots to the Independent ooalition. It was the 

thing vhioh aroused foar and opposition in tho prcsb~terianD. 

~rynne sava expression to thin feur when he v~oto: 

Vlhether th£1t Independent Govor.nement whioh Bome con­
tend for, if poativoly o.nd fully llGl"ocd on. tuld lo.1d 
dO\'1ne without disguisoB, and thon duly pondered in the 
bnllance of scripture or r1ght ronDon. bo not of its 
ownc na.ture. 0. very Setlinc.r:r of SohiotlD t and dangerous 
diVisions in tho Ohuroh, state? 0. floud-Gate to lot in 
an inundation of nll manner of HeresioB, Errore. Seots. 
Religions. distruotive opinions, Libertininm nnd lnw-

, lesnesse nmong Ufl, ,-11 thout MY' suf!"icient metu'lOD of 
,p~eventing or supprpDs1ng them "Then 1ntroduoed?l. 

Goodwin' 8 retort ;1£10 th£1t ho Vlns as tluch oP1>oaed to orror c.s 
J 

WlY' of the Preobyter1a.ns, ho difforod only in tho method of 

combatting it. Ho believed the Prosbyterlnn wny' mea.:nt, in 

effect, "over,y man is bound to put out· his ovr.no eyen. to 
. 

yeald to blind obedienoe, never to senroh into the truth. 

"2 • • • 
5. Freedom of tho npirit Versua Oreedal Orthodo;z.-­

John Goodw1n belioved in the free and continual tl0rk1n8 of 

tho Spirit.3 One of the charaoteristios he lists of tho 

1. Willinm prynne, Tuelve Coneidornble Sorious quos­
tions, 1644, pp. 6 f. 

2. John Good'rln. Certnin Briofe Obncrvntions, 1644, 
p. 4. 

3. On one oooaaion he reforred to '~hat olear. satis­
fying, and oonvinoing light of truth, whioh God hath graoious­
ly shl.ned into my heart •••• ". John Goodwin, Confldenoe Din­
mounted. 1661. Of •• Tho prosbyterian posl tion: "!the whole 
oounsel of' God, oonoerning all things nccossar,r for his OVln 
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"trecncso rt of tho Spirt t is that "in nll that he acts ri.nd noves 

and worko. tn~e,n. aocording to nl1 th~t vurloty und cWlifo1dnooo 

.0£ \1orklnc whioh procoodtJ from e hiCl at nny tloe. he doth proceed 
/ 

by hin otlll 10,\70 ••• und not by any thiDB'. any 10.w, engocemont, 

or tOr::1S impoDed upon him bY' men. ,,1 Uen wero not to t1'7 to 

Icpono their own authority or boliots on others DO no to lonvo 

them no room for tho free working ot tho Spirit. Good\v1n up-

hold tho view tho.t truth oould coco from or.y Q.uartcr.2 God 

still roserved tho lIberty tor himselt alone "to blosoo the 

"lorld \'lith the Uovolo.tion ot truth, flhothor it be by tOt'I, or by 

many, by thoDo thut ure learned, or thoso thnt nre look'd upon. 

ruJ men of small undorstnnd1l1G. ,,3 Christ (Javo tho tenor or 

Ood I s diop?n~~ ~~.0!lD".~n .. th,l~ roca.rd ~t'/hcn ho oat4: " • •• I 
~ ",.~ .;,.~..... -~ • ..,;l.,o 'ea·' _ "', I '~.:.. 

thc.nk theo, 0 Father, .Lord of heavon OJld earth. tll!l.t thou huat 

hid these thlnzo from the wise nnd prudent, and hast revea.led 

them unto babos: even so, Father; for eo It oeemed flOod in thy 

eieht.,,4 Goodwin then conoludes: 

~houeh God bo nt l1bertle, to nUke the ~lrst diooovor,y, 
or coc:nunlcntlon of the licht of his Truth, unto tho 'World, 
~y. G~oa.tcr nUI:lbern of !'lon, and thano loa.rnod nnd in hiah 

Clor,y, man'o salvation, faith, and 11teJ 1n oitllcr exprCBS~ 
Dot dot'm in soriptura, or by Good and ncoonsnr.r consequenoe c~ 
be deduoed from soripturo: unto wliich nothinc at any time 18 to 
be added, ~hethor by now revolations of tho Spirit, or tradi­
tions of men. u The t100ttlinnter ConfCRnion, Chnp. I. scot. G. 

1. John-Uo0 dIiin, A llclnr. l'IIIcd t"li th the Sniri t, 
(edltion of 1067), p. 31. 

Z. Good\tln would have a~provcd of tho stutoment of 
\'lhlohcoto to ~uclatoy. In their oorrespondenoe, "Truth io Tru.th. 
whosoever speakes Itt: and I \1111 read1.ly cereo \'11 th Papist. 
30oininn, or anio: so tnrre nu hoo asserts itt; beoauso itt 1s 
not Uio, but God's." Bcnjnmin Whlchcoto, Mornl und RoliPziouo 
Anhorlsms, Edlted byS~uel Saltor. (revised ed:. 1763), ». S5. 

.. 3. John Goodwin, ThcomD.Xit:!. lG44 , 1'. 44. 
4. Luke 10:21, A.V. 
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e~tec~~ for wisdome, as by Couneols. Synodu, and Con­
~cnti~n.s'of' mon ominent in their qua.ll1'iontiono • ~ • 
y.et by,~~O more frequent experienoe of all ages it 
appeq/~eth. that ho taketh ploasure ••• 1 

in rc:vco.l;ine' ~ruth acoording to Christ's own wny nnd not the 

latter. ' 

, This 'tlno ona of' the reasons why GOOd\1in ol)Poscd tho , 

J.>rosWtorltuw. ne thoueht they trIed to restrict the troe-

dom/ of the Opiri t bJ'" their doround for oroedal. orthodoxy. JIo 

~ks this question: 
,; 

Whethor to enJoin minlntero und othcro, upon pain of 
death, imprisonment, etc., not to tench nny thine in 
reli6ion, contrnry to tho present o.pprohenolons of tho 
said enjoinors, bo not, in effeot to any to tho Holy 
Ghoat, 'roveo.l nothine more to others tho.n thou hast . 
revealed to us? Or 1t thou hnot not revealed the truth 
to us, reveal It not unto o:ny' other mou?,2 

A oorollorJ of tho freed.om of th.e ~piri t VIas the GOv­

ernment of the Spirit within the Churoh. and tho conoaquont 

eophnnls on the pr1c3thood of' nll be1iovers.3 'Goodwin do-
. . 

1'ended and uphold the plMO of tho lnymen in the Church. Hio 

:pooi tion \'lns bnsed on tho text: "... 1s not the mo.ni1'cnto.­

tion 01' the Spirit ••• Biven to ovor,y man to profit withnl?" 

He oonoludos, "1£ eo, nho cnn with n good conscience inhibit 

s~ch ~ro~ publishing tho Gospol. upon protence of an unsoun~-

. 1. John Gooduin, Thoomnx1a, 1644. p. 44. 
2. John Good.win, !lome Mo([est nnd lIUI.lble q.u0rleo. IG4G. 

as quoted 1n Thomas' Jackson. ~lio l~I:ro 01' JOM dooawiri, (Iong­
cen. lIarst. neeo. Ormo. and Drown, la;ZZ). p. m. 

, 3. Thiu was one o:f the dist1nctive notos of Oongrega.­
t10nnl polity. ~ho ~lntto~ PolIty of tho Savoy Deolaration 
had spoken, for example. that others bosides PUstorn might be 
"gifted and fitted by the holy Ghost for it, und ••• m~ 
publiquely. ordinarily and constantly perform" ouoh duties. 
It in still an important note in oontcmpornr.1Coneroeat1onnl­
IBm which apcnks of being "guided into n COCL'".'lOn mind. by tho 
Holy Sl'lrit" and ever:/' member exercising "hiD spirltua.1 gifts." 
proceed,1!$8 or tho Sixth Intornnt1ono.l Oonr~rol)o.tionB.l CounoI1, 
"EtIi'€cd '6y };'.' L. lhlgIoY'. (!Hie 'Ii'iClopcridont liross', I§19). Pl>. Za f. 
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nosp 11n, n~mcdlsputablo op~nions ; or' 1"01' Wt,lllt of thnt. whioh 

" '"d', 

aome men ~nll ordination •••• "1 He was oriticnl of the 

Prosbytorians tor ,thoir atti tudo toward layprenohera. !tin 
, 

ideo. of/tho freedom or the 5pirit cave him a high regard tor 
- I 

tho, pl~oo and importanoe of lo.ytlen in genoral. If... crunh-
; 

Ing '7he parts or those Sa.ints w1110h you onll Lay-men, 10 n. 

Wa.y'/to dOl'resae truth to hindor Growth in grace und Spiri tua.ll 

c960union with Christ.' • It .,,2 Tho Presbyterio.ns 1n tu.rn 

d'~l tio1nod. Good.win tor lotting h1s own lo.yrnen pro~eh in his 

absence a.nel \'lore shooked tha.t butchers, bo.kera, linon dra.pers, 

nnd othera of that oort would be perm1tted to ~raueh in pluoo 

0:1: tho duly ordained.3 

j.'," ~ ~- "The as,Dcrtlon\ of'<~h~ :freodom o'f the Sp1ri t 0.180 im-

plieD' reliSious ',toleranoo nD' did :freodom of oonnoicnoe. Ao-

oord1nely, the ProobyteriWlS oppanod It no v1caro\1sly. In 

hin study, Tho Holy Spirit in PurItnn Fa1th und Experienoe, 

G. F. nuttll.l1 aot1m.cnt.n, "~he rrcs'bytcrinns. flS VlO havo soon 

ropoatedly, did no't shu.ro the COllflrcgat1ono.l1atn' prit1LU7 in­

tereot in tho Holy Spirit. Consequently neither did they 

sllp.ro tho C o IlI;rc gn. tionu.11 st' spir1 t at to 1 orono e. ,,4 They 

suld suoh 0. doctrino would leud to all kind of errors, 

1. John Goodwin, Thlrtf Queries, lG!>l. p. 14. 
2. John Goodwin, bcrta n BrIere Observationa, 1644, 

p. 12. 
3. Thomas Edwnrds, The third part of GflllJIrncna, 1646, 

p. 160. One writor'roferred to this dootrine ot lottIng those 
preaoh who had the glf'ts 0.3 "0. Trojan 110roo, whonce the nd.­
verao.riea at tho Truth mny bronk out, nnd destroy the 01 ty of 
God, A Fnndora's Box, from whenoo (111 Barts of misohievoUS and 
foul 'Poy-soning opinions r:ulY' fly out. • • ." Uo.ttho\'l ponlo, 
A Uoderrlto En ui into tho Vlnrrontnb1enesse of' the J~roo.ohl~ 
o . 0 an no crnont!. (J ~ • C'P R - 0 ~11o reader. 

4: "p. 113. 
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heresies, and aohlams. !rhe unlearned \Vould put their opin-

iona up nen1nst tho learned· divinos of tho OhUl~ch. 

~ An oxa:::rple ot the closo connection between tho freedom 

of' the Sp1rit and ro1181ous tolera.tion 10 in hio attitude to­

\'lard l'uninhing those who deniod tho divinity ot tho S.o~ipturoa. 

• • • all othor argwnenta and proofeD. which nre uoual­
J.y ••• brolleht, to prove tho Divinity of tho 3oripturea, 
und tho Truth of' the Gospoll, arc but Din.leotloo.l1, and 
prob~ble, not demonstratIve or oonolusivo • • • • Tboy 
onol:r n.llot'l the oupernntllrnll and immedia.te works or tho 
Spin t aaoertlll£t and aonlinc tho truth of both in tho 
conscionoes of mon. l 

'lhiu boing 00. he oonoludeD w1th this question: fl ••• are men 

to be llunished, beoause God hath not it1pnrtod unto them his 

Spirit ot Grnoo, und aupernaturo.ll 11lunlno.tlon?n2 Error 

must n.ot .bo ·too ha.sti1y· punished for it m1gl1t bo thnt tho 
;'>,,'~ : ~ ,; ~_ \ -:. ~ ~, ,1,... < •• :-". ~. '1 ~ ,,' ,- '., ' ~ 

Spirit hUg not yet t.lanil"Qsted tho truth to tho errlng J:)orson. 

lIo bolieved that to aupprcos opinions l'/hloh dl~~er()d trom tho 

o rthodo:xy , an determined by oounolls, \'tna to be in danger of 

tlehtlf1G o.eo.lnot God.. Tho ohuroh oould only bo truly re:!'orm-
. 

ed if tho rovealina. enllchtening mind of tho Spirit oould 

speok :t'rooly ~o tho hearts ot f.lon without being restrained by 

demands tor 0. otriot oroedal orthodoxy, 

• 

A rQto~lntlon that would not bo flattered. and yet be 
styled a rofornntion nooordina to the Word of God, must 
ttl ve loave to the \'lind to blovl \'1hcre it 1i ntoth; Ci va 
llber~J to tho 3~lrlt of God to do w1th h1n o~n what he 
ploo.scth; to tlo.ko whnt disoovory of' tru.th, nnd to v:hat 
porsona, ond when LUl.d whore he plea.soth; and not oompel 
liie to traffio only \'11 th Oounolls and Synoda for his 
henvenly oo~~od1tlos.a 

• • •• 
1. John Goodwin, The soourfIe of the Sa.ints Dlopla;y;od, 

1646, p. 33. 
2. Ibid., p. 34. 
3. Johfi GoodwIn, Twelvo oonsiderable nerioun Oautions, 

1646. 0.0 quoted in Thoman 3ucli:son, ~ho !'B~c ot: ;tOM OO,??!V/§. 
(Inngmnn. Hut-st, Raas. Ormo and Drovm, 102:J), p. 122. 
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G. SpirItual methods versus coercive-methods ..... 

Goodwin SEW{ tho d.1:£'f'crcnoo in their methods as an important 

issue between tho presbyterian and CongregatIonal 'fin::;. Con­

greBntlonalism relied u~on spiritual woa~ons in its warfaro 

ngoinst orror o.ncl evil. 

abloness. 

It was the w~ of peaoe and reason-

It Bcckoth not, it attemptoth not the mo1eotatlon, 
harm, or dioturbon.ce of nny sort of man thn.t a.rc con­
trar,yminded to it; it thinkath nO evil1, it spcatoth no 
evill of such: if it conceiveD them upriGht and faithful1 
with God and Jesus Christ, It imbrnocth them with all 
love, tendernootlo end honour, as lfpartn.kers of liko 
preoious faith" with it Dol1" •••• 1 

Presbyterianism. on the other hund. used ooercive methods nnd 

consequently. stirred up otrl~c and disoord. 

~. ..;r:r matters were duly end 1'f1irely oxtllllinod between tho 
two Comb~ttult9' in: this onset tho rluy \,le plend tor, would 
be foundvln·lnotoa. tho onndid.'harmleo9o, und poaoe­
ablo 'tlfl'i/: and hor,corr1vall or oompetitreose. vin DDll­
gu.lnea, tho troubles and strite making W03. 2 · 

Thoro was no doubt in GoodvJin' a mind nD to whioh WnD tho bet­

ter 'ilS3. 

~he ba.rl1s of GoodY;in' 8 viavi of c. Church tOWldnd on 

volunta.r,y principles. wos,that tho Gospel could bost be de­

fendod and sprond. by spiritual rnethodo. lIe ha.d gront faith 

In the power and t~o appeal'ot tho Gospel. "The Goopel 

stnndo in no need of nn1 oommission or oonstitution of humnno 

devise or oontrivanoe, to promote or ca.rry on the Intorest of 

tho Vlorld ... 3 He tina Impresoed by the mothods and succoss ot' 

the apostolio ohurch • 
. . 

1. John Goodvnn, Theomaxia, 1644, p. 27. 
2. Ibid., pp. 29 ~. 
3. ~ofiri Goodwin_ Tho Triorn (or To~enters) T;yod and 

Cnnt, 1657. p. 16. 
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Who, or whut were the . .-men with whoso o.sslsto.noe and 
help, tho Gospel undertook ~lnt Groat und clorious undar­
tnldlll) VlO f!O of ton mention. the opirituall conquoat of 
the world? ~ • • wore they u numerous, and potent hoat, 
o~ nrmy. that oould bear dO\1n whole nations and king-
doms beforo thon, Wld by foroe of o..rt.'ls:. give lo.WB to who.t 
state or ~eoplc they pleaaed? and plnnt their dootrine by 
the tcrrour of tho sword? • • • llor woro prioons. or 
DWOrdS, or suoh like weapons und engines ot the' flash 
chosen by thom. or by o.ny direot1on from thotl t for Churoh 
offioers, or for n lifo-guard to tho Gospel ••• nor wns 
the 1"avour ot earthly' Prinoes, or oivil moeistrates covet­
ed by the Apostles, either for support of tho honour and 
dignity of thoir cnlli1l8. or by way of ndvnntaga for tho 
planting or propagating of tho Goapol, though they wore 
no more in number butt twelvo men. l 

lIo thought this should be the pattern for tho Church in hio 

own age. ~ho Gospel oould not be foroed on ~one. Ucn 

must embraoe it willingly and personully.2 ~ho Churoh's . 
duty VlOll to be the Church. God would bring tho inorease. 

. The fervent ond oonsto.nt prayors of the Sainte t VIi th 
thE!lr proper frui to and ,e f':f'e 0 ts •. thorough tho graoious 
aUdienoo' and oondoacontlon of God vouohoated unto them. 
arc sufficient to render the state an~ oondition ot tho 

1. John Good't/in, The Divino Authority of the 90ri:e­
turos Assorted, 1648, p. 2a6. 

2. ~lio Voluntary-and. sp1r1 tuo.l oharaoter ot tho 
Church's authority is a oonutnnt mark of tho Congregational 
doctrine of tho Ohuroh. Robert Brovmc in A Trontino ot Reform­
ation \11 thout Tap!!G For Attic. (1682. p. '25). liad wrI,£ten, 
"the Loras peoplo Is or tho wIlling aorto. They r~nll oome 
vnto ZiQn ••• not by force nor com~ulsion •••• For it 10 
tho oonsoienoe and not the power ot mnn that tdll driua va to 
aeek the Lordos klngdome • • • ." !rho CongregationalIsts 01" 
England Vlho drafted The no.v0fr Dcolnrtl.tion eade thi9 a:t1'ir.na.­
tion in their prefaoe: ''Tho pirlt of Christ is in himself too 
free, gront and gonorousa S~irlt. to nuffer himself to be 
used by lll1Y hwn£lllO am, to whIp men into bol~of: he drives not, 
but Gently leads into nll truth,per:::nvades men to dwell in the 
tonto or like preclous Faith •••• " ·A reoent international 
a6aembl~ o£ Concre6ationa11ato stated: "It 10' our fUndamental 
prinoiple that in 0.11 the organizo.tlon of the church at eV0r:! 
lovel, all authority is spiritual or, as our fnthcru put it, 
minister1al. not legalistio, ooercive und magisterial." 
prococdin a'of the Sixth Intornntlonnl Co ,ro,ationo.l Counoil, 
E ite Y n open en • 
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Gospel flourishing and prosperous on the onrth • • • • 
~or mon, whoever they be, to oompound tho uladome. 
cOWlDella nnd innt1 tutlons o~ Ohrist tor tho advanoement 
of tho Gospell in the world, vdth thoir oym devisos and 
inventions, and ao to incumber and 1ntanglo them, 10 the 
noxt \'llly to obstruct tho aourao ot tho Gospell., rutd to 1 
keop it from rwmlnc so us to be glorifiod 1n tho t1orld. 

Spir1 tual V/eapons Vlore the bent aeons tho Churoh oould 

usc to oombat orror nnd heresy. the 'S\\"ord or tho Spirit' 

wan the coat appropriate method to "sla.y the80 enemlca of 

Ohrist. n2 It Vlaa in regard to this method tha.t OOllBroG'atlon­

nlism excelled, in G~odwIn'a eyes. 

• • • error onnnot bo heo.lcd or Dup:prosscd but by tho 
onnlfastation of the truth, as dnrknosn oannot be do­
stroyod or removed but by the sh1ninG of the light; tha.t 
'VID3 whioh nfforda tho grea.test advantages end. the boot 
1noouraaements unto men, both for the searching out, and 
brInging forth 1nto lIght the truth boi~~ found • • • • 
19 the, congrogat1onn.ll wsxy (nnd this onoly- Otloll8st 1 ts 
tellows) tha.t rejoyoeth in the mothod of this warfare 
and advanoe, Q8ainst3thosoonem1eo ot God, and RelIgion, 
errors and he~o8Ios. 

It wnn probo.bly th1s more than unythine olso thnt c.ttro.oted 

hie to Congrogatlona11nm. 

tllll,. 1 t 11ft up 1 ts hend, to quash nnd. orush. to 
brenk tho hearto and bonoa ot tho ona hnlf or tho L'lOot 
re11giously affeotod, and best conoolcnced poople In tho 
Lnnd • • • for holding 80%:10 en"OllOOU9 opinions (porhn]?D 
erroneously flO oo.llcd) as if' 1t soU' Vlore tho Lord of 
infallibilIty. and had n non eaB orrnro sottelcd by God, 
nB an 1nher1 tunec upon 1 t·?~·-· 

As did most Congregationalists, Goodw1n would have gone so far 

with tho Presb,yterians as to admit the pono1blo usc ot 04-

moni tlon and exooomunioo.t1on. 5 lIe d1d not have much 

.. 
1. Jo}m Goodwin, Tho Triorn (or Tormentors), 'I':ilcd nn4 

Oust, 1657, ~p. 16 f. 
2. John Goodwin, Thoomax1n;. 1644, p. 34. 
3. Ibid., p. 33. 
4. "lbid •• p. 24. 
5. JOM Goodwin, 0 atn-Da:ptlom, 1655, profaoe. !he naval 

Dcolarat1oh or Fa1th and bider, 1G58, EdIted b~ Albert ~eol, 
Tlndopendont prosn, !939). art. XIX: p. 73. 
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conf1dcnoein it, howover. Exoomnunioation had to be used 

cnrotul~ for God hud nowhere Dot n time limit on savinc n 

mun. l 

This same insistenoe upon spiritual rather than 00-

orcivo methoda applied to the sottling of tho dispute between 

Coneregut1onullsm,nnd rreabyter1anlsm. "~hut way' villich shall 

be o.bl0 to out~roaoon, not that whioh ohal1 out-olubbe all 

other wayeo. will at last, cxo.lt Wl1tie. ana. be 1t aolfo ex­

alted by tho 'snther1ng in all othe~ ,wayon unto 'it. HZ Ho \"Ins 

strongly opposed to one group oUPllros31ncI the other. 

To ~e it 1 S 0. wondor of the first Cl!lglli tude, ho\1 men 
oome to have ~o much ground of hope as to sot their foot 
upon, or composing di~fcrence and d1otrnctlons, of sot­
ling penoe and love throughout the Nation. by exaltinc 
one', Vlny· o~Disc1pl1no. 0'£ Ohurch-Government, for thD 
tro~d.1116 ~wne and trwnl'lillC Wlder :root o.l.1 othero." 

" '!"'!~.f~"i:, ",~,,}-( }1'J""":" '"".,,,, 

D. Soparntion of Church una. stato 

1. Tho two order~.-- Goodwin's positl~n was that thoro 

wore two o~ors or ordinanaos by wh10h God communioates his 

"goodness and love to his saints, durIng tho prosent state or 
things and tho world. "4 Ono is tho ministry of tho Word, Il11d 

the other 1s tho civil mnglstrncy. !rho ministry 1s tor tho 

"00.111116 out" of tho salnts from "this prosent '\"lOrld and fi t­

tlng them for futuro I) lory-. "5 Tho Civ11 mae1stro.oY' on the 

other hand, ex1sted for tho proteotion of the saints 90 thnt 

1. John Goodwin, Theom~dn, lG44 , p. 35. 
2. Ibid., p. ZO. 
3. IbId •• p. 30. 
4. 'John Goodwin, Tho Scourge of the ~o.1nts Displaled. 

~46, preface. 
5. Ibid. 
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under it "the~ ~u1 leud n ~uiot and peacoable lifo, in all 

godliness und honesty-.ra. Eo.ch ha.d 1 to own role tUtd t?phoro 

of responnibl1l ty und wus not to onoroo.ch on tha.t of the otb.or. 

~hcro \"1(18 to bo oomplete soparation of church c.nd ata.to. 

~ho oomplete Go:parutlon- of Ohurch Wl.d stato whioh 

Goodvdn otood for, meant a secular sta.to and a sp1r1tual 

Ohurch. The Cb.uroh 1s fashioned and ru.lod by Ohriot, and tho 

State by ,the, people. fho Ohurch VIas a oom:nunlon of visible 

saints, whilo the sta.te was a mixed body, or "p~miocuous 

people." The Ohurchlooked. to tho Sor1pture for guidanoe. the 
. 0 

state to tho law of nature." The Churoh \\'lle to bo govomed 

by practlalns Ohrlstln.na. vihorolts the state eould bo adequnte­

ly govorned 'by :pa.gtUl3. ' 

Preabytorlnn~wrltor3commonly ra~erred to the Old 

Testament exuoplo of Israel to 3ustl~ tho olooe n~llnnoe of 

the Ohuroh and civil naglstrnteo. Good\,/in arguod that tho 

01 tun tion \'/0.0 di1'feront \Ulder the Go Dpel, 1"rom whn t 1 t ho.d beOll 

tmder tho !AtT. ~he basl0 differenoe was "that the mo.g1Dtro.o1e 

ot tho Old Tentament waD appointed, lnotltuted, and dirooted by 

God h1msel£."3 On the other hond, tr~he Uagistraol0 Wldor the 

Gospell io choson ~7 tlO~. c.nd they arc vested with tha.t 'P0wor 

\'lhioh they have troc Dell. ,,4 lIe pointed out tha.t "if you looked 

into tho ata.to of 0..11 nations". you will BOO that the "pof/or 

Firth. 

1. Ibid. 
2. ·'ulll1w:l Olarke, The Clo.rko PnEors. Edi ted by C. II. 

(Camden Soo1ety, 1891'. Vol. II. p. '!30. 
3. Ibid •• p. llG. 
4. leICI. 
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thnt in putt in tho hand of X1116s and prinoes 10 moulded and 

1"nnhioncd by tho peoplo. til Undor the neW d1apcnnatlon of tho 

Gonpel tho stato is or men and tho Ohurch of God. C1vil 

rulors nrc rooponoible to tho eleotors and not to God. Thio 

Dooularizntion o£ the State hud gront significanoe. for both 

roliBioun liborty and politioul demooraoy. 

~he state was noculnr and thorofare. should be ontire­

ly separate frau tho Ohuroh whioh wna n~irltunl in naturo • 

..rho Church munt keop i tso~1' llUl"o by o.dm1 tt111G only tho con­

verted 6nd keen1ng 1 tnolf aport trom tho oorrtlpt atuto. 'rho 

Church lookod only to Christ us ito hend r~d ruler. "For tho 

Church 10 a. sp1ri tuul. bu11d1.11g. framed of' such l1voly atoncD 

Wl. nrc not of the florld. nor of tho wind.om of tho world. • • ~ 
~" (~ ; .'!;~ ~,: ,; i. , .. :' ,:'!:,' Jt>.' <~,: ~ ,! , 

~ho Church ";founded only ullon tho viiodotl of God, roveo.lccl in 
.' 

tho word by hin 3pIr1t. io suf1'iciont to oonstituto and mn1n­

tnin 0. ohurch '11 thout nny assistanoe from tho kingdoms of tho 

world -- whoso power thoy leave ontiro to ltsolf. n3 Thin 

cmpho.siu on the 81'1ri tunl nature of tho ahu.roh did not oonn 

for Good\v1n. hovl0vor, tl...C'J it diel for I:W.l1Y of the seots, on 

othorworldly rcllc1on. Tho Church VlflS stIll not1ve and io­

portant in this world, but it ~as not of this world. 

Good\':ln \1ou.ld havo completely agreed w1 th Ills follow 

Ooncrogat10nnlint Henry Du.rton, When he sot torth the 1'ollow­

,lng prino1ples of tho Ohurch: 

1. It 1n a opiri tutU 1 houso, whoso onoly builder 
arid govornour 1s Ohrist, and not !lon. 2. It 10 a 

1. Ibid. ' 
2. JOM Goodwin, .IndovoJ1donol~ .God'n Vorit1.'e, 1647. p.7. 
3. Ibid. 
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spirt tUtUl 'klneu.omo, tlhOS6 onoly King 1s Ohr1st, und 
not man. 3. It 1s a spirituall Ropub11ok, whoso onoly 
lAYI-giver is Ohrist and not l:1W1. 4. It 1s 0. spirituall 
Corpor~t10n, or bo~, whose onoly hond io ChrIst, and 
not mLUl. 5. It is Q. COnlmWlion of" Saints, govorned bY' 
Christa Spirit, not man's. 6. Christa Churoh is 0. Oon­
gregation called und gathered out of tho world by 
C~rIats Oplrit nnd Word, und not ,by Dlon.1 

Doth Goodwin und Burton WOIlt on to draw tho conolusion froD 

tho sp1rl tunl nu.turo or tho Church and tho houdohip of Christ 
. 

that no nun, or croup of men, oun exercisc extornal pow~r or 

control over this spiritual bo~ of Chrlst. 

In complo"toly separatinG Church o.nd stato. Goodwin 

,'Tas runninc counter to tho ma.in ourrent of Purl ton thoUt~ht. 2 

~ho Proobytoriano dosirod nn intimato union botween ohurch 

und oto.to. ,The,morc oonoervo.tlvo Indopendontn 0.100 DU'PPOrt­

ed Q. closo 'dlinnoe' of' ChUroh and sttlto In 0. nntIonnl Ohurch 
" >~.~. '"""- .')<':'''~,,,,, '~("", , .. 

suoh ns ex1sted under Cromwell. Uany pious people So.w an 

established Church ns the only presorvativo tho na.tIon hn.d 

against roligious ohuon. Thoro wns in tho Congregu.tionnl1at 

1. Henry Burton. A Vindiontion of Churches! Com:nonll 
Called Indo§cndcnt, 1644, pp. 49 f. 

ll.onartilly only tho 13a:ptlsts upheld the nopo.rutlon 
of Churohnnd State. Among this croup. Rogor \1111iam.a \'Ina 
the leOO1n8 exponent of this position. In h1s DloUd.'v'_Tonent 
of Perseoutlon for CnuRe of Oonscience DlnouRoer,lic)"fiti:a: . 
wrItten, hAIl civil staton, wIth tnoir officors of justioe, 
in thoir respeotivo oonntltutlons and ndmlnlntro.tlonn, nrc 
••• ossent1ally oiv1l, and thoroforo not JudGes, govornors. 
or defend.era of the spiri tunl, or Chrintlnn, nto.to and wor­
ship." (Edited by E. B. Underhill, The Hansard ~llYB 
Sooiety, 1040), p. 1. Robort:Dro\'m.o. however, hnd exprossod 
a vieu of rolativo, if not complote Doparation t in theso 
uordn: fl ••• tho outwnrde power and oiuil foroings, lot vo 
lonno to the Magistrates: to rule tho oom.-non woo.l th in 0.11 
outwurdc justioe, bolongeth to them: but let tho Churoh rule 
in sp1rItuall w1se, and not in vmrldlio manor: by n 1Iuo110 
lawe preaohed, and not by n oiu1ll lawo written •••• n A 
Troatiso of" Roformntion \11thout Tn 1 For Anie. EdIted 'l)y 

ongrogo. 0 00 0 :/, 1903). . 
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certn1n prillotplos which. 11' developed logica.lly. would load 

to a. oepuration of Church nnd sta,to. l Ita Inslotcnoe upon 

tho au.tol1ocy 0:'£ tho individual ooncrcl:ntion tended to deny' 

tho, Stnte, as well ns any Church hIerarchy t D.l1Y a.uthorl tY' over 

tho Ohurch. Tho pla.olne o:r the lndlvldu.nl oonsoienoo above 

tho uuthority of Ohurch or 3tnto uloa tended to oxolude tho 

state ~rom any re11gious funotion. ''Man 1n bound to God by 

Individual ties whioh tho Sta.te OM n01 thor ocmont nor 100D-
., 

cn."~ Anothor such prinCiple wa.s tho hoadship o~ Christ 

Til thin tho Church wh1ch rendered suspcct. any Dcoulnr l11tor-

ferenco. Goodwin applied all of tilesc prinoiples in devolop-

1pc hin views ot n opiri tuo.l. Church nnd (l. nocular fJtate. 

2. ~ho denial. of Sy> o.\lthority to tho Civil Mll6i~trat.~ 

in tnnttorr:p of','ro1161on • .;.- In" oopnro.t1ng Ohurch nnd sto.to Good­

win V/RO primarily intorosted in l1rotoctl116 tho Church .from W'lY' 

intorforonco on tho pnrt o~ tho civil mnciotratea.3 He noted 

thnt "1t hath been n k1nd of fatnll unhnp»inoDso inoident to 

tho Rulers of the Enrth prof'oooing Ohristinni tY''' to try to 

01o.1m authority in relie10us mnttern.4 no Vlno not oure 

1. A. s. r. Woodhouse. Purito.n1sm ond. L1bertl, (.1. lI. 
Dent, 1930), ~. 10. 

2. W. K. Jordnn, op.oit •• Vol. III. p. 362. 
3. John Goodwin, Ponce Protoctod~ and Disoontent Dis­

armed. l.U54, l>rofaoe, p •. 10 :--'fjij= 'croaT"C1oafen in giVIng unto 
Cesar that uttermost of who,t I knOVl to be Cesers, is, thtl.t 
hereby I m~ ~urchnsc • • • so muoh the better and freer 
standins. tho morc equitable liberty. to deny unto Ccnnr or 
tako from hin, that \"1hich I know 10 not his • • • And it 
Cesar, who ever ho bo, oo,rcth not to bo sorved upon suoh nn 
nccount. ns thnt tJpcc1f1ed. he Dust wa1t 1'or hls relief' unt1l 
I be dond." 

4. John Goodwin, The Triers (o,r To~~nters) .. Tr;y:cd and 
Cast. 1657. prefaoe to tllo' rencrer. 
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whother suoh praotiooD arODe troct their zetiJ. for God, their 

dos1ro to increase their pow~r, or from tho llrooaurc of min­

ioters, 'but"in any 00.00, they, 1n effect, den1ed tho adequaoy 

o£ Ohr1st' n dircotlona nnd prov1s1onu tor tho Churoh. Good-

vlin 1"elt that tho Chllroh must uno only Ohrist's tlethodn and 

Gospel. ~hoso wero adequato ,11thout tho ntrntesies and 
• 

Sl10rds o£ oivil authorities. .rAnd yot tIle l1ro1'oBDi11B. panaro 

of thin world, have in nll times hud itohing denires to be 

o.r:rloioua unto Janua Ohrlot in this kinde. and to obtrude up­

on him their otm proJootions und inventions to acoommodate 

and help him throue,h tho v:orld with hin Vlornhi p and 0.0:31'011. 

• • 
, ttl • 

Ohrist Vlns tho nole hend of the Ch~h and no author-

1 ty. 'tihothor':m1nl~ter.i0i: sYnod1cnl~ or civil. ho.d any right 

to us~·this placo.Ohrist never 1nvested any croup w1th 

. po\·ter lito umpire in mnttors of oonnolenoE) and of God, ,to d~­

tOl"L'lino what shall bo proaohod. nnd whnt not. whnt sha.ll bo 

belioved, and tlhc.t not. • • n:! • Goodwin waa onpeoial~ op-

posed to tho Pnr1iamcnt exercisins any Duoh authority for it 

would moon thnt "tho proc1souoWl mul t1 tude of tho Ltmd", who 

wore the eleators, would ha.vo "0. croa.tor l>o'll'lor then over . 

Jcsuo Chr10t h1msolf had, at lanot. then over he exero!nod. n3 

Sinoe the stnte .flaa sooulnr·.nnd tho Ohurch aplrltUtll., it vro.o 

lmpoos1blo that suoh a. neeoulnr root" could bring 1"'orth n 

1. Ibid., p. 17. 
2. 'JoM Goodwin. ~heom.nx1n, 1G44, 1}. f)Q • . 
3. Ibid. 
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"spiri tu:u.l oxtraotion" aD to uorder the o.f'fairs ot Ohriats 

'Kingdom. ,,1 

~horo was ono othor dangor in Civil mcgistrntco 1ntor-

faring in roligious mattors. 'J:IhoY' uSl111.11y dld not lcnO\7 

enough nbollt theology to be vtino ~udccs in 9\,\011 iaonos. 

Tho tonetu and opinions of ~rcnt men, in m~ttors of 
roligion. end things npportaln1nC unto God. nrc oom.':lonly 
tho unexamined und presumed notions ot tho state and 
tioos whorein thoy 11 vo; end so nra 11ko to be, not of 
God, but of the vlorld, and to hu,vo flo inoa t but no hoa.rt 
or sub9tnno~ of truth in thcm. 2 . 

They wore DO "full or the cares, distractions, business, und 

omploymcntu of the world" thnt they did not ho.ve tho "freedom 

and composedness of mind nnd tUlderntandlns. BubutantInlly. to 

examine and tr,r the doctrines of thoir tenohers. n3 

The Presbytarians nttnoke4 these prinoiples ns under­

c.ining tho a.uthor! ty and otabili ty of Church and sto.to. 

Their ver,y rrinoiplos teaoh disobedienoo to Parlia­
ments, Synods, Prinoes, Ungiotratos, and nll other Su­
l'leriors, in 0.11 their just La.wos and Oommands whioh 
concerne tho Church or Rolicion; dissolvo 011 rolations, 
all Subordinnt1ono and h~~nna Socioty it selfo. an I 
havo hore !ully mo.n11'oatod. ,.4 

The Presbyterians and many of tho Inclependcnts \'lore In1'luonoed. 

by tho fact thnt Parliament had aumooncd tho Wontmlnstor 

A~nembly of DivInes to consider w~o of reforminc the ~huroh. 

It had appointed its cembors; and it gave tho AS3embly its 

ordors us to tho ngendo.. Upon tho completion or tho At:mon-

bly's woi"k. tho PnrllOlllont hnd to rnti~ it before it oould 

1. Ibid., pp. 48 f. 
2. 'Johi'i Goodwin. An Exposition of The ninth Ohapter 

of the E~lstle to the Romans. (edItion of 1035), p. 5 • 
• IbId: •• p. t). . 

4. \i1IIlo.m prynno. Truth Triwnphl!Yj ovor Fnlnhood, 
1646, epistle dodlcntor,y. 
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GO into ef1"oot. In turn pc.rliuccnt Cn.vo to the Assflt"llbly 

holp 1n Dupprc301ng a.nd oombc.ttll16 error, heresy. corrupt10n, 

and schism. Tho important rolo Tnuoh tho Woatminator Assem­

bly expeoted the Civil Uo.glstrato to plo.y In rollcfeuB af­

fairn is· seen by thin provialon in The Confossion of Fnith: 

• •• he h~th c.uthor1ty. and it io his duty, to take 
order, that unity and PQnoo be presorved 1n tho ohurch, 
th~t the truth of God be kept puro and entire, thnt all 
b1o.sphcmioo und horeslen be suppressed, 0.11 corruptions 
and. o.buses in worship nnd d1soiplino J)rcventod or re­
formod, and. 0.11 tho ordinOlloea or God. dulY' settled. ad­
ministored. and obsorvod. For the better efreoting 
l'lhoreof, ho hath 'Potier to oal1 synods.to be present at 
them. nnd to provido that who.tt:ocver 1s tro.noncted in 
them bo o.ccordinc to the ~ind of God. l 

This attitude 1n 0.100 refleoted in tho opit'ltlo docUcntory of 

Go.neroenn. c.ndo to tho Pa.rliament by Thocna Ed\'lo.rdD: 

• • • thnt God would rneroyfully po.rdon tha.t too 
grent nurforine, oOWltononoing. nprondilll,; o.nd provu11-
ing or Er~ura. Heresies and Gohinoea whioh hath boen 
in this KIncdom theso four last ~enrs, onel. v/ould fil 

. Y'ou with such n lova and zeal to his truth and hOUDO, 
tho.t you might thro~wl:y purGe out all things that 

'attend, and onUGO tho fa.loo Propheto c.nd 1;110 unole£Ul 
spirit to pa~ac out of the land, svoedilY' and otteot-
uallY' •••• 2 ... 

Goodwin ha.d 0. l"oo.dyo nnswor tor those or1 tics who 

nccuoed hitl of weakeninG tho Ohurch by dcnyil16 1 t tho help 

at civil power. 

-

• • • we suppooe that the Lord Ohrist so tar tendor­
cd tho spiri tunll nn1"ety and l'Ionco of bis Churchos, an 
to leave them suffioiently furnished, and ovor" w~on 
appo1nted vdth internall provisions, for the effectuall 
procurement und proDorvo.t1on or thctl, vdthout any con­
ourrenoe of r.my hetoroconeo.ll or externall PO\'lcr. 3 

1. The Westminster Confennlon ot Fn1th, C~a.P. XlIII, 
Gcot. 3. . 

2. Thoman Edunrds, Onngrnenn, Part I, 1646, epistle 
ded1oa.to17· 

3. John Good~ln, Theoonxin. 1644, pp. 34 t. 
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Christ hud lott the Church ndoquately suppliod with spiritual 

rosouroes to build nnd proteot hiD Churoh without tho help of 

tho seoular powers. Tho Church ho.d no noad for ouoh physioal 

support. " • • • wo l)resUJ::le that Prisona nnd S\1orda tire no 

Church-offioers, nor ~ appurtenanoes to ~ EooloolnritlquQ 

authorIty- in vJhat :rom of Govornr.lont Doaver. n1 

To those who said his views threatened tho authority-

01" Parliament, GoOd\1in tUls\1ered that he was in etfeot, 

atrongthc~ 1t. Dy cn1lina on Parlinoont to be ooncorned 

only \vi th what ViaS VI! thin its o"m cQtl'potenoe, ho wnn so.vlnc It 

from vlolo.tlons of i tn nuthori ty whioh nwoJconod "tho eyo ot . 
Jonlousio upon them I, and undermined not only the1r power, but 

"their honour, penoe. and onfoty nlao. n2 Parliament profited 

mora by rofusing to interfero in Churoh affairs than in oxor-

aioing an unwanted and unneoosanry intar!orcnoe. "lIe that 

oommanded 'to eive unto CeDar the th1ngo that arc Cesaro, lUld 

unto God tho thines thnt nrc Goda t: did C osOor an much (if' not 

more) service. in tho latter comr:tn."1d, us 1n tho fomer."3 

Caesar could best further his honor ond povlor bY' n polIcy o~ 

. striot neutra.l1 ty in tho n:rto.lrs of tho Church. When n 

doubtful onso aroso as to the proper sphore and authorit7 of 

Cnesar or God, Goodwin issued this v/nrnine: "... tho7 w1l1 

bo found tho boat OJld f'n1thfullost CowuJollora unto Conar. Viho 

ohnll adviso him rather to nurrendor unto, then to alain n 

doubtfull :olght or pr1vilodgo i'roc God.. ,,4 

1. Ibid •• p. 34. 
2. Ibid •• 1>- 00_ 
3. IbId., p. 61. 
4. IbIC1. 



Chapter V 

John Goodwin's 

PLEA. for TOLERATIOn 

"John Goodwin of Coletlnn Street • • • 10 openly 
for n full liberty of conscionce to all sects, oven 
·~urks. Jews, Papists •••• This wny 10 vor.y plcnsclnt 
to ver,y cuny hore." Robert Ba1ll10. 



ClrAPTEU V 

PLEA. FO R TOLERATI01J 

A~ The Theolo81cnl Danos of Tolorntlon 

1. Tho pnrn11el d~~onmcn~.o~ hl~ thooloffl~nl ~~~!Ght 

and hJ n Vl0\"IS on Tolcrntlon.-- Tho whol0 rnngc of' the theo-A __ , It. • 

lOljlonl thoU8ht of Jolm Goodwin wnn exprom:.ed in hill dootrine 

of toleration. All 01" his theolor;icnl viows reooived thoir 

pra.otlclll nppllca.tlon in the de:fonso or rel1g10us toleration. 

There wns n closo, und reoiprooal rolntlon9hi~ betwoen hiu 

position on religions froedom and his various thcolor,lonl 

doctrines. On tho one hnnd. hiu lovo of freodom hel~cd 

oarr" hiti ~irat into Concro~atlonn118ro and 1nter into Armlnl­

nnlom. ,; ""On' tho other' hand, tho'11bcrnl1z1nc of his thoologic­

al ponition led to tho broudcnlne of his views on toleration. 

Just 69 hin theologioal tenots Vlore oont1nuc.lly boinc libornl­

lzod, so wnn his doctrino ot tolero.tlon aIm,lYs growinc in 

thnt nama direction. Threo distinot stages in tho ~ovoment 

of hi n thotlJ~ht COJ1 be noon. 

Beforo lG44r Goodwin ron.lly hOO no doctrino of toloru-

tion. Tho, clements \70re thoro in his tllOught. but they had . 

not boen developod into n thoor,r. Tho thro~ dom1nnnt ohnr-

ncterint1cs of hi!' tho~ht, \'lhioh warp, the banil1 for his 

position on toloration, woro already prcsont in tho firnt 

\"Tri. titlBl1 of Goodwin. ",'hen fully dovolo'Ocd. those theologic-

nl prinolploD would support n full and oom~loto dootrine of 

tol~ration. 

The firat of thone wuo hi!1 o.ttl tudo tQ\1a.rtl trt1th. 
177 " 
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In tho preface of hie first theological book he prosented 

his vIews of trnth ns continun.lly growinG and bont attainod 

by persuasion Mel dis:putntion.1 Tho idea wan alroady presont 

in his thqueht or n progross1ve and oontinuina revolution or 

truth. This hnd In it the soods of Intolleotunl freodom. 

Ua.llor oal1s tbl~ book "the mont Itl'preoalvo statemont that ha.d 

yet co~o from n Pttr1tnn preaoher o~ a theologicnl fonnula for 
o 

toloration, :f'o,r intolleotual freodom in tho w1dest Dense. trw 

Thore was, howevor, no offort to npply this approaoh direotly 

to the theoretioal problem or toloration. no only used it 

to defend the eottlne forth of n v1ew on n. 'Partioular theo-

10810n1 do.otrlno l-vhloh vnried :trom tho orthodox view of mont . 
of tho Puritans. Hia poaltlon on th1n specIal thoolofl1cnl 

issue ~lBo roflected the'p~esonoo or anothor ohnn~oteriBtio 

of hie thought nhloh could form tho basia for n thcor,r of 

toloration. 

IUs vtC\"1O on the dootrino o:r 3unt1tIont1on \'Ioro to 

provo to bo lJ. significant tlilestono on GoodVlln'o pllgrimaco 

to Arm1n1nn1sm and hin journoy to lJ. position of relicious 

1lborty. In 1110 dootrine o:f JustIficatIon he reJeoted tho 

Oalvinist view' o!' tho imputatton of Christ' 9 r1lthteousnoas 

through tho atonement 'for n oonoeption of the atonement no 

opcn1ne up tho possibIlIty of mnn's bei~~ Justified and BnTed 

if he believed. It 1s not an obJootive transact10n betwoen 

God nnd Chri at Vii th mon oilly oollcotl118 tho bonori to. ltnn 

. , 
1. John Goodwin, A. Troo.ti~o of Jllstttloat1on, 1642. 
2. ¥l1ll1wn Hc.ller7"'Thc tUmi of pnrt£a'nfsm. -(rlcw York: 

'Colwnblo. Un1ver~ity Prea~, !~3lj) ;-P;-ZO()";_ ... ·_-
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hn8 n ro.nponsibi11ty to acoept it ill faith. Furthermore, 

thl:1 "Juntifiontion" did not tlCOll being "olothed. vii th 

Christ's rishteousness.". It only meant tho.t manto guilt 

was removed o.nd it vIas his duty to proceed in pursuit of 

truth und righteousneos • 

. Thin oDphaaia on the individual's pernonnl. reopons­

i blc rela.t10nship to God tins to lend him to both Arminir:ut1ao 

and rolleious tolerance. Religion and beliot Were Indlvldu-

0.1 ~nttera o~ offort and doc1s1on. Salvation could not bo 

morely a matter of predest1nation, Olld. 1'0.1 th not equatod w1 th 

subscription to a creed. Horo was the respect for tho in-

dlvidual which ia the ban1a for nll froedoms • . 
.. :,~pnc,",.C?ther, pr11101:p~e \'Jus need.ed to give Goodwin n firm 
, " ;~ '4~ ,'" -', ~ ", ~ .~.~ '.,.. ~ 1 '- ,. ~ 

bo.s1ri:1"~r" D.' dootr1no' 0'£, 'rolig10us tolera.tion. lie 'had aho\m 

a bollo1" in freedom of thought and the freedom of the in-

divlduo.l. He \'10.8 Illso to tnke tl otc.nd for 0. freo Church. 

Liko Clost Puri tuna o.t the beg11ll11n1~ 01: tho Lons ]?nr11nmcnt. 

Goodwin had not thoueht much about the dootrino of tho Church. 

IUs views ,'lora largely nogn,tlva ond founded in opposition to 

the .Anglican Church. Unlike many Puri tons. howover, he was 

to follo~ the DGmQ pr1no1ples through to arrivo nt a Con-

grcentionnl doctrin~ of the Church. The clements ot his 

lntar viows on the Church \1ere nlrcady present in Goodvrj,nl s 

thought. ~ho :first was Co doto,minod opponi tion to those \'1ho 

threo.tened the liberty and purity of' the Church. In 1642 he 

was 0. lon~ine op~onont ot ttpopor.1. Prelacy und prophnnnes8o 

in tho IIOnd" whioh endangered the liberty of tho "snnotuo.rloa", 

, "publlko tlsseoblles" o.nd the "open and froo trade to Hco.v-



190 

on."l In antlcipo.t~on of hio later ori tieion of the ''lUp')l'' 

ProsbytoriWls. he warned tho pcoplo ot Englnnd that flyour 

soules and consoiences shall bee oompassed about with lies and 

errors and the Oommnndements ot men • • • instead of those 

spiri tuull and clorious trnthn. whioh were "Iont to beo ns so 

many Angelo sent from the presenoe of God to comfort you" If 
o 

tho Cnvaliers triumphed.~ 

At this ca.r1r staGc, thoro wnn al.so 'Present an o.tf'ircn­

tion of tho rights of the indlvidunl consoienoe ngn1not the 

State. Ho stntcd thnt God wna the sole ~ller o~ his oon-

soience. 

• • • If' 11 Kine nhould OOr:l.r:tund me • • • to forbearo 
tho doill8' o~ unyth1na. whioh I QonoelvQ I am bound in 
consoienoo unto God to doa ~or tho publlquo eood. I am 
not in tl~1n ao.so cm.Y: wId t morc bOWld to obey the Kings 
co~~nnd. then tho Apostle Pot or and John wore to obey 
tho aotlr.lWld of the Rulers nnd Eldora who oharcod thet1 
to Give oVor ~reach1nB the Gospell. • • ,3 . 

Goodvlln 'Would lnter appl:r thin to Pa.rliament o.nd tho AGseobl:r . 

ns well as the Kln6. Ho wnn now crItIcIsing thODe who "mnke 

Idols of Kings and Prinoes, and ~rnnt men ••• as all they 

in effect doe, who 1'oold obodienoe unto them Ul.tnlnnt God. 

"4 • • • Luter ho would O:ppOSO tho~e "rho eX'Pcctod obodienoc 

to synods and oouncils nRninst tno consoionco of tho individu­

al. In 1(;42 Qood"/in \"larnod against "tho no men who nro rendy 

in n posture of hatred, and malico, und rovenue ••• to fall 

upon us, and our livOD and liberties, both spirituall futd 

1. John Goodwin, AntI-Dnva1lcrlDmc. 1642, pp. 4 t£. 
2. IbId •• ». 4G. 
3. IbId •• p. 9. 
4. loId •• p. 22. 
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oivi'l.l, upon' our estnte's, our Gospell and n~ltlrlon ••• ,.1 
• 

In the ~cur 1644 Goodwin begun the dofenoe of both 

c.onereca.tlonallsm lUld toloration., Durine·tho next four 

"yearn his views on rolig1ous toloro.tlon developed la.rgoly 0.0 

.' n result ot his dootrl~o 0'£ the Church. The C ongrogo. tIon-

nlist concoption of tho Church now beoor:lo tho key-atone 1n h1B 
o 

defenco or toloro.t1on. w In its dootrino of a voluntar,y and 

gathored. Ohurch ho found 0. bnnis tor regl stnnco to the nuthor- , 

1ty, of II Churoh hiorarchy or counoil and the ooero1ve nction 

o~ the state. Its emphasis on the spiritual nature of tho 

church cave him Q. basis for aopa.ra.tinl} Chllroh and ~tnto. and 

nloo for soriously restrict1nG tho rights ot the civil magio-

trnto to interfere in relipious matters. I t provided. n 

1o.1"gor Sc6pe for Goodwin's,ntrooB on pernunslve, as agaInst 

oupnresslvc methods of OPPosing error. From tho C ongroCo. tion-

alint ~oint or view. it was lnrr,ely n mutter for the locnl co~ 

grcgntion. nnd thin ';0.8 Where persuao,lvo techniques wore liablo 

to be most effeotive. With the help or the CODRregatlonal 

conoopt1on or tho Church. ho \Vns dovcloping n nicni:tioant and 

broad dootrine of rolig1ous toleration. Only hie nbnndo~~ent 

of Cnlvin1~ for Arminianism wus nooded to bring his victm to 

full maturIty and unlimited toloration. 

Frotl lG40 o'nwards Goodt/1n'D Armininn thoology VlUS to 

aid him in removing tho last vostiges of intolernnoo from his 

1. Ibid •• p. 3. 
2. ~.~' Vl. K. Jordon. The Dovolopment of Re11p;ioWJ 

Toleration in A;~lnnd. (Allen und Un\dn, 193U). Vol. III, 
'P. 399. 
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thoueht.1 A.rmin1n.nis:1' meunt a further dovclopl'.'lcnt' alone trio 

lines. In tho first plnco. it Vlns reflected in n more tho-

roughly ra.tiona.li otic nndrolo.tivistI0 ntti tude toward truth. 

t~llen rca non became the nole Inntrumellt ot distinauiDhlnc truth 

from error. methods of ooercion und perseoution had 110 vnlid-

1 ty. If truth is rcla.tivc und not absoluto. then no Church 

or stato oouldolnim tho richt to supprons an o~lnIon whIch 

they could not distinguish with oertninty o.s true or fo.lno. 

Gooarrin's distinotion betwoen the Dible nnd the Word of God 

ennblcd him to removo tho last barrier to full tolernnoo --

tho Puritan belief in the infnllible Word nnd infallIble 

doctrine. 2 In making thi n distinction, OoodvTin o:pcned up 0. 

lcci tImnte plnoo for tho Usc of rea.son· in interpretinc tho 

scripturo~' thereby,denying the possibIlIty of infoll1blo in­

terpretations. 

The socond result of Goodwin's aooeptnnce of the Ar­

mln1nn ~onition was to Widen and deepen his emphasis on ro-

lieion as essentially an individual affair. Tho dootrine o:f.' 

univern~ redemption widened tho possibility of salvation to 

inoluao cver,y individunl.nho ropented nnd had faith in Christ, 

'"/hether inside o'r outsido tho Churoh. The denia.l ot tho 

dootrino of predestination doo~oncd tho ocpho.nia on tho in­

dividual's responsibility to sook truth and solvation tor him­

self a.lone. Tho rosul t VlnS thnt relieion \Va.s lo.rcely n. ant-

tor botween tho individual ruld his God. The stato had no 

i. Of., Ibid •• pp. 408 f., und Miohael Freund. Dio 
Idee dar Tolernnz 1m Enp,lnnd dar arOAson Revolution. CnnIle. 
1927) J .p; no.-' .... 

2. Fround, op.oit., p. 216. 
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riBht to usq coerc1on Inn man's relatIonship to God. 

TJ:+c d1fferenoe thone influonces CD-do con be clco.rly 

Been In comparing his attitude tOVlard interference in the 

Church between the two periods t lG44-1647 and 1648 OnVlo.rds. 

A dc£inito ohan~e oan bo aoon in Goodwin's reaction to inter­

ferenoc.in doctrinal and pnstoral mattors. Goodwin had never 

direotl~ attacked tho Westminstor Assombl~ during thoso earll­

er ycara. In 1648. howover. he lnsued Q. stronc ond or! ticnJ. 

pamphlet against the London Synod. l Ho acoused thee of not-

1ng "as i1' tho Chaire ot Pupall int'o.lli bili ty wore 01' lnto 

trnnnlntcd from Rome to Sian Colledge. "2 SlnIlnrl r. Goodwin 

had not .openl~ opposed tho Comt:li ttea for Plwtdered llin1oters. 

even though it had removed hin 1'ro~ his ohuroh. When tho In-

dependents set up a corresponding bo~. Goodwin'issued 0. pamph­

let ngalnnt them, using the oum;cstive ti tlo of', Tho Triors 

(or Tormontora) Trxed and Cast. 

Thin was also refleoted in his attitudo tovmrd the 

State. In 1644, ho wnrned the civil authorities to exercise 

cxtre~e caution nnd oare borore punishing any harosy or blno­

~hemy. for they might be urong. He advlncd tho oivil powers 

to "hnvo security upon soourity. conditions as olear ns tho 

noon-d~. thnt they are but counterfeits nnd protonders only. 

und stand in no relation nt 0.11, but· that of enmi~ and op­

position unto .God" before su~preDs1ng nny dootrine or "u~."3 

Aeuln in 1646. he cautioned the state to cxnoine oarefully nny 

1. John Goodwin, Si·on-oolledg visl ted, 1640. 
2. Ibid •• p. 4. 
3. 'JOM Good';'11n. Thoomaxin. 1644, p. 52. 



184 

dootrino betore supprens1nc it, and to be sure thqt tho "right-. 
eousnoss o£ God" and not tho "vlTroth of' men" prot'lptod it.1 Dut 

in 1648, he opened the rlh1tohnll debatos on this question by 

any-ins. "that God hath not.t1nvostod any powor ln 0. Clvill 

Maeistrnto ln Qattara 01" religion.'" lIe wont on to add, "Thnt 

the mnsistrate hnth ~oil in u.n.y wa::! 0. oonoession from God :for 

punishing any man for Goine o.longo with his oonso1enoe, I'oon­

oe1ve that 1s n~tt neoos~nry to be nreuod upon.,,2 

Perho.ps the differenoo betwoon these two periods ODll 

best be desor1bed as a ~os1tion or roligious toloration in tho 

former, and of religiouo liberty in the latter. 

definition of roligioue toleration as presuming 6 "positive 

nttitude of mind which enabloD us oharitably and sympathotio­

ally to hCf),r another mOll whom wo oonsider to be in error, ,,3 

OOCul"o.tely oha.ra.cteriaos Good\,11n' 0 point 01' view in 1644. 

He wanted· a tolerntion tor .the Congrogntiona.liot doctrino of 

Church government ~roc the Presbyterians. During his lator 

years, Goodwin hnd reached such an individunliat position that 

he had moved beyond toleration to a theor,y of religious liberty. 

Acton's fumoua definition o~ liberty "that ever,y man sholl be 

protected in doille~ whnt he b,ellevos his duty against the in­

fluence of' author1 ty nnd. mo.jor1 tics. 01lstOtl and opinion; ,,4 if 

-
1. John Goodwin. The 1nexausnbleneneo of thnt Grund 

AOOuso.tlon or the. Brethron, oarIoa: Xritn.poIoliin. IG4G,' pro­
raoe. 

2.' William Clarke, Tho Clo.rko Papors, Ed1ted by C. u. 
Firth. (Oamden Sooiety, 109 ), Vol. 1t. p. 14. 

3. Jordnn, op.ci t. t Vol. I .. p. 1G •. 
4. Lord Aoton, JIistor;?: of Freedom. 8.8 Q.uoted in Ceol1 

Uorthoott, RellG10us L1bortl. (seD Pross. 1951), p. 14. 
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app11ed to the religious field. would well fit Goodwin's 

post tion. ne ·\10.S for religious froedom in the !,ullo$t. acnao 

or the term,. 

, 2. The Relntivltl.ot Truth undermined tho busia ~or 

por~eoution.-- Ono 0:1: tho basic roquirements for religious . • 

perseoution is that tho perseoutor must believe ho is rIght.1 

It implies the possession of an infallible bo~ of dootrines 

by tho perseouting croup.2 It nlso suggests tho existenoo of 

an infallible Judge to deoide between truth and error.3 If 

either the Ini"o.llibllity of the dootrinal oriterion, or the 

abilIty ot an i~dividunl or group to np~ly tho test infallibly, 

io denied, then the basis for perseoution is s~riously Under-

cinod. John Goodwin denied the existenoe of' such a criterion 

"oro!' ouoh' Q.~JUdco~ "In doing ao, he laid ono of tho foundn .. 

tion stonea neoesour.y for 0. dootrine of toleration. 

The basia for Goodwin'a opposition to both or these 

propositions was h1a beliof in the relnt+ve oharaoter of theo-

logionl truth. As vie have soon. he Viewed all re11gious 

1. R. H. l3n1nton, Tho Trnvo.il or Rolif.\ioUB Libertz. 
(Philadelphia: The Westminstor Press. I§Sl), p. 17. 

2. Jordf.Ul. op.oi t., Vol. I. p. 24: "Perneoution of 
reliGious heresy rests lundamcntally upon the oonviction thnt 
there is an asoertained bodY' of re11gious truth wh1ch munt bo 
believed in its entirety in ordor to nttain salvation." 

3. Thin faot was reoognisod by other writers of tho 
poriod. Ir ••• Decnueo theY' thnt tnko upon thot! this suprem­
o.oio ot' oxpoWldlng soripturo whothor In dootrine or disoip­
line oust say in offect, or infer by their prooeedings, that 
their die'tatos are the infnl11 ble truths of God. othon'lino 
men \'1il1 bo apt to think they hnd as good beloovo their otm: 
Secondly, that it 10 infallIbly Gods wi1 to have those dlo-' 
tntos of thoirs to bo foroed upon mons oonsoienoes; and 
thIrdly. that they are infallibly oallod thoreunto. & GUided 
by Gods SpirIt to oDe them executed " • • ." @enry Robln..'lOiD. 
LIberty of Oonsoience. 1643, pp. 30 f. 
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knowledae as incomplote, imperfeot, and subjeot to error • . 
Through the continuing work of tho SpirIt, now truths wero 

nl~~s being opened up out of tho Scriptures. 

• .' • ?lho can any unto the Altlighty-, "/1 th duo rover­
cnoe to the unsoarohable richoa olthor or his windom or 
of' his Grace and bounty, lIithorto indeed thou hast ad­
yaneod thysclf in 6iving w1ndom and undorntundlnc unto 
men, but fn.rthor thou canst not BO, thy treasures nre 
oxhnuoted?l . .• . 

God's truths in ~ho Soriptures flOro eternally and In1'a.lllbly 

truc, but man's wldor~tnnding and theoloelcul formulations of 

them wero pu,rtial and rolative. Men varied so in their 

fffa.oultles, prlnoiplos, or abilities whorowith to npprohend" 

God's truth that no! thor una.nlrnl tlf nor 11lfoJ.lll,ill ty \Vu!} 
. ~ 

possiblo." 
; -~, j" ~ ~.:,' " 

rihon thero flUS addod to this, tho hidden nature .. ' 

o~ ~~~h "~~ ~h? ~op~~~, ,~emoto ,froo the comcon thouehts and 
... " ~ < ~,~ • < ' , 

apprehenSions of t:lentn~ no church or dootrinnl syotcm could be 

ontirely free from orror. Since nei ther orthodoxy nor heresy 

could be nbsolutely dofined and distinGUished, per~ooution \'Ins 

not juotlfled.4 

Goodw1n was evcn more positive 1n his donio.l of the 

1.John Goodwin, Redomntion Rodoened, (edItion of 
1040). p. 3G. 

B.Ibid., p. 23, 
3.rofa" p. 399. 
4.Jofiri Owen exprosoed n similar nttitude irt his. A 

short defenoBtlve about Church-Government, 164&, p. 71: '~hat 
~fii" 0. -inOSto:ff'floult iirider~lrig, 'to Judea at hocrenioD nnd 
hooretickn, no easy thIng, to show whnt h~rooy io in genoral1; 
whether this, or tha.t partioulur orrour bo an hoo rosy or no, 
wheth~r 1t be o.n hoorosy In thie, or tha.t man •••• If lIe goes 
on to add that Fapintn hu~o suoh un infallible rule, but Pro­
testants do not POSDOSO ono. !rlleroforc, "it 10 a coot diffioult 
thing to detomlno of hroreuy: Vii th nn o.sourunco, that they nre 
DO out or danger of orring, in that deterclnatlon. as to make it 
0. ground of rlcorous proceedings, against thoso. of whom theY' 
havo so concluded." p. 72. 
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abi11 t:r of any Bnn or group of men. to Judge 1n:ro.lllbl:r be-

tween truth and error. He pointed out the many dil"£orelloea , 
\1hleh Vlore found in the history of theology concernlng var10us 

doctrinal issues. He dellghted in calling the attention of 

the Prosbyterinns to dionerecmcnts in thelr vcr,y cldst. lIe 

held up to ridioule Thocns Eclwnrda Wld hls 11sto of errors 

nnd heresies. Ho oalled.it.a "most importune and unsuffor-

able presumption" on Edwnrda' part to Ifndvanoe hi::lsolfe into D. 

Paper Throne, and froo thenoe, sntin pro ImEerl0 ••• pro­

no.unoe tho formidable sentence 01" Error und Rerosie, against 

0.11 opinions and Judgoents of men wha.tsoever, which vrill not 

oomport with h1s Understand1ng (or tuncio ruther) aD tho 

stnndc.rd. of al~ Truth.!,l Abovo all, he used tho parallel be­

tween papiat'and Pronbytorinn alaimo-to infallibl1ity to im­

pusn tho lo.tter.2 

Goodwin's posltion in regard to tho nature of truth 

undemined the whole, basin of perseoution. It denied the 

ability of parliaments or synods to diaaovor or know the truth 

1. John 'GoodwIn. A. Driof'o Anawor To on uloorous 
Trentiae. 1646. p. 10. 

2. Good111n \'lUS not tho only \'Iri tor to oi to tho nlmi­
larity. For example, an anonymoua pn.cphloteor of the period 
had wrItten, "we protestants nre justly broke oft them, boonuso 
we did :find that they dId not tea.oh right, and so did. declare 
that thero was no Cell. nor nUtlbor o~ con 'ltfhntsoover Inf'nlli ble 
in their dctemIna.tlona. and that thero:t'ora Ohristians ought 
not to be lend by any imp11olto fnlth, but to search the Sorip­
tures, and be instructed from thonoe. Shall we oursolVOG now 
impose our doterminntionn as obliCator,y to all •••• n Zenl 
Examined: Or, A Discourse for Liberty of Conso1enoe, 1652, p.2. 
It wan a conoon prao£Ioo or tnonc wrIting in support of tolera­
tion to drawn parallel between rapist, Prelate and presbyter. 
" •••• Porsecution is a ninno, 0. n1gno 01.' tho Church t1flllgn~t, 
and no degree therefore dispensable by Popor,y, Episoopnol0, or 
Presbytery ••• tho Whole Klngdooe dld acknowledge it whllest 
Popery domineorod, the greatost part are weary of_l t in Prolno1e: 
o let Presbytery be foro\1arncd thereby •••• " 19cn~ Robin­
sozD, ,illorty of Conf!0lonce, 1643, p. 32. 

• 
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adequately. to 3udge error. All o1"forts to :puniah error or 

heresy tlero looked on an fulse pretensions. for no ona could 

define it with complete finality. If truth and error could 

not' bo di3tinguinhed with absolute oerta.inty. then there \'/uS 

no nlter.native but to permit the existence of vnriou9 re­

ligious opinions. 

\'/hilo thin would brondon tho' areo. of' religious tolorll.­

tionnntil only a ~ew oentral doctrlneo were left, it would . . 
leavo tho way open for the perseoution of thODO on tho frlnBo 

or outside o~ Christianity. Goodwin tried to moet this 

prob1c~. first by licltln6 tho essentinl ball ern to the olear 

Soriptural dootrines .. l An example of thin Wo,s his attitude 

tot/o.rd,. ,the, Trinity. lIe held that ,sinoo the Scriptureo no 

whereaf'fircodthnt God-wns one in ·throo persol1a. thi"1l doc­

trine was tho "voyce of men, not of God," therofore, its 

denial should not be punished. lIe warned: "If onoe this 

door be opened, that the oXpositiono or Intorprotntions of 

Script\lre, or deductions from Scripture, made by men. shnll 

be binding upon thQ Judgments and Conooienoos ot others, under 

civil culct:s and ,!,cna.lties in nny kind, whore or when, or in 

What oasos shnll it be ohut?,,2 

1. Goodwin did not drnu up a list of coaont1n1o of 
faith as the exponents of n limited toloration did. He agreed 
wi th the sentiment of Rogor Williams when he roi'11ncd to Dub­
soribe to Q. lIst of fundnmentaln nece::lOnry for oo.lvo.tion. "To 
this distinotion I dare not ouboor1be, for then I should evor­
lnntingly oondemn thousands •••• far be it ~rom any piouo 
breast to imagine that they aro not saved •• •• If Roger 
WilllnIllo, Tho Bloug.;v: Tenant o~ Persccution for Co.une of' Con­
SCience Dlncussc<I. l!!C!ltei! by 14. li. underllIII, (Hanoori! 
Krio!lya Sooiety, 1848), p. 39. 

2. John Goodwin, The scourGe Of Tho Snlnto Dinplgycd. 
1646. p. 27. 
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Later on, he was to tr,r and restriot this aroa or 
oerto.ln truths to thoBo wh10h oould bo knoVJn f'romnuturo, 

ruther thnn the B1ble. lIoro nco.ln. however, he nought to re­

striot greatly the number of knO\1on and oertain truths. In 

tho l7hitchall Debates he put forth tho position that thOUGh, 

"men are oapable by the light of' nature to oonoeive tho.t thero 

is n God, yott to conoeivo thin in a right and truo manner itt 

is in the profundities, in the remotost parts, amoncst thODe 

oonoluDions whioh lie farthest oft from the presenoe of 

men. • • • ,,1 

3. Li b017ty of eonf!e.~el1ee dls.o.la.i~cd tho ri(iht 6f 

xeraecutlon.-- Another prorequisite for roli6ious yerseout1on 

;la,._t~u.,~t;. th~~ C~u~h,muut claim a soveroignty over tho oon­

so~cnaes of men. ,It has. ua~nlly involved tho existonoo ot n 

o om:prehonai vo • incH us1 vo C huroh. If tho individual would not 

voluntarily oanfora. then tho Churoh had the ri6ht and the 

duty to force him to do DO. ~hQre oould bo no liberty ror 

the individual oonsoienoe wh,on 11 Church oompelled every person 

in tho nution to support Wl[ nttcnd its servioes and believe 

its tenets. \'lherens, ~recd.om at the indiv1du.nl oonsoionco is 

one of tho essontinl rc~ulsites for roli8ioun frcedom. 2 . 

Puritanism had n poaul1nr relationship to thio problem. 

It had an emphasis on the individual's relationship to God 

which \'Ins c::uncntly fnvoruble to liberty of connolcnoo.3 Yet, 

1. William Clarke, The Olnrke Po.pcrn. Ed.ited by C. H. 
~irth, (Condon Socioty, 1994), Vol. it.; p. flo. 

2. Jordan, 0W.Cit •• Vol. I, p. 18. 
3. A. S. p.oodhouso, Puritanism and L1bortl. (J. U. 

Dent. 1938), pp. 51 ft. 
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this individualism'wus offset b~ two of ito other ollnraoter-

istics~ both o~ vmioh justified perseoution. In tho baok-

around, there was tho beliet ot the more orthodox Puritnns in 

a Churoh which possessed the exolusive truth and to Whom all 

con owed alleg1anoe. All those who ro1"'lsed to ontor i,ts uni-

formity or submit to its disoipline should be forced to do 00.1 

The :fIrst of these wus tho puritan zeo,l ror refonn and 

rlghte6uDn~Bs, and hIo'o,bhorronoo of error and horony. Their 

VCr:! ten-vor tor mnking the no. t10n into 0. holy oocmuni t~ made 

them Intolerant ot opinIons or oonduot wh10h run oountor to 

their orm.2 They thought that tho reto~ation Which they 

\'/nnted could be brouGht about by supprcflsillG error and eVil. 

Henco perseout~on beoace'not only a duty, but a virtue ns 

\'loll. Error"':did not' liave I tho Srulle rights no truth, nor her­

coy o.s orthodoxy. Truth ~d orthodoA7 hlld to bo prol1orved 

reBardles3 ot the oonsequenoos to tho Ind.lvidu.a.l. Tho in­

dividuo.l oonDoienoe wns subordlnnted. to tho domand tor n holy, 

orthodox Church o.nd. natIon. 

It was tbio nttitude at tlany of tho Puritans whIch lcd 

Goodwin to exclaim: "It 1s a Dnd observntion. but full of 

1. Jordon, 01l.c1 t. I Vol. III, p. 298· 
2. S. R. GardIner, lUstory of En~lnnd 1603-1642. (Lons­

man Groen; 1004), Vol. I ."pp. M f.: l'An Q. rollcloun boliot 
tor ind1vldua.l ocn, Cal.vinion was eminently t'avor.nblo to tho 
progress of lIberty. But tho Cnlvinintio clergy, in their 
cradi ta.blo zeo.l. for tho o.mol1'orution at tho moral cond1 t10n of 
mankind, sha.red to the full with tho national stutosmen thoir 
ignoranoe of the limits boyond whIch torce cannot be protitnb~ 
employed for the oorreotion of evil. , •• Penotrated with tho 
hatred ot vioe, and filled \d th the love of nll that was pure 
and holy. they sa\'{ no bettor "IllY at combntinc evils whioh they 
justly dreaded than by d1reoting U5n1not them tho wholo force 
of soo1oty. in the vain hope of exterminatIng them •••• " 
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truth; that Re11aion never had grontor enomies. thnn 'thone 

of her owno house'; yeo. then thoso, \'1ho 'wore pretenders in 

the'lIighest to her Advancement."l It nleo caved him to insuo 

n p~phlet offorlnc, Twelv~~onsldernble S~~loue Caut10ns 

(1646) • The mo.ln themo of theso "oo.utions" wns that fll1Y' of-

tort for reformation tho.t wno "tonlO.rd, peremptory, imperious" 

,',ould not bo aooordine to tho '(lord of God. Roformation could 

comont too creat a. coat if it moant ensluviJlG men's con-

sciencos and violutinc thoir froedomu. A true reformnt1on 

could nover come bY' the mneiotro.te's aYlord. It would mean 

inward obedienoe to Christ rather than outward oonformity to 

the dictntes of 0. porscouting Churoh.2 A reformation would 

oome with pronohing. not with laws. 

'A socond fnotor11mItlng tho froedom of the individual 

oonaoienco \'1o.a. tho 'View ot tho orthodox Purl tlUlS or tho nOOGe-

s1ty for uniforcity. Sects, oohlams. and heresies \1ore tl. 

throat to tho un1 ty und 1'eo.o 0 or tho Churoh nnd na. tion: there';' 

fore. they I!ltlot be supprosned. ~he ind1viduu1 was subord1n-

ato W'ld subJoct to the will of both. There V/US the C 0.1 vinis t 

insistence on the Dovereign vd11 of God. but tho Presbyterian 

fenr of disorder and ohaoo v/o.s suoh thnt thoy were willing to 

fortei t tho sole rulo of God over the oonDoienoe to tho Church 
. , 

and the State in the name of 'Peo.oo and ordor. This 1s clenr-

ly brought out In tho oho.~ter in tho Westminster Confession on 

1. John Goodwin. Sion-Collo vicitod, 1648, p. 1. 
2 Hcnr,r Durton, a. e oW n opon .en eXpressod tho 

srune ideo. -in.' hin po.m:phlot. A Vindioat1on of Cl!urohes, Oommonll 
Cnlled Independent. 1644, p. 1: "A right lioI'ormutlon Is a. 
setting up of Christa spirituall kingdome. first over the 
hearts nnd oonscienoes. ond then over the Roverall C hurohes. fI 
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"Chriotinn LIberty t and Li borty of Consoienoe. ,,1 In tho 

second seotion of this ohapter there is tho nf'tlrmation. "God 

alone 1s Lord of the oonsoienoe. • 

neBnted by seotion ~our. howovor: 

• • .. 2 This is o.lmost 

.And. beoause the powors whioh God hnth ordo.1ned, nnd 
the l1berty whioh Christ ho.th purohased, are not intend­
ed by God to destroy, but mutuall~ to uphold una pre­
serve one Mother; thoy who. upon pretenoe of Chrlot1on 
liberty. aho.ll oppose tUl3' lawful pow~r, or tho Itl:rrful 
exercise of it, Whether it bD oivil or oooloaio.stionl, 
resist, the ordinanoe of Qod.~ 

A1:lY "erroncouo opinions or prnat1oos" \ihloh are 

• • • destruotive to the cxtor.no.l penoe and ordor 
rlhich Christ hnth optublinhed in the ohurch; thoy tlo.y 
In\vfully be oalled to aooount, and ~rooceded against by 
the ccn3ure~ ot the ohurch. and by the ~ower of the civil 
magistrate /.a 

"~,,.~ Goodwin nnw. tho domcn~ of the orthodox for ponce and 

order ns threa.tening froedom'of'.oonaoienoe. 

• • • the tlisoh1efos ot Prosbytery, aro va.1lcd with 
o rthodoxnesno, and preventtne Sohinmes. &0., Dut if tho 
Snints would pr,y into the formality. tyranny, inslnv1nc 
cons jud.gements end oonsoienoes the Prenbyter1a.ll \'lay, 
&0, they would looke upon. it aD th~t whioh 13 moat in­
oonsistent with the1r spir1tua.ll liberty •• , ,5 

lIe thought uniformity wnu an impossiblo und undesirable 1donl. 

Men wore too variable in their talents and thcir understandinc 

ot the Soriptures to be poured into on~ mould. 

Various prino1ples united in Goodwin's thought cauning 

him to have an individuulistI0 oonooption of religion. The 

protestant idea of the oJ,)en Dible "lao reflocted in his insIst­

enoe that ovor,y mnn had n ~1ght. wld avon the duty. to rend 

1. The Wostcinnter Oonteoslon, Chap. XX. 
2. 101[., ooot. 2. 
3. !bid., ooot. 4 ... 
4. lolu. . 
fit JaM Goodwin. Ccrtnin Brieie Obnervntions, 1644. p! 5. 
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c.n4 interprot tho Bible nocordln.c to hiG o\m conscienoo. l 

~ho Congresationalist oonception of tho voluntur,y churoh 

helped h1m to stress the right of eaoh individual to unite 
o 

tdth the ohuroh and pastor of his own ohooslng.~' tho Armin-

ian belief in every mnn's o\~ reGPonsib11it~ in rceard to his 

eternal destiny carried him even furthor in emphasizing the 

importance of each ind1vldunl'purauinc salvntion in tho light 

of hiD o~n oonscienoo. 

Commonting on Goodwin's indIvidualism, Jordan e~s: 

t'lto.n becru:le noble.. self-nustulnllll:. and terr1 bly alono in 

Goodwin's theory. . 'nut in that thoory nll vestige of rouoon 

:Cor reliGiou.s coercion \'lus doatroyed. 113' This !'!lust be qual-
.,j,1'lecl,· however • 
" ",.. ~",. "-. .' .; 

Good\,11n did not 

their uotlono. 

. Uan wns'no,t 'flholly'noblc in Goodwin's eyqo. 
,,, ',,:,.. , 

look Upon man us Inerruntly noblo In all 

fhey usunl~ Droforred to take tho errors 
, . 

which lny at hand in~tend of puttinc forth tho effort to dic-

oover the truth. They more often liked orror Which catered 

to the flesh thnn truth whioh oruoified it. Men frequontly 
, , 

took their religion on authority rnther than work to aoquiro 

their own. Uan wne not oompletely colf-sustaining e1 thor. 

in Goodwin's theor.1. It \'Ins true that God endowed men 'with 

the noble fnoulty of reanon and tho abilIty to,d1soern God's 

will in the So~lptureG; yet, ho also noodod tho graoe 01" God 

and the enlightenment of' tho lIoly !lplrit.4 Noi-ther "Ins tho 

l~ John Goodwin. The Divine Authority of tho Sarin­
turos Asserted. 1648, pp."-23 f. 

2. John Good\1111, Tho Trlero (or 'l'omenters) Tryed 
and Cast, 1667. p. 6. r. 

3. Jordan, op.ai t. f Vol. III. p. 40,). 
4. iohn Goodwin, Redcm~tlon Redoamcd, (edition ot 

1040'), p. 23. 
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ind1vidual "terribly nlonofl with hiG God, in Good.win'a theory. 

IIo had n. ntrong oenno of tho f'cllowship of tho sa.ints in tho 

Churoh. ~hero seems to have been a strong bond of fellowship 

\'11 thin Goodwin's own Churoh. Ito occusionally oautioned the 

members of hiD Church 1n suoh \'lords as these: 

Act yo over,y man (respeotively) tho part of a Dishop. 
Wnto~nn. or Overseor, ono towards, or over, nnother. 
lest any man fail of, or fnll tram, tho graco of God •••• 
Lot e70r.y. mann heart thorefore bo dooply act within him 
to take all hi e preocnt oompany all ulong \11 th him (it 
it be possible) in his way to Heaven. not Du1"f'er1ng rJ.n3' 
porson to straggle, or wander from his fellows in any by­
waY' of sin or vnnl ty.l 

Thoro 1n no quent1on. however, of Goodw1n's 1nd1vld­

\lo,l1sm and hln staunoh def'ense tor n consolenoe free from all 

coorcing authority. lIo Church or m:lBistro.to had the right to 

usurp the p1aoe of God by decandinc Q. rigld u.n1f'omi ty of' be­

lief. There was no plOOf) for O'oorcion by rellelous or civil 

o.utllori ties in Goodwin's thought. Tho oonDolenoe ot tho in-

dividua1 was beyond the reaoh of both. Only God could have 

authority over it. Goodvnn would ~robably have agroed with 

Henry Burton in suying thn t "VIC aoknowledgo C hri nt n.lone to 

bo IDrd. of our Conscienoe, nnd no power' of men on earth hore-

" in to be joyned with him."W He consistently and strongly 

opposed 0.1.1 efforts to oompromise or tnJce away that liberty. 

4. SOE~rn.t10n ot Church and state took awul tho menns 

of Parnccut1on.-- A basic requirement for roligious pcrseou--
t10n 1s tho co-operation of the stato with tho Churoh.3 Por-

seoution can be effeotive only whore the seoular authority is 

1. John Goodwin, Onta-Dnpt1em, 1655, part I, .soot. 20. 
2. Burton, on.oit., 1644, p. 38. 
3. Jordon. op.olt •• Vol. It p. 25. 
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w1llinG to enforoe tho judgmento. or the Churoh. ~h18 onn be 

scon 1n the Calv1n1st oonception o~ the state as procotine and 

enforcing the cause of the Ohurch. l \11 thout the nativo aid 

o~ the oivil powers tho Churoh oould go no further than ex-

ootl!nuniontion in its opponftion to orror. Tho eni'orccmont of 

civil penalties ~d oontrol over thc press and pulpit were 

neoossur,y to combat heretioal opinions erreotlvel~. An 0.111-

Moe between Ohurch and state wns, thoroforo, un esoontlnl for 

perseoutlon.2 

DY' separatine the Ohuroh and the state nnd denying the 

oivil mngistrate all right or intortoronco in rol1g1ouo mat-

tors. Goodvl1n took aViay the mep.,nn of' pernecut1on. me \'/am-

ing to tho state. "m.D: 'Tllo ccnoro.ll rule of reotralnt whioh 

God·hath oharged upon staten, Kingdomo. nnd nations, is thls: 

'Touoh not mino Ollointed. and do my Prophetu no harm' •••• ,,3 

Goodwin had ohnllcneod tho Presbytoria.nD with this 

query: "Whether dId God ever Blve any pow~r or authority to 

oivil magistro.ten, or others, either in the o~d. testnmcllt or 

tho new, to mnke any oontroverted ex~onitlon of any olnu~o or 

olauson In the law -- punlahnb10 either with imvrisonmcnt or 

dea.th?,,4 By separa.ting tho nto.to from the Ohuroh, Goodiv1n 

made even this quor,r irrelovant. TIo made the oivil magIo~ 

trnto'n praotioe dependent on tho law ot natura and not Dib-
r, 

lioal rrnotloe. D An we have oeen, he dId thin by distin-

1. Srnot ~roelttloh. Tho Sooial Too.ohill£l of the Christian 
Churches. trnnslnted bY' Olive Wyon t (AIlon and tJn\'dn, 19'31) t 

Vol. If; p. G54. 05 ttm 2. Jordan, op.cit., Vol. It P. w : --.ho Church waD 
able. on the wholo'" 'to' tlilks norseoutlon offecti va onlY.' by 
reason of the co-oporation of tho seoular authority." 

3. John Good.win, Theomnxia, 1644, p. 40. 
4. John Goodw1n, Some ~roa:eat and Humblo Q.uories, 1646. 

P. 12. 5. John Goodwin. ThIrty Q,uori.e_~. 1G53. p. 3. 
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su1shinc between tho now dispensation Wldcr tho Gospel en 

against tho .Law 0'£ tho Old Tosto.t:lont. l Isrnel had beeJl n 

theooraoy.. but lito wlder the Gospol waa dIf;('crcnt Illld volun-

to.ry. ~he state existed for tho benefit ot con. Good\11n 

was fond of quotine. in this regard, the pasnage that the 

Sabbath VluS mndo for mOll unCI. not man f'or~ the Sa.bbath.· The 

state haD a nogativo,role of keepins sinful men from destroy-

lnG thoI:lEJolvos. "I look upon it no the only preventive up-

pointed by God, to keep the world from fal11ng toul upon it­

self, and beins destroyed by ito O\~ hundv."2 The civil 

magistrato has 0. ponit1vo rolo in promoting litho wolfa.re. 

honour, and prosperity of that oo~un1ty of men, which 10 

,':Uldcr ,~10 1nsPc,ctlon Wld. government. ,,3 ~his does not 1n­

clu~ethe promotion of re11elon. howover, :for thnt balonged 

to Christ and hio Church alono. 

The Deparation of the Church from nll dependenoe'upon 

tho Stato meant tho destruction of all ocana of coeralon in 

religious matters. The Church had to dopend ~ntirely upo~ 

spiritual methods and toraake 0.11 seoular aid. Thia hnd 

1. Typico.1 of the v1cwa of mo.ny of the Prcobyteria.na 
was that of .Adam stewart. rrGod in the Old Testo.::lent granted 
no Toleration of divers Raligio.ns, or Disoiplines; and the 
lto\'l ~entrunent roqulreth no lease Mion amongst Christians, 
tl1en tho old amongst the J OW8 • • • • It i D the C 1 viIl Magi s­
trutes part to take nw~ Heresles, SuperstitIons, end Oor­
ruptions in mo.nnors S£ter tho oXru:1l'los ot the Kings of 
Jud.n. .• • • n Some Obael"V'ations and Annotations u~on the '. 
Apologeticul1'lnrrc.tlon. 1644. pp. 62 £. liThe C urah, 'tho 
Prcobytarlans submitted. 1n robbed of halt lts strength un­
lees it enjoys tho nssista.noo of' tho Chrir.tian magistrate." 
Jordan, ov.olt., Vol. III, p. 299. 

2. John Goodwin, The Soourge Of The Snints D1oElnyod. 
1646, preface. 

3. JohnGood~dn, Th1r~yquorleD, 1653, p. 4. 
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been the 'Way of the.New Testoment. l Goodwin opposed those 

"vrho devise new stratagems. methoda, or inventions to o.1d tho 

Gospel. end to provent da.ngera or inoonvcnicnoiea ino1dent to 

it, beyond or besides nll that Christ either prosoribed or 
o 

dirooted to be done •••• "4 

5. Ethioal emphnsis questioned tho neo~ns!ty f~~ 

ncrscoution.-- A pcrseoutin6 Church must fc~l thnt it has tho 

exo1usive, infallible truth in ordor to have a basis for per-

flcClution. It must alno assume that it hnn n right to exer-

oise its 3urisdiction and enforee its rulo over all the people 

of the natIon. In addItion it requires the nD~lstanoc of tho 

state to carry out ita punIa~~cntn and penalties. There is 

one o~hcr characteriotio whioh is cocmon to most perseouting 

Churohes. It must believe thnt riGht beliet is neocssBr.r for 

salvation, or, nt least, ot the greatest importanoe. IUs­

torically thore hnve been threo "/lJ:3's by whioh thin requirement 

hus been undermIned.3 One haa been mystlciom whioh by-puoGed. 

creeds to go direotlY into tho presenoo of and communion with 

God. Another haa been Q.ll ethioal emphasis which has made 

r1ght conduot more important thnn r1ght boliof, Christian lifo 

of greater significanoe than orthodo~. Tho thIrd ViaS 0. 

1. In the same spirit another writer of the period had 
written conoerning raul: " ••• he did not imprison, fino. nor 
out off earcs, his weapons were only spiritual1. tho power and 
m16ht of Jesua Ohrist; gentle exhortation and fr1endly ad-
moni tion vms the only monnes tho Apostles pro.otised, whioh pre­
vailed then so mightlyo. nnd our,ht for that very reo.non to be 
still oont1nued •••• " i1Ienry Rob1nson] I op.oit •• p. 3. 

2. John Goodw1n, Tho Tr1ers (or Tomc1!i!lrs) Trxod nne; 
o Ret, 1657, p. 4. 

3. 1311inton, op.o! t •• 1>. 217. 
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oomplete indl:r:rercnoe to re11eion ns 0. wholo. 'lhin ha.s boen 

0. oo~on modern approaoh. 

scoond BrouP. 

John Goodw1n balonced to tho 

!rho med.1evo.l cystios \'Iho cmpho.nlzed inner oXI>orlcnoc. 

and the ncnainnnnco hucnnints who otreeood othical Qonduot 

did not so much attack directly tho necessity tor riGht bolior. 

as to ·undor.cino it by discounting it. In n almilar manner, 

Good\1in did not uno thin importnnoe of godliness nD U8o.1nDt 

orthodo~ as un argument tor reliGious liberty. It '1mB usual­

ly interred rather thnn stated. Oocasionally. he did put tho 

two side by Aide no in hiB "Adconition to tho remaindor of tho 

Flook nnc1 Shoop ot Christ. yet under cy hond. und. chargo" in 

Cn~n-nnptis~ (1655). llcrahe sucgonto to his congregation 

that if W1Y' ot them haVe an opinion whioh diffors ~rom that 

held by the rest and 1 t be n matt or "not near the center or 

heart. (o.e tlo.ttera of doubt£ul d1spute nmollgst Ohristiana. for 

tho cost part. arc)" that they should keep it to themselves 

or a.cknowlodee it not to bo of grcat-lmportanoo.1 Abovo nll 

they nhould not contend with any ~nn to tho bronoh or lava ruld 

penoo. lIio finnl oonclusion wns: "lIo that oontendoth not an 

well. yon and ns muoh, tor lovo and penco. an tor truth, is no 
C') 

good souldler of Jesus Christ, or of' the truth. """ 

Goodwin believed t~nt ~ot only wan growth in graco 

morc important than docou, but dootrines the~nclvoB had to bo 

subjeoted to the ethioal test. God11noss t/nn c. prinoipul. 

1. John Goodwin, Cntn-Baptlnm. 1655, Purt I. parn. 20 
2. IbId. . • 
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ori terion of truth un vroll us tho muin rcquirerncnt for Church 

membership. Oreeds becomo of' nccondnr:r importonoe. It VIllS 

sincerity of bolief, not oorrectnens of belief whioh was of 

-groater importanoe. If men arc "upright ona faithful w1th 

God," then they arc to be Mooptod and tronted with "all lovo, 

tenderneaso nnd hOllour •••• "1 ~hiB wns demonstrated by his . 
attitude toward thoso Presbyterian ministers who did not tr.1 

to forco their opinions on others but tried to serve God no-

oording to the light of thelr ovm oonscience. Goodwin suld 

he reverenoed und honoured their "peraonn and pictie. n2 A 

person who was sincere und reverent in his beliofs, though he 

may be partially erroneous. Vlo.S morc to be oommended than 

tho~o~'mo ~orc~ professod orthodo~ ana dld not live aooord-

1n6ly. One of his oritioisms t>:f"foroed conform! ty vias thnt 

it was more likely to mako hypoorltco thnn true Christiana, 

Above all, religion hnd to bo n voluntnr,y. personal muttor.3 

Thero was n strong ethioal note in 0.11 of Goodwin's 

writings ngainst intolerance. He frequently referred to 

the necessity ~or tolerating thone of different opinions 

with eare and tenderness." He waa su.spioious of those who 

'I • 

1. John Goodwin, Theomaxla., IG44, p. 27. 
2. 'John Goodwin, '.cfie S-oourge of the So.ints Dinpla..yc4;. 

1646. prefaoe. 
3. Another \vrltor expressed Goodwin's Views as well 

aD his OVal nhen he wrote: " ••• for tho~~h it be tho true 
Rellgion which we protease, yet if VIe \1erO forced to it, it 
will doe us little Bood, nor be ever n whit available, for 
God aocepts only of \,li111118 service, mlch as VIe pcrfol"r:le of 
our o\'me free eleotion, not bY' compulsion." Urcnry Robin­
son], op.cit •• 1643, p. 3. 

4. Goodwin did not a.lwayn praotise thin himself'. 
But, oonsidering the abusiv~ and intolernnt treatment ho 
reoeived he did rema.rkably well. 
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nero too vehement 1n their beliefs. "Whon mon nro fIerce 

ond fiery' 1n their dio,!!utes, it ia mtloh to be fenrcd. thllt 

they \1nnt the truth. or tlt let\.~t tho aleorn and comprehensive 

knot/ledge 01" the truth, to coole nnd quo.1If"ic them. ,,1 Ho 

Q..uestioned whother it was in the Spirit of Ohrist, "who Ollr.'lO 

into tho Vlor1d not to destroy men's lives but to snvo thetl" 

to usc 0IrJf of Ohrist's do.ctrlnes to destroy the lives of 
~ 

Clon.'" He a1na rtrlAod tho question no to whether 1 t waD 

Ohrintinn to punish othors for their bolief t/hen Christinni ty 

should be defended, "not by slo.yInr: othflrn. but by dying our­

selves for It?,,3 

In addition to caro and tcnderncns in opponing tho~o 

o;{", Quontionnblc bolie:C'o, patienoe must nl"eo be oxercised.. 

lIe thoneht thnt an -long -as thore vlns lifo thoro was hope 01' 

their arriv1ng at the truth. God had' provided tho "colden 

altar" of ropentnnco for thone who had difficulty in "coming 

to tho knowledge of :tho truth. ,,4 God hOod nowhoro aot a. time 

llmlt for n ronn'e repentanoe; thoreforo, men should not. It 

vms unohristian and 'Prcouraptuouo to do so. lio wnrned thnt 

• • • \·lhosoovor shnll 1101 t or ntrnl ton tho provid­
onoe of God, in thin k1nd, by any hnnt~ or violent tnk­
ing nwny of Gaul 1"rom under tho influenco nnd tlOrklne 
of any ordinanco of Chrlot appointed for his salvation, 
before the blcsood work of Repentanoe be uccoopllshod 1n 
hl0, will bo nrraigned be~oro tho tribuna11 of tho liVing 
God, as ncccsoa.rl0 to the blood of that soul. exoopt he 
oan show n better \,lo.rrnnt from God for suoh nn notIon, 
thon I knOVI nny.5 

.. 
1. Jolm Goodvl1n, A TroatlnG of Ju~tiflont1I')n, 1640, 

prcfaco·2 • John Goodwin, ~ome M~~~~fi.~~l~~~, IG4G. 
p. 7. 3. IbId., p. O. 

4. LJOM Goodwin, J!2.C!£!!~J?tl~n ___ ~a..~q£~<!!, fed! tlon of 
1840 ), p. 57 G • 

5. John Goodwin, Tho~~~iJ!. 1G44 , pp. 35 f. 
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D. The Praotioal ArGuments ror Tolor{l,tion 
\ 

1. Th~ ~o~ oaf f'lt~htl~1 .. UfJa111st God'~--, In tho yenr 

1644 when the deba.te over religious tolorWloo \'t~n ut wllito 

heat 111 the Parlinmont. tho Aosombly, ond tho I'rc's,8, Goodwin 

put ~orth a pamphlot taking hin stand squaroly for toleration. 

It was not an intolleotual argument for ro1is-ioun troo\\om. but 

it sot ~orth n bosis for toloration. It soon beoruno o.pp'arent 

thnt "tho strategio exiconcy of tho c.otlcnt mndo GoodV/in tho 

prit:lo oX}X>nont 01' So thooloC1on.l formula or 11 berty ndvnntngeous 

to nll the radian! seata nnd partIeD.nl He bnsed. his pooit1on 

on tho \,Iorda o:r Gamaliel to tho JC\'1D in rcglu"(i to tho Ohrlat1f1JlS, 

"For 11' this cOMso11 or work bp of men, 1 t \'Ii11 come to nO\1Bht; 

but 11" it .beof God, yeo oannot dest~:r it, lost yoo be found, 

oven flghteranenil'lst God.,u2, i In using this .Goodlv1n had 

"thruat rorwnrd n text \1h1cn \'las to rin3 throUBh most of the 

oubsoquont controversy over tolorat1on."3 

Yost of tho Puritano had n·otrong Donsa at God'o prov1-

donoo in tho events of h1ntor.r.4 Goodwin took tho dootrine 

of ,Providence und applied it to ideas ns well ns ovonts and 

1. riillium Hnllor (ed.) Trnots on Llbor~. (1I0fl York: 
Ool~~b1n Un1ver~1ty Pross, 1934~; VoT. 1. p. sr. 

2. Aots 5: 30. 
3. William Hallor (cd.)t Tracts on L1bortZ, (Now York: 

Colutlbln UnIvcrn1ty Press, 1934J, Vol'; I, p. "5'1. 
4. Goodw1n ahc.rod thin vic"l. The occasion of th1s 

pamphlot waD the recent defent of tho pnr11amentnr.y A~ in 
Coruwo.1l. Ito nOU6ht nn inquiry o.n to ffwho.t tho.t 'Purtioulllr 
ond epeoial1 Din or nrovooutlo11 wnOJ1l,';3t us 1s • • • which hnth 
brought tho rod of this indIgnation upon our bOOks." John 
Goodwin Thoocax1a. 1044, p. 3. Tho purpona of tho pnmplllet 
tIns to ~U8g0St tliat thoy had been gu11 ty of :r.1ghtlnc tl8111nnt 
God 1n tho mnnnor in' whieh he sot forth. 
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persona. Ito saId tha.t God wua in "overy \'lay, pootrlnc. end 
,\ 

'\ 

Ordinanoe ot his •••• ,,1 Through theso. "he Qo~nt\Ul1ontQa 
.., , 

and inparts himself 6rnoiouBl~ into the world."H, Goodvdn 

wont on to drnw this signifioant,oonclusion: "~here~oro who­

soevor ohnll fIght againnt nn.y' ot thoso. bY' seoking to\OUP-
" 

plnnt. suppress, or keop them dOVln, thut they may not run'and 

be glorified in the Vlorld. whut ,do thoY' clne, let thia work 

und oourse of theirs be truly interpreted, but fight against 

God himself'?,,3 . To tho Puritan reader and listener 'this \'las 

of tremendous importanco. Moat of them wou.ld ha.ve whole-

henrtedly agreed with Goodwin thnt "flehtlng against God, io 

0. moot do.ngorous posture or i1'18Qgoacnt, for 0. crcuture to be 

takon or found in .bY' God at onY' timo."4 !rho ~ns8ngo \1b1ch 

he quotod on tho :.tltlepngc,·\Vould hnve had groa;t motllling :for 

the o.vernge Puritan. "It is n fenreful thine to fntl into 

the hands of tho living Ood." (Heb. 10:31). 

Goodwin developed hiD urgumcnt wIth Dk!ll und boldneos. 

Sinco opposing n doctrine whioh oomo from God wna in caDenoe 

fighting ngnil10t God, it wns n "point of much v;lsdotlc to foro-· 

bcnro tho oppronslon. or suppression o~ ouch persons, Doc­

trlncn. and wayos, which mCIl have n.ny ronsono.blc cause at 0.11 

to J udgo or thlnke. tho. t they aro, or may bo. from Go d. ,,5 
.. 

Tho problom wns thnt 1 t \'las d1:f'f1cul t to know J 1n n. tlae of 

such vnrIcd. opinions, what doctrine was indoed from God. 

1. Ibid.., p. 17. 
2. Ibid. 
3. Ibl<I. 
4. ltild •• p. 12. 
5. lonn Goodwin, Thoomax1n, 1644, p. 11. 
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Goodwin so,id ono thing vIas certain: nthe determination of a. 

COW'locll, or of the majQr 'Part or n Counoell against n. V/D:3', 

Dootrine, or praotico, is no demonstrative or sur!ioicnt 

proo1:e for any wise man to rent or build upon, that suoh 0. 

way. Dootrine, or praotice, nre not froe God.«l Tho grent 

dlffioulty of determining the truth of a dootrinc plnocd men 

in the dangerous ~osition or unknowingly 1'16htln6 ngn1nst God. 

". • • tlllllY. who 1>0asibly :for tho present may ooncel vo and 

thinke, and that with muoh confidenoe, thnt they 1'leht for 

God t when the truth comes to on W'lpartinll and per!eot ooan­

ning, will be fOWld to have fought against hIm.,,2 GoodwIn 

then concludes that only when one hus "proo1'o upon ~rooro, 

domonstration ullon demonstration, eVidtmoe upon evidenoe" 

should n person run the hazard' of fighting against God by op­

posing any dootrine vlhioh might possibly be :t:rom him. 

Thin o.rBumcnt must hnve oo.rrlcd muoh weight with many 

of tho Pur! tans. 3 It did not deny tho riBht to perscoution. 

but it soriously questioned itn Wisdom. It wa3 more nn ad-

monition to follow extreme cllution ro.ther thnn to abstain 

from opposing various opinions. Ita ei"i"cot. howovor, \'Ins to 

SU680st that tho issue of punishing error should bo left in 

God.'s hands, not mon's. God would vindioato the troth and 

destroY' error by his o\vn methods nnd according to his O\'Jl'l 

dosires. Ood's judgment and deliveranoo miGht como by tho 

1. Ibid. 
2. IbI~ •• p. 12. 
3. ·It CJ..u1ckl;,v went throueh t\,/O printings. Tho numor-

ous reforenoes to it by othor writers (o9~ca1nll:.v thoRe nt­
taoking it) 1s nnothor indication or ito influenoe. 
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de~eo.t of ru1 amy (ns had Just happened); or b~ writing hin 

revelation upon tho "fleshly to.bloa of men' 9 hoa.rts." but. in 

~ cnso, it was oxtremely dangerous tor men to tnko matt~rs 

in their own hands. 

2. The Dangar of Porncouti~ tho nnIn~a.-- The grent 

diffIculty in nsoerto.ining truth infallibly cado Goodwin's 
. . . 

warning abont the hazurd. of :r1eht1~ llBD.1nst God a pO\7~r'rul 

argument. Tho same unoertainty and 1ncomploteness at trnth 

made his argument of tho danBor of peraeoutingthe saints of 

grent praoticnl im~ortnnoo. Goodwin argued that truth WllS 

so :filluAive that it \'lnA ponniblo to punish mistakenly thone 

who were innooent. Thero wns no toot of Christian beliot 

that was no aoourate thnt it micht not be uBed against tho 

very pooploit'wns·trYing to protoot. Persocution \1D.0 a two-

cdged sword which could fallon the saint no well as the 

horetio. 

Goodv.rin \lAed the -parable at tho wheat and tho turen to 

dramatize the danger of ~erseoutinr, tho sninto whilo tr.1i~ to 

punish the heretic. 1 ".0 •• if mU"iatrntes or others shnll 

be busie about pluoking up Seotaries. nerotiquoa. Tea.ohers of 

Errors, &0.. they will be in contlnuDl.l danGer of pluokinG up 

the wheat also. I mean godly men. ,,2 Thore \'lore tVI0 roo-nons 

why thin was truc. "First. beoauso many truly piouo tU1d con-

Acientlouo men • • • may eo."111' be dravm. into some unwnrrtlJlt .. 

1. Thl s parable was uscd again and again in tho nl:x­
teenth centur,r as well as tho seventeenth, In the argument 
ovor toleration. cr. Bninton. o~.olt •• p. 26. During Goodwin's 
time it was uDcd very :Croq,uently by Prcsbyteriun, Independont 
and 3eotnrinn. It l'laS quoted on both fddcs ~:r tho argumont. 

2. John Goodwin. The 30ou.r~e of ~ho vulntn Displayed. 
If,4G. p. 92. 
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able s~ot. or opinion. n1 The necond reUGon eOhoed his .argu­

cent used 1n Theomax1a.. nSeoondly. auch o:p1nlona as expreos 

thone who hold them forth, to the reproachful' nameD of Seot­

nr1ea, Schlsmatlqucs. noratlquos, &0. • • • may wall be the 

sacred Truths of God. • • • "2 

References to thin parable run through hiD wrltlngn. 

but they 0.11 point to the Bamo oonolusion. n\1bother our 

Saviours intent in the Parable of the ta.roo • • • vms not to 

prohibIt such mueistrates Who are Christinn and Orthodox, the 

exercising of ~ ••• severity against Dlnsphemes. Scduoern. 

neretlquos. • n3 • • Just a.s there had been do.ngor of fleht-

Ing neninst God While fight1ng ngaln~t Sa.tan. there wa.s do.neer 

o~ perseouting tho saints while tr.1ing to perseoute herotica. 
I . 

In both cnnes It was better to leavo the issue in the hando of 

God. ~he parable 01: the wheat Dnd tho tareD oloarly Cloant 

that the heretios were to be le~t Growing amonG tho saints un-

til tho final Judgment of' God ha.d sepnrated them. '1'0 try to 

oepa.rnte them ·Wo.s to nsoUtlo a. knowledge vlh10h only God hud. 

It was better to leave unpuninhod the "herotics than thnt one 

innooent snint should suffer. The nation had had enough ex­

perienoe f/1 th this danger during a. time of porsecution. "Ex­

acplcG hereof wore froquent in this very Xingdomo in tho d~eD 

or Papall powcr. n4 Thore vlore also many Puri tnns Villa ro:nom-

bered vividly enough the porsecutions under tho Stuarts to 

reoognize thin dangor and be iw;luonood by this areumont. 

1. Ibid., p. 93. 
2. 151[. 
3. John Goodwin, Thirty: querios, 1653, p. 5. 
4. John Goodwin, Tne soourGe of the ~aints DloElnyod, 

1646, p. 93. 
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3. The dnnp,cr of' sU'PEronflin~ retormation.-- Thore \'lo.s 

p~rhaps no note of the Puritnn Rovolution BO dominant no its 

senoe ot expectnncy o~ a,comine roformation. l From tho Pres­

byterian to the Fifth Monarchy millennrians thore was an ex­

pectant spirit that .God was bringing gront things to paso in 

their o~n age. Tho ideal or vioion ot the utopia vnried from 

group to grou:p. bu.t mo st ot tho Fu.ri tans .Vlere looking to ~Vo.rd 

to tho realization o:t tha.t ideal. John Goodwin shared that 

sonse of expectanoy with hin ngc. 2 The differenoe was that 

he looked not to the establishment of' oorto.1n eoolosiastioal 

or political forms as the basis for reformation. but the shin-

ins ~orth o£ new truth ns its fountninhca4. He thought a. 

policy'ot·intolerance Wo.s outting off tho :possible souroes ot 
reformation. ' 

Eo.oh Furi tan Broull had. its own part10ular o.ppronch o.s 

to tho pro'Por way to bring in the "nc,"l Jerusalem. ff Goodwin 

wan ono of tho BO who thour,ht it vlould be broueht in by preach­

ing and not by legislation. It would oomo by disoover" of 

new truths or the redisoovcr,y of old ncgleoted trutho, and not 

1. Willlru:l Haller. Tho Riaa ot: Pur! tn.nism. OleYl York: 
Columbin University Preas. ~34). p. 2G9. and A. S. P. Wood­
house. Puritanistl and I,1bertl. (J. U. Dent. 1938). p. 47. 

2. He vias not, however. Q. Fifth Uono.roh,. man or m1l­
lenarian as he wns Dometlmes aooused of being. Of •• Bishop 
13UrllOt. Hiotory of lUs Own Timo, (Revised edition. Oxford. 
1833). Vol. I. p. 124. AotuOI~ he hud some harsh things to 
s~ about the Fifth Uonnrohists. ft ••• to oct n few people 
n gogg with n oonoeit, that 1f they might ChUDO and sot up 
suoh or suoh Persona in plo.oe of power and Authority ovor 
thcm~ they r.hould lay the foundat10ns ot tho fifth Monarchie. 
and suddenly bring the Y..lngd.oClc of Christ upon tho world, 18 
no testimony of Jesus proper to this goneration. • • • " 
John Good~in. Ponoe Proteoted and Dinoontcnt Dinnrmod. lG54, 
P. 47. 



207 

by the oe-ttlng up of new oreeds and ooni'enslons. 'It depended 

on freodQD.not otriot discipline and laws. Goodwin thought 

it was moro important to defend oivil and relleiouB 1ibertleo, 

than to uphold n partlculnr scheme of ohurch dl~oiplino. It 

called. 1'or a se'Po.ration from thin sini"ul world ond not a 

transformation of it. He was conoerned lent ovor-zonloun 

reformerD undertake to "reooncile dnrkcnesa6 with 116ht • • • 
to throw down parti tlon wo.l1. nnd c.nko tho Wildorncono of tho 

world tho Garden of God, the Churoh and the world enter­

oommOnOrS?"l Tho Churoh's rolc was to be n city set upon a 

hill to save itself nnd tho world by the preached word and tho 

cXllIlple of rlghteousnef!ls. -Henry Burton well-expressed thin 

poInt o~ view \vhon he ,-irotc': 

, ""'Fo''; 'as' tho.l?] ''In's' the Gospoll-Rc!ormation. 00 is this:, 
0.0 that "inS n 60.thorin~ of suoh ohurches out of thnt ot 
the Jewea, as aoknowledged Christ to be their onely Y~nc 
and Lan-giver, to govern oonscienoes und churchos bY' hin 
Word, when tho re!lt 0'£ that ohurch, even tho r.tllln body of 
it, did rojeot Chrlot • • • So the preaohinG up of 
Chrints Ki~dor.le in thoDo dnyon, is tha.t whioh onlloth 
and gu.thoroth those Wlto ChrIst, who ucJr".no\71odco hlc 
a.lone for their King to govern them; tUld. thi,s out ot 
those. that doe not. or \,1111 not ::lubml t unto hio KinglY' 
8over~~ent. but depend upon the solo determination of 
men •••• 2 

Trutho d.1scovorcd and proaohed, not poli tlcnl and 

eoolesiustical tm.chinery'. \'la.s Good\'1in's idoo. of the basin for 

a reforma.tion. "Wo,nre,undor a bondage of muoh cisor.r. and 

it ia onely the Truth, (ns our Saviour su.lth) thnt ann make us 

free •••• ,,3 The problem wa.s, however, that nn IntolerDllt 

1. John Goodwin. Theocuxia, 1644. ~. 24. 
2. Henry Durton, o~.cit., p. 27. 
~. John Goodwin, !heomnxin, 1644, prefaoe. 
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rno.Jor1 ty \1US trying to stifle the very truth whioh oou.l.d reform 

their land • ". • • Duah 1s our condItion and raiaery. tlm.t 
• 

there is cause to teare, lont tho Truth. whioh onoly 1s ablo to 

cnke us free, should 1norease our bondo.r;e ond mioory. by baing 

rojeatod and opposed by ua. ~hen 1t oocos 1n love and corey to 

viai t us. ond to ble~JBe us out of our c1"ery'. ,,1 lIo thought 

that by oP'Pos1ne and crying dOfnl "for error overythill8 thnt 1a 

not genera.lly recci ved and to.UGht," tho lenders ,lOre quench­

ing "erov/th in the Lord Jonus" nnd nuppress1ne re1"orma.tion. 

Not only did their policies of pornecutlon menn the silencIng 

of mnny truths needed to set con free from bondage to crl~r. 
but it also meant.silencing c~ men who could muke n con­

tribution toward. bringing in the roi"ormo.tion. Censorship and 

control over the preCG und. the pulp1 thad cau::Jcd. the natIon to 

"deeply suf:fcr" by "being thereby dO!lrived of tho bene1"! t of 

the gl:fts, und la.bours of tmny 01" her worthy members. • • • nZ 

Persecution hud been the Instrument of both papists and pre­

laton in opposing reformation, and tho present leadcra nora 

mo.king the So.r.le tragic mi stako .3 

- 1. IbId. . . . 
2. 10M GoodWin, A Fresh Dinoovo17 Of' The Irir.h-P~osby-

terien Snlrit, 1654, p. O. . 
. 3. Olio of the most nctive aeatnrinn pamphloteors of 

tho period expressed tho SMO idea in thODe VlOrds: "Lot it bo 
considered, whether it hath not boen one 0'£ the Ilntlonall 
sinnen. viz. l{nklne !Awes agninst all other Forma but Vlha.t It 
did establish it sol~o.rtutionul~; by which eXperienoe hath 
told us, hovi Gosl'cll Trutho ha.ve boon kept out \'lholc Genera­
tions; Popish states kept out proteotnntlsm. and Prelaoy kept 
out PrcsbyteI7. and 'r1hothor :presbytery proceeding on the sumo 
eround • is not ·in the sume dnneer o~ sin. and of koopinc out 
other Trutheo: and whether upon this ground, any Gospell 
Revelo.tlon or Lit:ht • • • eVOl:" shull oome into this Nution • 
• •• n John Saltmarsh, Gronnos for Llbert~, 1646, pp. 19 t. 
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Goodwin's advioe wan that instend of assorting and 'en­

forcIng one partioulur net ot opinIons to the oxolunion or nll 
. 

o thors. men ought "oandidly and Wlpart1nlly to art'tuo nnd de-

bato, and 60 to findc out tho Truth in things npportnlnine un-

to God •• " " "1 He thought that if Don sOUght truth in 

"humIl1 tic and meemesse" to make "ro\lljh th11l8s plo.in, a.nd 

things that were hard canic [IDd dark things 1ightsomo," then 

thoY' might "oxpeot n spcoiu.11 proDonoo of God \'lith them, and 

the Churohos o~ God about thoro. ma.y coci'ortably vm.i te for' 

somowhat more of the minde of Christ from them, then they 

knevT."2 On the other hand, if the 1endcro inol'nted on un 

"authoritative OOClmo.nd1ne" of Vlho.t mon nhould believe- then no 

true:rofoma.tion cohla.' bc"expeoted. 
''''r' 

'.' 4. Tho ineffeotiveness of porsooution.-- Indifference 

to religions nndreligioUD differenoes has been n factor mak­

ing for religious toleration, oapcoially in eodem tlmos.3' 

This \"las not true in Goodwin's oVln Oo.so. 

.Congregation against the new BootS. 

He warned his ovm 

I fear thnt Satan. hath drm',n tlonY' into n liko snare 
o~ misery, by 1nvestinG theM with new habits of Ro11Cion 
••• nn of See~~. Quaking, Annbnptizlng, Super-Ordi­
nanolng t with tJundl7' other :for.na and fashions or pro­
fessing Ohriot,'which he hnth devlnod to plenne the 
humouas and fano1cs or unstable persons in these latter 
dnys. 

ne also reminded his Presbyterian critics that ho had been on 

active opponent ot the lending -heresl.cs ot his own day. "I 

1. John Goodwin, ThcomnXia, 1644, p. 45. 
2. Ibid •• p. 4G. 
3. Eiilriton. on.ait.',. :p. 21. 
4. John GoodwIn. Cnttr-Du"tism. 1655, Part I, para. 8. 
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have professedl~ enSnBed mynelf, in the courso of my nlnlatr.1. 

against four of these errors whioh nrc generally looked upon 

nn most prodominant nnongnt un, and to whioh nll other m~ be 

reduced: Antinoolanlnm, Annbnptlsm, J\ntl-Sorlpturiam, Quor­

iso."l ':0 tho ohnrGe of' being u "1'ricnd to error end her­

osies" he rOl'licd: "I Goletmly pro1'ess. thnt who ever they 

nrc, that boar the errors and ~ncked oplnionn of the tImes, 

ns tl b1lrden of sorrow. I bear t1Y ohare with them."2. A­

distinction had to be made between those Vlho "oppose, o~ con­

tend agaInst tl dootrine" Olld thoDe who "nSDut1C tul Author­

itntive power, whether Ecolesinntique or·Civill, to Dupprcsse 

or oilenoo the publishinc, practicing, nrcuinc. or dobating 

of auch way-eo or Doctrines, with tho Judgements o.nd con .. 

seienoes ot cen."3 

~erlcnoo had.proven thnt perneoution was always in­

effeotive in dcnl1nc with error.4 In faot, persecution had 

the e:tfcot of sproildinc error c.nd heresy rathor than destroy-
. . 

inc it. Persecution only sucoeeded in cauning orror to ' 

either go underground whor.c it spread uncolestcd, or to re­

ceive tho cro~ of mo.rtyrdot1. 1'rom whioh 1 t gu1ned 0. Wider 

hearing and n grentor sympathy. C 1 v11 menna, suoh as , 

1. John Goodwin, Sion-CollcM Visited, IG40, p. 2. 
2. Ibid. 
3. Jolin Goodwin. Thcomnxin. 1644, pp. 12 t. 
4. John Owen wrote III tlie namo vein: "It Vlould bo 

seriously considered upon n view of tho stnte nnd cond1tion 
of Chrlntlnns since their nome \'10.9 known in tho world, 
\1hothor thin doctr1ne of pW1ishing err1ng persons \,11 th dea.th, 
lcprlBon~ent. banishment, und the like, undor tho name of 
hereticks. hath not been as use~ull and advnntneioun for 
crrour. as truth. A Vision of Vnoh~onblo freo morcy, lG46, 
p. 77. 
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1opr1nontlont, banishmont a.nd tinines hnva been to no avaIl in 

oombattinc spirItual evils and errors. 

• • • both reason nnd ex~erienco oonourre • • • that 
~uoh fotters nn thane put u~on tho foet of errors und 
heresies to seoure and kee~ them under, otill have prov'd 
(und are like to prove no other. but) nings whereby they' 
raise theoyelVC:3 the higher in tho thoughto o.nd minds of 
men. • • • . 

Persecution,fur from vdping out heresies, gave it ~nn op-

pertunit1e ·of a tnrthcr and rankor propagatIon of theMselves 

in tho world. ,,2 The Churoh Fathers ho4 said "the blood of 

tho JJo.rtyrs VIO.8 the sced of tho Chllroh •••• " Could it not 

also be nnid "tho blood of Herotion is the ~ood of Rereny?u3 

Tho ineffectivoness of po~noout1on aroae from the 

faot that it was the \"Irong method for oppos1ng error. Men 
~- "1'f'~> i- ~,<" ~:t ,"4:;J ," t; - -,,' -~ ':, 1~~' t ~, < ~ f 

could not bo forced into truth.4 Tho use of coeroive methods 

made a man a hypooritical conformist. Error ~nn only be re­

moved by truth as darkness oannot bo dlopolled :but by 11ght.5 

In op~onine an effort b~ certain booksellers to oot up n 

stricter oontrol over the Prefls, Goodwin \~te: "Tho setting 

of Uatchmen wIth authority at the door ot the Pre~s. to keep 

errors and horesies out ot tho world. 1s as weak 0. project. ru:J 

1. John Goodwin. Theornax1n. 1644. p. 37. _ 
2. Ibid. 
3. Jonn Goodwin, Thirtygueries. 1653. p. 7. 
4. An anonymous pamphleteer expressed tho some idea 

whioh CUAt have been sho.red by many Puritans. " ••• Tho 
conscience being subjoct only to ronson (either that'whioh 
is indeed, or seems to him whioh hearn it to besa) oan only bo 
convinced or pcrswnded thereby, forco makes it ~tnnc bno~e. _ 
and st~le: it is the nature 0:£ overy tlnIl to be of nny Judg­
ment rather then hiD that forces. If T.ho-2_o~pna~10nate 3wno.ri,­
tane. 1644. p. 14. 

5. John Goodlrln. Thcomnxio., 1644, p. 33. 
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1 t "/ould be to Sf)t u: company or fll'tlOd mon about on house to 

keep darknesae out of it in the nie;ht. u1 

The proper way to oppose heresy and dangerous opinions 

was a matter for study and strategy, not blind zeal and op-

prosnlon. UTheY' thnt desire to r.ervo aD good soldiers of 

Jeaus Christ against Errors and lIorooies. must first oon-. 
aoicnoloualy stu~ the Christian art und cethod of this war­

fare; otherwise, theY'm~ on~lly build up what they go about 

to :pull down. n2 Goodwin's ponltlon' wastha.t truth provided 

the antidote for error. "If men would 00.11 more for light. 

and lel3s for fire frof'l Heaven. their wa.ri'nre ngalnFtt ~uch 

events would be muoh sooner o.eoomplinhed •••• "3 Therefore 

sotting :forth tho 'truth by'writli1G'. preaohinG and deba.tinc 

was the preferable-method toflnlngs, impriuonmonta, and ex-

oommun1cat1ons. Men must be won to truth before they \dl1 

be por~uuded to let go of error. Thin implied a groat faith 

In tho abil! ty of truth to trIumph' over Its enemy error .. When 

given a ohanoo. Goodwin possessed suoh n fnith. 

5. The benefits of toleration,-- Goodwin eonni~tently 

and oourageously sot forth tho dangers and Ineftcotivonosn 

of religious per$coution in pnophlet after p~phlet. but he 

also oalled mnn', nttention to the benefitn to be derived 

:from toleration. If the exigcncies of the moment forced him 

to DC largely negative ~~d critioal in h1a approaoh. he nover 

1. Joml Goodwin, A Frosh Discovery O~ The nigh­
PrcAbyterlan SRlrit. 1654, p. 9. 

2. J. Aoontiua. Darknoss Discovered. Ed1ted by John 
Goodwin. 2d ed., 1661, epIstle to the render. 

, 3.· Ibid. 
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lost si8ht o~ the desirable aspects of tho goal of rolicious 

frocdotl. Goodwin thoueht that toleration \loulel bring with 

it tv:o great .blossint~s to the nation. Firat. it uould brlns 

poace to n divided and atri~c-tor.n England. Seoondly, tol-

oration would open tho u~ for truth and its hnndtlaiden re­

formation to triumph over their enemies. 

He argued tha.t toleration \'ICUJ the only balm that 

could henl the nation's strife. n ••• if u toleration nera 

allOTted" 1 t v;auld take away 0.11 oCOUOI011D or tumults c.nd ear. 

boila. nl' Tho oaGe of the lletherlnnds wa.s 01 ted as proof of 

this. ft. • • tho tranquility ond peaoe tho. t hn th boen (10 

lons, and vll th so 11 ttlc interruptIon, enjoyed by the Nethor­

landers at homo. above the proporti~on of any Kingdom or sta.te 

round about them. doth abundantly demonstrate" thnt tolerntion 

was .the answer to England.' s troubleD as v/oll. 2 For it VlaS 

"famously knO\1.n ~lnt Opinions. Religions, Church-Governments 

of all aorts, ••• nrc thoro tolerated and yet never woro 

there heard. of C1.'J.Y' ~uch contentions or misohiefn ••• rr3, and 

yet they were not plagued by contentious WId bitter strifo. 

EXperience had proven tha.t D. condi t10n o:! freedom VIllS more 

likely to obtnin co-o~eration and har.mony between varlouD 

groups than would coeroive mea.sures. lIon wlll not be so 

fierce and fa.otious in theIr opinions, 1f they nre not com­

pelled Uto keep them bumlna and Slovr1116 in their own 

1. John Goodwin, ,Indopendcnol0 God' n Vori tic, lG47. 

2. John Goodwin, The 1noxousablenenn of that Grnnd 
Aocusation of the Brothron, called lri£apologin, lG46 , p. r16. 

3. Iold. 

p. B. 
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breasts. • • ,,1 
• A mansure of freodom mnkos tho rentraillts 

\'Thich are iI.1poscd leso bu:-donootlc. 

For when everJ mnn 13 ~cr~itted to use his conscionce 
nocording o,D he is persuaded in himself. they will eoteom 
their burdena not half' so hcnvy as baiora and. be encour­
aGed to yiold obedience to thane inJunctions imposed on 
thcI:l by their rulers, which otherwise is not to be ex­
pected froc them; 80 that it is not only conven1ent. but 
also ver,y noces~ar.1. thnt thoro be a toloration.2 

~oleration would bring forth truth £13 well as peace 1n 

its wru~e.3 ~ruth wns not statio; it had to be continually 

strivon tor. Yon had to be frequently stirrod out of their 

bondage ·to orror, and their indifference to truth. The 

Church had to be always refo~1ng 1tRelf. ". • • not onlY' 

mens manners, but their Judecmenta and Doctrinea also are apt 

in tica, to Vlnrp. and.to degenera.te, unlesse God should eVer 

and Mon be stirring up somo, who 'bY' donline faithfully with 

thea, should nQcess1tate them to recollection and ourvcy of' 

themselves in both.4 This required a. free u.tmoephero in 

which· the wind 01' Sllirit could blow where it 110tcth and tho 

crucible o~ open disoussion could puri~ the varied opinions 

of the nation loo.vlng only "naked and innocent truth." It tIns 

1. John Goodwin, A Renly of Two of the Drothron, (re­
vised edition, 1644), p. 35. 

2. John Goodwin, Independencio God'a Voritie, 1647, 
p. S. 

3, Pence und truth were linked together in this manner 
by several proponents o~ toleration. Roger Williams uoed n 
dialogue between reace and Truth as tho vehicle tor his nrgu­
ment ~or re11gious liborty in, The Bloudy Tenent of Persecution 
for 0 aune of Conooience Disou~fled, Eili to~ by B. Underhill. (Tho 
llanacr!"Knollye society), Id~~A13o the title to the nnony­
tlOUO p::unphlet generally a.ttributed to lIenry Robinson broUIJht 
out this thece. Liberty of Conscienoe: Or, The Solo menno to 
obtn1no Penco and: Trutn, 1643. . .. -

4:-Thc DivIne . Author! ty of tho Bcrlptnreo Asr::ortod, 
1648, epistle dedlontor,y. 
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only in th~ tree intorpluy and disputution of idoas thnt truth 

could be dioentantllcd froI:1 error. ToleratIon provided the 

kInd of' climate in whioh truth flourishod. l And truth \\inn 

tho neoeBsar,y ~reludo to reformation of Church and nation. 

Goodwin looked fO~1ard to tho d~, 

••• uhen men shall bo froely pormittod. without 
fear or dnngcr of t'lo1cotntion. to connul t Y/i th tho 
npootles. prophots. atc. • • • Vii thout hnvlne their 
~udgments emanoipated • • • forestalled and overawed by 
tho detinitive, and oompp,1sory detercinutiono und 
nllowanoon of othor men. 2 

ThIs would be Do time \,Then religious pence end truo reform nre 

"approaching the Vlorld." 

G. The nccensity of Tolorntlon.':'- Toloration \'Ina not 

Just a matter or convenienoe or desire, but ron! neoosoity. 

Goodwin argued. Tho Dondi tlon 0:£ the nation wus aUoh 'that 

various roli6ioua views had to bo tolerated. EnGllahmen hud 

now tasted the udvantages of froedom and would not volun­

tarily permit it to be taken nw~.3 It was not to be exneot­

ed thnt thODe vtho "havo la.toly tuntcd the Wlexpressibio 

1. An nnonymous pamphleteer exprermed t~e Rntloideo. in 
th1n qua1nt 1'a.~hion: "To take men off from the wrong Vlny ot 
op'Poning arreurs, \7hich \7111 be as f'r'.l.i tieRs 0.0 • tis tni thlesn. 
thut they cay o.p~ly thcffioelvo9 to the usc of right menoo • • • 
which requires thin L1bortie ••• for 'itA better operation, 
us PhyD10k doth require open weather, when the humors nro 
f'tirri118. not clung' up nor rOAtrninod. for to purge them UWtly." 
The ancient Bounds! Or Liberty of Con~olonce, 1645. 

2. John Goo({win, X 'Reply or Two or tho Brothren, (re-
vised edition, 1644), p. 33. 

3. Of •• [Henry Robinsoi!l, ~erty or ConSCience, 164~. 
p. 5: " ••• it is neocaeury thorefore to prooeed upon 0. 
Duro foundo.tion by passinc an not nga1nnt perseoution tor 
Religion \1hich'bosiden the aerocnblcnesrle with ~cr1pture. 
all degr;cs of people have onoe tasted the swcetnonse of it, 
will ne"V'or suf":f'er theo301ves to be bereaved thereot aga,1no. 
and by thnt mennn beooce a auro establisher of tho generall 
penco ef the K1ngdomo •••• " 
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swcetnooD of onnc, pence, and liberty of consoienoo: thnt they 

should, u1thou~ ·extreme d1aoontent, be brought baok into an­

other house or bondage, whero tho ~urnaoe of peremptor.y sub­

Jection is liko to be heated every whit ns hot 0." in tho 

othert tll An:r c:rrort to enforoe a. rigid uniform1ty nnd pursue 

0. policy of rigorouD pernocu.tion vmuld bo oot VIi th "murmur1ng 

and olt:ltthingO', if' not open mut1nylngo."2 Goodwin then went 
, ' 

on to remind his countr,ycen of the lesson of rooent eXperienoe, 

"that the orlsinnl ot our late war wnA the Bishops' assuming 

to ther:1DolveD that paYlOr which Christ neVer go.ve them, to \'Ii t, 

of compclling mon to yield obedience to who.tover they imposed. t~ 

Another ract which mnde toleration 0. p~actloal noce331~ 

wns tho infInite varietY. o~ thought and practioe wh1ch had 

sprung up durinG tho early d~s of tho Puritnn revolution. 

Gect~ and. doctrines had Brown so nucerou.s thnt tho rolleioUB 

life of the nation could nover. bo offectivoly fnnhioncd into 

one could again. All the O~ort9 of' assemblies, councila, 

synods nnd parliaments could never succeed in putting together 

the broken :rrngmontfl of the vesnol of rellgloutJ uniformity. 

There \'lao nothing to do but alloVi them to C~Rt so lone no 

they obeyed the civil laws of tho nation. 

And moreover. it io c06e to that pass -- but by whnt 
menno I vdll not question -- that evcr,y man e~tecmeth it 
aD pro perly hi B o'~n. nD CfI1y immunl ty contnined in ttngnn 
Charta, to use h1n oonDcience vii thout control; and vlhcn 

1. John Goodwin, A8Ren~r or ~w~~ __ the Brethren, (ro­
viaod editlou, 1644), p. 8 • 

2. John Good\nn. Independcnale Godf~Joritlot 1647, 
p. 8. 

3. Ibid. 
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they tlhnll be debn.rred or Y/ho.t they have 90 10n6 enjoyed, 
and so cuchlc~vet to koc'P. "/hat thoy cay uttempt lot tho 
\'lise judea. 

GoodV11n' s ~oncluoion and wllrnitl8 was, "There:fora thore is not 
~ 

only tl ronson, but 0.100 a necossity of tolerntion. llw 

1. Ibid. 
2. Ibra:. 



Chapter VI 

StruUARY nnd C OIICLUS IOnS 

',},1:1' Goodwin • • • • 1a c. person whom hin Vlorth, 
pains, diligenoo, wld opinions, and the oontests wherein on 
their aocount ho hath 'Publioly cneoeed, ha.vo delivered from 
being the obJeot of any ordlnar.1 thoughts or exprossions. 
Nothtn6 not gront, not oonnidornblo, not Dono ~~ eminent. 
is by any spoken of him, oither oonsentina \v1th him or 
diosonting froe him." John O~on. 



Oll.A.PrER VI 

StnnJARY nnd OOHOI.1USIOI1S 

A. Good~in's'~hao1oBionl ~oBitlon 

1 .. Puritan1sm mod1f1ed by Ohrlntil.Ul Rumnnisa.--

Thoro havo boon many attempts nt defininc PuritanIsm but none 

of them have bcenndcqunte. ~hIa 1s to be o~eGted for Purit­

nniom Vlaa a many';'a1ded. oomplex phenomenon. . What bOgOll as n 

s1mpie protost crew into a massive movement vmich ruled Brit­

ain for two deoades and loft n pormanont imprint upon the lifo 

and thoueht of tho nation.' Ita influenoe vms not restrioted. 

to this island ;ror it VIUS equo.lly importnnt in helping to mold 

the hablts·nndoutlook of the now nation ncross tho Atlantic. 

perho.ps"·thobeat; wtiy<to 'understand Pur1tnnism 1s by looking at 

sono of its basic prinoiples. Amid all tho vnriety ot Purit­

an thoueht and praotioe thoro nrc o~rtn1n oentr~l oharaoter­

istios thnt rcoatn oono1otontly dominant. ~horo aro throo 

ouoh oho.ro.oteriotloa whioh were important in tho thought of 

c.ll PurItans, Inoluding John Goodvlin. 

One of the most oonsistent emphnsea of puritnnism was 

tho prc-emnenoo of' tho Diblo. "Whilo tho tlOrd 'purItan' 00.00 

to menn many thingS, it ~roporl~ denotes firm adheronoo to tho 

Bible ns tho sole and suffioiont o.uthority in all mattors ot 

ocolesiastlcnl eovornment and oeremony as well no of bQliof and 

oonduot,nl It uas ~lio mora than ~thinc else that d1s-

1. Douglas Bush, English Liternture in tho Earlier 
Sevonteenth Oentm lGOO-16€O, (oSCi'oid: Clo.rcndon PrOBS. 1945), 
p:--tt • 
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ttncuiohed und Dopnrnted then froo tho Anglicans. Up until 

almost tho ovo of the Purl tnn RevolutIon, A.nglioan and Puri ton 

alike shared tho some Co.lvinlot theology'. The dI1':1"orenco 

_ nroso trom the Puritanfs de~lre to sot up tho Biblo no tho in­

fo.l.l1blo GUido to all o.opooto of lIfo. They Bet out to "puri­

ty" 1"1rst tho ohu.roh and then tho nation to' neat Dibllca.l 

"stnndo.rdD". The Purl tons tried to remove "suporstitious, 

heathenish nnd .. po.plst" ideas Wld prQ.atio~Hl frQt1 tho plnoe they 

ho.d. in the na.tion, and bring reform necording to the Word. of 

God, ThIs reverence for the Word ot God unite~ the Purltann 

\'Then they v/ere In the rainor1 ty as the oppo S i tion group. When 

they caincd oontrol of tho eoolesiastioal and politioal power. 

tho Puritans found thnt it diVided then, for mon interpreted 

tho Soriptures .in d1f~"erent ways. 

The taot wao. an o~erlenco was to demonstrate, that 
saripturo. whioh ho.d moro pootX7' In Its po.ges than 1m" 
worked Upon men of unor1tioo.l minds. l1vely 1mo.cinatlom,. 
dl£!ering temporaments and oonflicting interests not as 
n unlf~1ng but ns n d1v1oive force. 1 . 

Among the puritans thore wero Presbyterlans and Concrccation­

allots, royallst and ropublicans • but they woro noarly 0.11 

aoripturnllets. They ciGht ohallenge each other's interprot­

ntion of tho D1ble but fow ~o.red question ita authority. 

Good\tlnls Pur1tanism 1s clearly Been ln the Biblioal 

oharaoter o~ his thought. It is l'lot n matter of just pnyinC 

lip-servioo to its nuthor1ty. 1110 theology, his tominoloBY. 

and his Vir! tlngs nrc otoepcd in, the Bibllcal longuace and out-

1. W111Io.m Rnllor. Tho Rino of Purl tonist:l, (lTevl York: 
Columbia University Press, 1930'. p. 14. 
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look. EVen when ho di~rerea. \'lith his Puritan brethren. Good-

win felt that he was restoring the truescr.1~tUral dootrine. 

Most .01: tho Puri tlll1D looked at the Soripturoa throU8h tho eyes 

of Ca.lvin nnd other Rofomod writers. Goodwin used Q. brander 

perspeot1ve. Tho answors ~lCY received for thoir questions 

Vlero often in oon1'liot. lievcrthelcss tho Dible remained tho 

maIn roforenoe book for 0.11 d.obutes. 

lIero, an at every 1}olnt, Goodwin modified Purltanloo. 

Ho had a mora 11borc.l ntti tude toward the Bible than ho.d mont 

~urltann. Above 0.11 ho roplaced n litoralistI0 view with a 

rational approaoh. Yet, it never lod him to trent tho Scri~­

turos loss soriouDly. For Goodwin thoro Vl0.0 no conf11ot be­

t\1C~~~~o.D~nWtd ~ev~l~tlon.. lIe oQnsidored the rovola.tlon of 

the: SC.r.1ptures ns roasono.blo. and the trutho 01: rellson no com-, ,~, ~ ,;;"~,..,, , ~, ,r r .< " 

ing from God. Goodwin used renson to OPPODO o.uthority, but 

not to cho.llencc revolation. Bo ''[US oonoerned.. to opposo 

authoritative Intorprota.t1ono of the Diblo by a rational in­

terprotation. not to usa renson to deny revelation. Ho never 

denied tho truth nor tho authority of tho DI1>le. lIe \'Inn on 

randy' vl1th texts and ooripturOJ. nrgutlonta an nny other Pur1tan. 

His solo obJeot \'Ina to aecuro a role tor ronson in undorotnnd­

inc and interpretinG tho Soriptures,. as oPDooed to the literal­

ism and Q.uthorl tarian tlothoda of most of the Puri tann. 

A second. dominnnt ohnraotcrlot10 of puritanism was ita 
-

intorent in refore. "Tho zen! for pooi t1vo reform 10 one ot 

tho coat conatant and indisputa.blo notos of PurItnniom."l 

1. A. S. P. Uoodhouno, rur1tnninm and Liborty. (3. M. 
D~t. 1930), p. 43. 
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Differences arODa as to tho ~aoe, method, and natura of tho 

roformation desired, but 0.11 Puritans Vlore united on tho need. 

'for and desiro.b111tY' of a. reform of Ohurch and. nation. !rho 

Root end Brunch PetItion and. tho Solemn Longuo and CovonDllt 

which sounded. the keynote ot tho Puritan demand tor roform 

dlsplo,yed thin unflll1r.l1 ty. ~ho Du'bocquont diaoussion 1n pul­

pit, prOSD, o.nd. pnr11nmcnt broUght out tho diversitY' of opin­

ion ooncerning the kind of rcf'ortno.tlon wanted. Viha.t begen 

as a. slmple effort_to "purifY''' tho worship and pra.otioos of 

the Eotnbllahed ·Churoh Vlns to beootlo, und.er the impotus of 

this zonl. a. veri table revolu.tion In Churoh ond state. 

John Goodwin shared this intonso intercot in reform. 

-Ho- identified" himsolf actively vl1th moat of tho roform moaa-
"'~'~ , '1 -. '1 " ,', ...... " 

ures' during the two -deoades o~, tho Puri tun Rovolution. 'lIo 

openly supported tho pnrlinmentar,r ~oraos agaInst the royal­

ists, tho Independents ngainst the l?rsobytcrinna. the Ar::J.y 

ll6a.inst Parliament, Cromwell against his dotraators. lIe 

also partioipa.ted in the discussions ot nll tho JIUljor theo-

, log1cnl isaueD of the dny. lIe \'lns continually Vlri tine books 

and l)Olnphlcts on the issueD being currently debo.ted. From 

1640 to lG58 he issued nt least one book or pamphlet evor,y 

yca.r exoopt one (1600). The usual rato \1U.S tVlO or throe t\ 

Y'oar. ,Xe took a. lea.d.ing l'art in moot ot the important oon~ 

trovorsios of this period. 

This zeal for reforo and this nativity on Goodvnnfs 

part cnn bp aoen not onlY' by the lo.rge nUJ:1bor of hin books. 

but also 'by the nnturo of his writings. ThcY' were. a.bove 0.11.:, 

practioal in nature. Qoodwin NnS not a system.buildor. -All 
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of his \'1orko \'loro o.rgumonto.tivc. Ho Wo.s no idle philosopher 

speculating peacefully on tho eternal Verit1es. Rowan cora 

of (l l'rOP06lll1dist wri tine to many his own time. no wrote 

~ith tho neods, iasucs, und problema of his otT.n Generation in 

mind, ond not l'or postor1ty. All of hia writ1llBs bea.r tho 

imprint of pract1cal neocsoity. Thero is a constnnt inter­

l'lny between his theologioal posltlon and tho exigencles of 

the. J:locont. !rhls io not to anY' that he ho.d no nbld1Il8, gu1d-

ing principlos. for he had many. It mOWlt tha.t balng :primar-

ily 0. oon~roverQinliDt t~ltor, 111a empha.oes and arguments are 

oonstantly nhifttng to moet thone of his oritics and op~onenta. 

It does not monn tho.t his vlri tingo ho.vo no rolovo.nco for us 

todo.y. On tho contra.ry, they spoak to mnny or tho iosues and 

problems of our own dny. It ••• soarcely n page of Goodr/in'D 

pa.mp~eta lacks a sentenoe ot tV/ontieth century portlnenoe."l 

GOOd\,lin. howover. tins 0. different kind of roformer 

froe I:lO G t 0 f tho Puri tuns. ~he sternness of tho Puri ton re-

fo~ers \"Ina mellowed in Goodvtin'a thoueht bY' tho Doftor Views 

o~ Christ1an hwnaniam. Goodvlin vlO.a more dovoted to truth 

nnd freedom thnn most o£ tho men ot hio daY'. The pursuit of 

those oalled for a ratlono.l, ,disoursive approaoh. ~ho re­

formlnG oould not be dono by outwo.rd diaoi:p1ine. Renson, not 

toree, tlunt bo 1 to instru.::lont. Truth hnd to triu:1ph bY' lovo t 

and not bY' beinG ~oroed u:pon·unwilling subjects. Freedom, 

not oonformi tY', VIas the midwife of truth. Yet t oven with 

this note or modIfying influenoe, 1 t was no rcnniuDDlloo thnt 

1. D. U. Wot£'o, }..{ilton in the Puritan Rovoluti0l!. 
(lIew York: lTeloon, 1941). p. 9. 
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Goodwin looked fO~lnrd to. but 0. reforIla.tion. no\,/ovor. his 

idea. of rotomatlon V/ould ha.vo inoluded nOllo at the beot 

elements or the Rcno.is Dona 0 , 

Olosoly nlllod to Its BlblloaJ. empho.oio Dna. behind ita 

zanl for reform. Purl to.nistl ho.d 0. otronc oVW16011aa.l stra.in. 

It'oaused the Purltan movemont to appear at timon aoro liko n 

revival thnn a roformation or'u revolutlon. It \'1no tho truo 

forerunner of tho ovnne~11cnl rovival of tho oiGhteenth cent­

ury. It diotl%16'luohed tho puritnno from tho ,AnclloCUlD. 

, !he,- \'lore "bent upon oaving tho Vlorld throUGh ro118.toUD ro­

vival and ultimate eoalealnat1onl roform." ~hoy ondeavourod 

to do this by tlovlnc men to "ro:pcnt. bolieve o.nd be81n tho novi 
11t'o "1 i ",,' 

• > , 

\ :.., ,; .... ~: 'c,> ~ '~7,:", ~ ,/ " 

Muah ot' l'ur1tnn dobrito lind oonoern oentored around tho 
'!" ~. ,1'" ~>' l 

questions conoorninc mon' n no.lvatlon. Tho poignant cry, "'Yhnt 

con I do to be Dnved?" oOhoos' through rur1tnn v~itlnG nnd 

prenohlttG. Can only thoDe 'predent1ned. be anved, or \"1111 0l'lY'­

ono who haa, fo.ith reoeivo oalvo.t1on? Did Ohr1ot 4io to redeem 

ovoryone or onl1 the cleot? Onn salvntion bo loot whon onoo 

Gained? Whnt arc tho aienn ot b01ns saved? l1hnt nrc ito 

fruita? In n ooeond baptism neoossnr,r for salvnt1on? tilint 

takes p100e when vie arc savod? Arc wo justlfied by Ohrint'o 

rishtoouoncsa iQputod to un or by Ohrist's utonomont? TheDo 

o.nd oountlofls other quoat1ono 11ero nakod nnet QllDwored in pul­

pit and paophlet. 

1. Haller, 0R.o1~., ]}. 19. 
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John Goodwin 1 S 1;h.ought vrns deeply Qvo.nge11onl. ltoot 

of hiD theologioal \1rlt1nes denlt \71th the gront evangelioal 

thanes of graoe, Justlflcnt~on. the atonement, and redemption. 

He hrul Clll oVtlll.(!clical' s a"oncept1on of tho s1nfulnoss of m.o.n 

and his need for forgiveness, Signif1oantly, he mukeo the 

nlnlmuc ~or salvntion of pagans, not corc bellof. but ropent-

anoo and bolief. When he comparoD thc message of ph1108ophers 

to ,that of' the Gospel thlo- eVWlGellooJ. otlphasls oomea out 

clearly. 

, Pla.to OOJU1ot sa~. nor OOll Aristotle or Senooa., or W'l3 
other or tho great PhI1oaophorn of the world., 'aay (nor 
doe 01.lY' of th9m any) tha.t theY' so loved tho \Vorld • • • 
'that thoY' cnvo their only begotten sonnes for It.' 
They have no such colden ohorda as thin, whcre\nth to 
draw the hearts of men agnlnot the1r nativo d1opoaltions 

" ." t',', hWld ' dosires, to comport1wi th their Instruotions or cx-
'''ev ,., ortntions unto vertue. . 

• ~-:t '. ,~~ ';", '7' ~--;>' ~ ,,' , • > 

~ho- contrnat1s~ even crenter in tho matt~r ot threats of 

pun1shment a.s on incentive tOVlard virtuo. 

~ho Hell ofPh11oso~hcr9, 1s but liko tho Rell of tho 
Poets, Which 1s an Hell to pla:r c.nd make sport \'11 tha.ll: 
it ,is the ScriDture Roll, thnt makes tho henrts, and 
Goula, and oonso1onces, and all thnt 1s 1n mon, to quake· 
c.nd tremble.2 

Yet, Goodwin wns n different kind ot ovartgelical trom 

!:loot of the l?urltnns. In hin vic'V/, man \'10.0 not wholly oorrupt. 

Uature t/as not in oppooi tlon to graoe. Tho craoo of God Wld 

His vdllingnesD to forgive. could be aoon in nature as Viall Qtl 

felt in tho he-art. Goodwin reaoted ,ocainst tho ,cold, stern 

logiC of the Culvinist dootrine of prodestination whioh was the 

1. John Goodwin. Tho Divino Authority o~ the Scriptures 
Asserted, 1649, p. 83. 

2. Ibid. 
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key to tho avera80 purltan'o conoept1on of salvation. 

Ohrist's atonement and tho \'lorklngo of the lIoly Spirit cm-
. . 

braocd all of mo.nkinci. so that every roM had n ohance to be 

saved. 

Goodwin Was influenoed by humanistio writers, es­

peoially Aoontlus, in tho devclo~ment or a rational, tolerant 

and individunlist1c np~ronoh to theoloGY_ ~h19 n~pronoh wan 

ioportnnt in lending Goodtdn to forsake Presbyterianism tor 

Congrcgo.t1onnl.ism. and renounoe Cnlv1n1stl in favor of A.min ... 

ian1om. Ris theological perspeotive ,~s basioally Puritan, 

'but it wa.a aubntnntinlly mod.lfied o.t every point bY' humanist1o' 

1h1"lucncoa. It wa.s to cake Goodw1n Q. Pur! tan of Q. "peculiar 

-mouid. n1 . ~horo vlns onePur;1tan, however, who was of n.l.most 
:;; ~~,. r --0-./' ''Ie • b 

tho'same' Zll()uld .'Q.sGoodt71n ..:- tho. t \'fllS John IttI1 ton. An many 

\1rltero have pointed out, there uao n aignIflcant a1mIlnrity 

in the two, for both Were h~anist10 Purltnnn.2 

!rhe thDtlght of John Goodwin and. John 1111 ton '(oro 1"0-

oarkably similar du.rlne the entire perIod of tho Purl tan Ro­

volutlon.3 Both men had been eduonted o.t Cambridge and beoame 

1. Dan1el Neal, The Uleto!:! of tho Pur! tnns, (Thomaa 
'logg and Son. 1937). Vol. III, p. 3r:-wUr. JOM Goodwin Vias 0. 
loo.rncd divine, and n smart d1oputont, but or a peculiar mould. 
baing a republionn, an Independent, and n thoroueh Armlnlnn. 

If 
• •• 2. Among those who hnv8.comocntod on tho oloae al~lnr-
i t~ and paro.llel devoloptlont of tho thOUGht 0:£ John Goodwin and 
John 1111ton are: Arthur Barker, Ltilton and the Pu.r1ttu'l Dl1eumn, 
(Toronto: Unlvers1 ty or ~oronto, 19421. DuvICI I1usson, "The -:tIre 
01" John l!11 ton, (lla.oIlillon, 1859-1800). 6 vola., D. U. hono, 
l!IIton in tao' 'Furl tnn Revolution, (NeVI York: UolDon, 1941). 

3 It is Interesting to speoulate an to whether thoy 
kno\'! co.oh 'other ~crsono.llY. Thoro 1s no de1'1nIto ovidenoe 
e1 thor Vlay. Mas Don thlnks that Milton had froquent meetlngo 
w1th Goodwin. Cf. Uaoson. 0R.ait., Vol. IV, p. 107. 
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atnunchPuritnn9. 'In' ench cnse, there Wns, alsO. added tho 
, . 

modifyinC influonce of humaniot1. 'Their do~t10n'., to humoniot-

io m-~ t1ngo and Ideas did not lead etther. ho\vpvor, to forsake 

his Puritan outlook.1 It dId cause both to dotinte oonsider-

ablj" from the main body of Purl tan thoUGht. J oh'l:t Uil ton V1o.s 

never so controversial a figure in his own c10y ns traa John 

Goodwin for he did not beooce quito so intlma.teiy nst\oointcd 

in all the dinputes, The thought of both, ~ovortheleaat 

moved oonsidornbly nhend of the Puritnn ouJo~1ty. 

John Hilton end John Goodwin alike wet-o influenoed by 
, ' 

the brond, tolerant aplri t 01' humo.nlsm to beco!!1e outs'Polccn 

advocates of rellsioun frcodom. 2 Ullton was not so nativo 

'andk1n:t'lu~ntinl n defender o~ toleration'ns was G~odwin. but 

'tho )outlook 'and'.idoas of' the two were similar. 3 ~'Qth men 

woro convinoed or the 'grent importance of t'rood6m of \'thought~ 

"Givo ce the lIberty to· lolOl'l, to utt~r, Mdto i¥'guo rrooly 
4 ' 

according to consoience, above all liberties." '~o.oh onVi 

• truth as contln~~lly growing. and religiouD ~craeoution as n 

wo.y ot stopping that growth. If. • • our tni th and knowlodge 

thrives by exercise, as well as our limbo and oomplexion, 

Truth 1s compared in'soripturo to n strc~ing ~ountaln; I~ 

, . 1,. Darker. op.cit., p. 104, "It 10 oiBlllfloont that 
John Goodrl1n, 'to whoso tnought UI1ton' 3 bears the closest 
pnro.llel not merely nt on~ point but throughout tho revolution, 
was alm11larly .' • • hurnOlllatic in his ocho1arship without ever 
departing from the puritan fold." 

2. Both issued pamphlets withIn n fOlt months of eaoh 
other in the oontrovorsial year ot 1644. John M1lton, Areo­
pngitioa. John Goodwin. ~hoomnx1a. 
-..w.;;;..----3. Of. \11111tU:1 noller, '(ea.), Tro.ots on Libor,ty, (Ifovl 
York: ColumbIa UnIversIty Pross, 1934), Vol. I. p. lw~ff. 

4. John MIlton, PrODO works .• (ltenry G. Bolm, 1048), 
Vol. II, p. 95. 
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her ,'mters :Clovi not in Q. l'orpetuo.l progressIon. thoy sioken in­

to n tluddy 1>001 ot ooni'omi t1 o.ncl trndi tion. ,,1 D1l:t'oronoeo ot 

opinion and religioun dobatos wore hopeful aiens,ot proGroDD 

and not to bo curbodby censorshl» and enforood oonformity. 

"l'ihcre thore ia muoh desire to lenrn, there of nooos9i ty will 

be muoh nrculng. tlUO~ writ1ng. many opiniono; for opinIon in 
~ 

cood'men io but knowledGe in tho mnk1ne.n~ ~hey deniod tho 

infalli bIll ty of any Judae or JUdGOD vlho I!i1eht be aot up to 
'!. • , > , 

, force mon into one belief. 3 . ~ruth waD able to win her ovm 

battles if.g~von a fu1r chnnoo.4 ~hls uno oapeo1ally the caso 

in record to roliGiouo truth. or tho Gospel, for it needed tho 

aid of no civil magistrate tor ita propngnt10n. 5 Under the 

Goapo~ thero 00.00 a ne\1 freedom no o().~tro.nted to tho bondoeo 

of tho lAYI. G 

Their lovo of freodom and their desiro for rotormntion 

led both U11ton and Go~dwln to oppono ~lGlionn effortn to 

1 •. Ibid ••. 11. 05 
2. 1bI[.~ p. 92. 
3. tr •• Ibid •• ll. 622. 
4., ,Ibid., p. 7l.: "Soc the il16enuity or truth, 'vlho. 

'when oha gotn n £rco and willing hand, opens herself fastor 
than the po-co 01' method and disoourse cnn overtnko her. 1f 

6. Ibid., p., 547:, If.. '". roligion 10 • • • in OUlll, 
both our belIef und our ~rnotloo dopendinG upon God onl~. • • • 
there cnn be nq, placo then lett ~or tho magistrate or-hin 
:Coree in tho sett.lccont of reliGion, b~ nppolnt1116 o1thor what 
tiC shall beliovo in divine thlngD ,or practico in religion. 

n 
••• G.' Ibid.. p. 537: rr " • ' • tho Dtnta of relig10n 
under tho gospel 1a, far dltf'erill8 from What 1 t waa under tho 
l:aw. Then TIO.S tho oto.to of riCQur, childhood, bondD.Go, and 
t:orlen. to nll. \1hich :roroe 't.7Q.S not unbaf! tt1l'l8: now io tho 
state of grace. cunhood,· troedoD, and faith, to all whioh bo­
longo uillingnesn and reMon, not forco • • • • If 
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Duppreos differenoes within tho Ohuroh. Goodn1n'o nttnok 

Wc.B morc political than U1.lton'o.l Doth men \'loro lod by tho 

samo I;lot1vea to oppose Presbytor1en rule 0. t'en yoo.ra inter. 

U~lton expressed the sentiments and experienco of Goodwin 

when ho declared: ~ow Prosbytor iobut old Priost ,vrlt larce." 

Eaoh was to beoomo olosel~ noaociatod vdth tho Indopendent 

o n.uo 0 , nlthou.eh Uilton was never such on nrtioulnto or tirm 

exponent of CongreBatlonnl prinoiples us wno Goodwin.2 Each 

nppliad.hlB,oon~option of Chrin~ian liborty not only to the 

ccolcslo.stica1" a,pharo t but to tho pol! t1oo.l an woll. Aocord­

inclY' , euoh \'lrote in defense of the exooution of tho K1118. 3 

FinnllY' they vera linked together in oondomnation prooeedines 

at tho Restoration 'nnd thoir bookn wore onlled in Ill1d burned 

nt, tho same timo.4 

Tho ru.t10nnl, individualistio approo.oh with ito 

cmphc.sia on hUman 1:reodorn and. d.1cni,ty wh1oh\,/~ cha.ro.oterist-

10 of humnniam, marked tho thoolog1oo.l thought of' both 1111 ton 

Dnd GOOd\11n. It lod thet'! to mOVe front Co.lviniam to Q, 

positio~ close ~to :Armininn1om. 5 . Thero \'loro d1l'l'oronoeo 

1. This differenoo ann bo aoon in compar1ng Milton'a 
Tho Reason of Churo~oVOrl1ment urr'd A1jtl1nat Prolnty, (lG4:3}, 
and GoodwIn's. AntI flviiIlcrlamo ,!bin • 

2. Uilton \vas even morc'of an individualist thnn Good­
Vlin caking any olasaif.loation of him vcry dl:Cfioul t. 

3.'John Ul1ton, Eikonoklnstes, (1649). and pro Pop~ 
~11onnodefonDlo, (1651), John Goodwin, Tho Obatruotour3 

Justioo, (ImJ. . 
, "'. Tho Journal of the House of COI:l'nOn~, J'WlO 16. 

1660. 
. 6. One fll"l tar ooQ.-nents. that lIil ton' a oontroversy over 

the problem of divorce "openod tIlo door leuding to Arminion­
iom" for }l11ton tuJ did that ovor conooienoo for John Good\'/in. 
Darker, op.oit., p. 310. 



botween thea tor Ullton oa~o tonn eSBontinl17 Arinn pooition 

in regard to ChrIsto logy vhioh Goodwin neVer ronohod. Thoir 

final theological positions woro not identical then, but the 

cener.oJ. movemont of thoir thought tlas tho same, and tor similar 

roasons. l Milton was Just ns strong in his opposition to pre­

destination as VlllS Goodt1in. - He haD :Raphael tell Adam in 

P nradi s e 1.1.) st: . 

He left it in thy power. ordnind thy will 
By nature free, not ovorrul'd by Fate 
Inextrioable, or striot necessity; 
Our voluntarie servioe he roquires. 
Not otlrnooossi tnted, suoh \11 th him 
Findea no noceptnnco. nor can tind, for hOlf 
Can hearts, not froobe tri'd whother they servo 
WillIng or no, nho Tdll but what they oust 
By Dost1nie. and oan no other chooso? (V, 524) 

~he -dootrine of el~otion.seet1ed to have poraonal appeal to 

Uilton,but he. like .Good~1n, \vas utrongly opposed to tho notion 

of eternal reprobation. 2 ~he two \'foro of the sama mind in 

upholding unlversnl redemption or ntonencnt.3 There was not 

. 1. Part of tho difference l~ in the faot tha.t Ullton 
was a layman and n poet While Goodwin was u minlotor and n 
theologian. Hilton shared tho theologioal intereot of his nee 
and sought to 1:rnmo "n body of Divinity", which was published 
poathuoousl~ under the title, Dc Doatrina Christiana. Yet his 
impatienco vdth the theolocloaI oontroversies or tho d~ aro 
perhaps aoouratel~ oxprcsned in his 01'10 poem, Paradiso Lont, 
whero he describes n -group ot fallon nngelo ellltCl80d In Wl end­
lesD and profitless discussion: 

O~ Providenoe, Foreknowledge, Will, and Fate, 
Flxt Fato, froe will, foreknDwledBe absolute, 
And found no end, in wondring mazea lost. (II. 559) 

For Mil ton's theoloBY' of'. Mnurioo !Colley. This Great Arf.lUI?:Oltt. 
(PrInceton: Univers1ty pross, 1941). 

2. John Uilton~ Prose Works, (Ronr,y G. Dohn. 1040), 
Vol. IV, p. 64. 

3. Ibid., p. 321. 
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ono o~ tho tradItional fivo points of the Calvlnlst-Ar.o1nlnn 

controversy in v~lloh Milton. ns well as Goodvdn, would not 

have been on the Armlnlnn slde. It ia safo to oonolude: 

" ••• in their daring and unorthodox interpretations of the 

Soripturos, in their a~sumption of every mnn's oapaoity for 

redemption, above all in their huoune toleratlonist prinoipleo. 

Goodvrin and Uilton are ~losophlco.l brothers."l 

2. A.rntionnllBt.-- GoodwinhnB beon deooribed as a 

"Puri ten sui· generia. a ratlonol.latl0 }>uri tml. rr2 !rhera is 

11 ttlo question but that he wns Q. ro.tionnliot. ne tlo.de ranson 

soverolcn throut;hout tho wholodomo.1n ot thought. . Tho Sorip­

tureD h~ to be interpreted by renBen. !rho revelation of the 

Spirit htid to co a.pprehended mld tooted by it. lIe interproted 

John 1:9 us monninG that 

Christ out of tho trenaur:r of his [)raoe rind merit t 
:t:umlohoth every man vlho.tsoovcr. tlho liveth in tho vlOrld 
to years of disorotion, \nth a ~look of light. reason, 
JudGement, oonDolenoe, tlomory, undoratand1nC. &0. wherobY' 
to mnke hie co.pabloof' thoso toms, of that gront and 
bleSsed treaty, about the thines of hiD eternnl1 penco 
and wellbeinc. wherein God nddrooDoth hlmncl~ unto tho 
tlorld.3 

In (Lddi tion to this "oandle of the Lord" whioh bY' tho ha.nd of 

ChriDt io liGhted in every'man'a Doul.~hore 10 l:llDO the light 

of the Gospel tm10h augmenta and enriohoD it. 

Every tum is endowed wIth reason by wh10h he OM knO\1 

God. It is the faculty by vmioh ann ~ccelves rovolntlon. 

1. \'lolf'o, op.cl t., p. 91. 
2. Uasson, op.ort., Vol. II, p. 683. 
3. John GooCtvtln. Tho Divine Authority: of the 

Assorted, 1648, preface to the reader. 

. , 

soripturos 
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\~tcvor is abovo.ranson or ~ontrary to renson muot bo rejeot-

od.· God ia tho Gource of renson und of revelution. !rho two 

.oannot bo in oon~liot. 
.' . If thoro bo many pnoo~os of Soripture 

_ vlhieh are obsoure. then can tlust go on searohinG until tho 

."rough places bocomo plaino." Reason has to oont1nue to probo 

the hIdden und inoxhaustible treasures at tho Soripturos and 

therob7 is ro"ardcd \'lith the disoovory of now truth. 

Ronson is not only the ~nstrwnent used to explore tho 

depths of the Sori~turos, but it in .nlso ~ho mothod for settling 

thoologioaldloputcs.. 41l,mQn must s~bait in ,humilIty to her 

dIctates. Reason is tho supreme Judgo and oritorlo~ of all 

oonflioting opinions. It io, of nourao. always renson 1ntor~ 

pratinG tho Soriptures thnt is tho ultimato test. noverthe-

10:::;0, renD on must deoide in tho :tlna.l 'analyal0 wha.t tho 30rlp-

turen any. Tho only restriotion on reason 10 that it aooopts 
. . 

~he Uord of God no authoritat1ve and Indisputably true. As 

~10 ·have neen, Goodwin oons1dored th1n no rostriotion, for tho 

.reanonablenoss and truth of tho Sor1p~urea rron an n ~riorl 

truth. l~ is alno·1m~ortnnt to remoobor Goodwln'o distino­

tion betwoen tho D1ble and tt'lo \Vord. of God, whioh go.vo h1a 

oonsidorable·freedom in us1nc und interprot1nG the Diblo. Ho 

could, for example, d~soard Old Testament pra~tlcoo and In\~ 

as no longer applicablo. It oponed the 'tlay tor ba.lnnclng 

various Scripturo llQ!J:3ugea \'1i th 00.011 othor and not buildinc 
I;..; 

theology on D: fovi l?roo~ texts, as Gomo of tho Purl tuns ho.d n 

tendency to do. 

Goodwin's cothod., then, \'1M thoroUGhly rutiona11st10. 

Ho thoU8ht renson \'/a.s 0. s~e and aoourate guide. It \'IUO not 
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neoessarily infallible and beyond corruption. If con 

"followed the irregular and orooked dIctates and leadings of 

their lusts and oinfull propensions." then they mIght beoome 

devoid 01' lIght 'aD the fig tree-in Christ's parable had be­

come barren.1 God'through Ohrist hnd en11Bhtenod ever.1 man 

so thnt he could sCarCh the Soriptures for hIcself and find 

tho thingo 01' God lnthout boing'nholly dependent upon couneila, 

mQ61strnteo and ainlsters. In fact, each"ind1vidual had to 

Usc his reason to mnke hisrol1gion his orJll, Or, as \'10 Vlould 

sllY' today. roliS.iona truths to be valid hnd to be existential • 
. . 
As n rationalist, Goodwin was closor to the C~bridBe 

Platonists than to MY othor P~ltan erou:p" No other leadIng 

Puritcn, "lith the exception of tho mombern of tho Co.mbri<4;e 

Dohoo!, WOoD auch n' thoroughcoing r~tiotio.lint llS WlUI Goodttin. 

Wi th nll their. nirnilnri tios. 'thore wns' a di1'feroneo between 

Goodwin and tne CambridGe Pluton1nts. for ~o wns a staunohor 

;puritan tho.n ,thoy, • Goodwin \'lns morc D1bl1cnl and eva.n.gellonl. 

They \'lere more philosophioal in their npproo.ch. Tho probletl 

o:t worklncr out a. oyntheslD of p1111oBophY' c.nd theology vri th 
" . 

whic~ the CucbridGo P~aton1ats Were s~ concer.ned and Duooeso-

ful, d1d not interest Goodwin. Ho wnnted to make theology 

morc rational ~Y purging it of its irrationnlities and npply"ine 

reason to the 'sorlpturea. no sought to use a rational o.pproaoh 

to the thoologioal 1ssueo or the d~, Tho CambrIdge Platonlsts 

d1d not attempt to reforo tho dominant theology by rational, 

Biblical oriticlso as dld Goodwin. Their effort Wn:J d1rootod 

.. 
1. Ibid. 
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towards rai'omulnti118 the trndi tional theoloGY in terms of 

neo-Platonio philosophy. They sqt out doliborately to for­

sUke the ~aoilinr theologioal und Biblical terms and reolotho 

it in leDs oontroveraio.l philosophioa.l tominology.l Good­

\'rin, howover, would keep .tho traditional terminoloey and Bive 

It 0. ncw·interprotntion. 

As 0. Puritan, Good.win saw his task an one of reform. 

while the milder Puritans of tho Oambridge school saw theirs 

as one o~ reoonntruotion und reoonoiliation. Goodwin was at 

the center of the struggle, 1'hey \'lore at the poriphory. 

In dediontinG his book nedem~ti~n Redoemed to Vlliichoote and 

tho UniVersity of OambridGe, Goodwin ohallenged them to take 

ll. DOra aotive part in the theol08ioal d~ba.tea of the day. 

f/hon· man or rioh endowments t ", nnd. \'lorthy o.bili tieD of 
learning and knowledge, shall Bive their strength in this 
kind to other studios. oontemplations, and inquirios. 
suffering, in the moun time, the minds and consoienoes o~ 
men to oor~pt, putrify, und perish in their sud ~ol1u­
tions through that icnoranoe, or, whioh is \Vorse, those 
disloyal and profane notions and conceptions of God rind 
of Ohrist whioh reign, or r~thor indeed rage, in tho 
midst of. them, Vii thout to.kln5·n.ny compasesion on them, b3" 
:Jearching out and disoovering unto them those moat OX­
oellent and worthy things of God and Ohrist. the knOYl­
ledgo vUloreof would be unto. them n rOGurreotlon trom 
donth unto lifo; they do but write their nnmes in tho 
dust, and. buy vanity \'lith tha.t l10rthy prioe whioh \'Ins put 
into their hand. for .8. . far , more honourable puroho.ac.;;: 

No response to this challenge aeems to have como from Cam­

bridge. 1'ho1' o.:ppo.rontly thought they could bo of grenter 

servioe by stnyi~~ o.lo~f froe the controversies raginc about 

-
1. Ct'., C. R. OragG, From Puritanism to tho Me o~ 

Reason, CCncbr1dee: Univorsiti Preas, 1950), p. 39. 
2. John GoodWin, Rodomiilon nodeemo~t (edItion of 

1840 ), epistle dedioo.tory. p.. • 
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them,> and currying on tho construotive taak 01' ro1'orculatlf18 

the cosentinls ot tho to.1th in non-oontroversial, lili.11oooph­

ieal terms.· Doth Gooduin und tho C~~brld6e Plutoniota had 

a. mansure or suocoss in what they set out to do. Thoro \Oms 

noed :for the role oach played. Porhupo Good\'tln had morc 

influenoo in his O\m dny, and tho CllClbrldgo Plntonints on 

flubscqucnt thot)8ht. Goodwin hnd no oicnl:flcont link \,li th 

lnter rationalism, \';hile n lin~ ot doveloptlent rnn from tho 

Cambridge Plntonlnts throUGh the IAtitudinarinns to tho 

Deista. l 

3. An ovangelical A.rminilll1.-- Goodvlln' 0 poo1t1on \'/CUl 

neithor an ,abandonment nor'Do reoonotruotlon at tho tradition-- ' 

oJ. Chriotion fni the It was n rO-intor;protation of tho Calvin-

1st versIon of'; :that :t'n1 th throU{:h tho hwnaniatic lnO.uoncos 

emanatinc ~rom tho renaissanoo. A moro ratIonal and liboral 

theology 110.8 the result. T~o original. impuloo tor thin 

chango in position must havo oomo trom Aoontlus nnd other 

trrltoro of s10llar persuasion, but in tho formulnt1ng of hia 

poolt1on he Dust have do~endod some upon mora Btrlctl~ Armin­

inn sources. GoOdflin,Qont1nuously o.f'tlrms hls Inaopondoncc 

of A~lnlnn \1ritcrs. For oxample, in tho ~rofnoe to tho 

ronder of An' Exnoal tlon of tho ninth Chll.12ter of tho Eulatlo 

to the Romans, ho tries to defend "it o.gulnst the dlapnruso­

gent of being co.l1od. Artl1nlan. 

For though thoro bo Bome strains and turniDBs horo 
ond thero whioh sympa.thizo w1th tho prInoiples of that 

1. Cragg, o~.cit •• p. 4G. 
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tiDY,. yet the main body' and bulk ot the Expo a1 t10n 10 
built upon ground of oo~on reoeption amongst all under-
standing o.nd lenrn.ed Chriat1o.ns ,1 , 

lIe BOOS on to po1nt out tho.t v{horeas Art:1inlus, tho Remons~rantB 

at the Synod or Dort, Dimon Eplsaopluo. and Ruga Grot1us had 

nll rrrittan brio! comoentnrics on tho cho.pter. he borrowed 

11 ttle :tram. them. He clo.1I.:lcd t~la.t whatevor ho had l>orrowed. 

V/ns troo transformed. and the property ot i~,fJO altored. by 

(Jul.iertulded explications t '11mi to.tiona. distinctions. quentlona. 

&0.. that tho na.tural fnao of it con hardlY' be noen or din-
, . 2 

corned in my Clune.n Thero 1s no questIon, thon, but wha.t 

Goodwin 'linn well aoquo.inted~1th Arc1nian \vritings and that • 

the7.he1ped him in def1ning hIs thcoloCical poaition. It 10 

probably equally true ·to Bay that; in opito of n oertnin 
~ " ',. < •• 

amount of indebtedness to thom, he once to hin O\1.n ~osit1on 

more or less independently. 

The elements of Goodwin's a~pronch can be aeon in hID 

treo.tment ot the doctrino of Justlficntion. Iro o.f1"irmo the 

central Importance' of tho Frotcstnnt conoeption of juot1r1on-

tion by :tn1 the lIe wanta to froo 1 t from tho legalistic 

notion of tho Imvutntlon of Christ's righteousnoss to tho 
, . 

believer In the net of·justifioation. Goodwln'a position 1s 

first of all, n spiritunlizing of tho conoept. "In n word, 
. . 

this is thnt "lhloh tlO denY'. & this 1s that wh1ch \'10 o.ffirmo 

oonoerninc the rlghtcouDnes of Christ in the Justification of 

n sinnor. that God cloo.ths no mnn with the letter of it but 

1. John Goodwtn., An Ex~osltlon of tho Ninth ChaRter 
of tIle Enlstlo to the Romano, (editIon of"j]135). p. w. 

2. lEla., p. 14. 
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cvor.Y ~ that be11eves ~~th tho Spirit of it ••• "1 • 

S~condlY, he \~ted to ~rcc it from Old Tootamont idona' of tho 

Lqsl, lIo accuacn 'the Cnlvln1sial of confurJina the covenants ot 

"grace" and "works" and ncting on if God hnd nover tllldo·but 

ono oovennnt wlth men, 

, • • 'men mny D.S\1011 nay, thoro vms no oocond AdtU:1, 
renlly difforina ~rom tho firat, as no nooond Covenant 
di:f'forina reilly tram tho first, nnd tha.t mount Sino. in 
Arabia.,- 1s the sume mountalno tIlth mount Sion in Judea, 
and that the Sp1ri t of bOHdaeo 1s tho samo w1 th t}:lo 
Spiri t ot Adoption •••• 

Thoro 10 the queation1ng or the CalVinist's exolusivo 

cmphasl0 on the absolute novcrelgnty and Juatico of God, In 

opposing tho ideo. of tho imputation of Adam's nin to nllof 

ponter1 ty ho com:ncnto: rr... renson itself fully' de:nonstro.too 

any ouoh imputation, ~o bo no suffioient or tollerablo Ground 

or rOllDon, \'Ihy God in Il. way of Justioe and oqu1 ty, might in­

volvo AdQ.t13 posterity "11th hio vereon, in the punishmcnt duo 
, 

to sin. n3 
, ,. 

lIc goos on to dofino Juotice an civinc ovory one in Q. 

nV{CJ:3" o~ oquity Md right" Vlha.t is duo to them." In his trea.t­

ment of tho imputation of Adn.m's Din thore in nlso tho ocplin.s19 

on the personal. individual ohnro.Qter of the Christian :tul the 

" ••• it any imputation be in this cone, it 10 ot ovcr,f cans 

ot<1ll0 ainno in Adam, for. it. uas not Aclo.."ll oJ.ono tho.t sinnod, but 

all sinned in him, it is ovary tllUlB oVilla o1nno that in imputod 

Part It 
1. John Goodwin •. A Trontlno of Juot1fiontlon. lG42. 
p. 15p. 
2. Ibid., 
3. T6IC!., 
4. l'6Id,. 

p. 105. 
p. 210. 
Part II, p. 3. 
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to him, and tor. \'/hich :he la, puninhed. ,,1 lIere oon also be 

scen hia lnDistence·on monts,role in belIef. . "' 
If ••• Just-" 

iflcntlon botoro God m~ bo eXpeotod and looked for, thoueh 
}. . , 

that Faith whereby· we. beleevo,bo both wenko and unporteot, 
, -

and yet both, these, (\'10 ,mail) are Bornev/niDs oontributorie to-
o 

wurds JUBtlfi~ntlon. tlu " God .tokes the ini tint1ve in mont 0 

justification, but mnn must rca~ond to that challenae. 

" ••• suppose ,the worko or net of boloovi11G. whioh is DO 

imputed for riGhteousnoss, be n mana 0\1.n work or not • • • 
yet it is DO by suift, and by tho ceara crace and donation . .. 
of nno'ther,' viz. God. ,,3 God gives sa.lvntion but mo.n must 

reoeivo. Final~. Goodwin cakos a oonsistent effort to base 

his vievro on the Bible. " ••• tho Scripture no whoro n.1'-
, • ? 

flrQD, either the ieputation of "Adamo sin to his pootor1ty, 
"' '. ·t . , .. • ' " 

. or 0'£ the rl'ghteousncase of Christ' to tti hosc tho.t boloevo. 

"4, • • • 
, . ' , ~ 

Goodwin USCD those some prlnoiples to modify tho 

Cnlvinist dootrines of tho ntonomont. Gra.oe, and oleotion in 

the direct10n of n core liberal intorprotation. They 0.11 

rest on tho basiC sh1ft froe n ono-aided ecphaoio on God'a 

sovereignty and juotioe and'manls oorruption und inoapaoity, 

to an assertion,of n reoiprooal relationship between God and 

man. God's sovereignty und justioe in Boon no ourbed by his 

ovm love and meroy. llan' 8 oorruption is somewhat o'£toet by 

1. Ibid •• pprt I, ll. 208. 
2. IEld., Part II, pp. 184 f. 
3. lEld. ~ p. 180. 
4. lold., Part I, p. 193. 
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the ,general nature of Ohrist's ntonom~t, tho universal 

,prcDcnoe ~f the 3pIrlt,'nnd n hiBher oonoeption-of man's 

naturnl cndovments, espccially hin reason. This doeD not 

meon, however, that naturnl mWl can' Bo.VC himself \,11 thout n 

"nccond Ro11e~" ~roo tho freo grace of God. 

The Scripturo Ltffirms a ccnorall nveraenesoe rind 
Indi8~09Itlon In mcn'(yon1n tho beat of nat ural 1 men) 
to auch n thIn8: and we knor, that whore there 1s no 
dIBposltlon,~'no will to doe that whioh 1s our duty to 
doc', any power or abil! tie to doe it acrvol1 1:or little, 
but only to loave us ~lthout excuoc •••• ~ 

Goodwin \1ll8 conoerned to Bive man 0. role, and therofore, 0. 

rcsponsibility in hl0 OVnl salVation, bnt not to mUke man in­

dependent of 'God. "For oertain It ls, thnt it ~s tho oront­

ure can, not God, or' tho SpirIt of God, that believeth: and 

thereforo n neoessity there munt so muah, or ouoh a degroe 

of ef:fIciency about'it be left \U1to mon, \"lhioh cOliY' \'11 th 

truth give it the denominatIon of boing hio. n2 The result 

is thnt Goodwin oocos out tilth M. cDsontlo.lly Artnininn 

posi tlon. ' It is A.rm1n1anlam vl1 th 0. strone oVOllcelionl, ooot, 
. and ver.1 c10ee to that ot the ,Dutch Reaonntrnnto; 

There \'lere three seventeenth century groupo 1n Eng-

land whIch were Arminlan. ~he flost il1fluontlo.l VlOra tho 

AnBlo-Cntho110 croup ,repro3cnted bY' Wl111ll1!l Luud. Goodwin 

had no sympa.thy \'lith this kind or Arm1nion1on. IIo would 

have reJocted its saaro.montnrln.n and Eraotian tenets. ' Thore 

1. John Goodnin, The Divino Authori t* of the soril1iuroo 
Aoserted, 1648, p. 101, Cluo Jolin GoodwIn, T e Ueme!lo of n­
ronnonnblcnc£l3, 1600,' p. 6 • 

. 2. Jolin Goodwin, RodemEtion Redeemod, (edition of 
1840). p. 33. ' ' 
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woro also Arminians amonG those of tho Anabaptist tradition. 
. . 

ThIs included the Genoral Daptists and the Qunkors.~ Good-

~1n probablY'did not havo muoh in common vith this group. 

Thc;r wore coro mystical and leos rc.tionoJ.iatic thnn Goodwin. 

Tho Quakoro. at least. atroDsod tho universal prenenoe o£ the 

Spirit rnther than universal redemption. 

uaa leas well defined and less numorous. 

~he third group 

It was thODO who 

arrived ~t an essentIally Arm1nlnn position independently. 

John Goodwin l'lnO tho leading member of this group. !rho Oam-

bridge Platoniata "mUld 0.100 havo como in this category. 

Perhaps Goodwin's Armln1wl thought oould bo oonsidered as 

lying baJ.i' Vl~ between th~ Oambridco Plfltoniats rind the Gen­

eral Daptlsts. He shared the humnn1stio. spirit ot tho 

£ormer and the evangelioal conoorn of. the latter. 

4. An Independon~.-- It is unoertain u.s to when o.nd 

how Goodwin first embraood the Congregationalist oonoopt ot 

the Church. Two thingo arc oertain. howevor. OongreGa.tion­

alism was cora compatible with John Goodwin's thcolociou1 

prinoiples. Anyone who had rend Goodwin's Treatiso of 
• 

JU3tlficnt~on, (1642), could have predioted where his aym-

pnthles ~ould lie. Secondly. 11hen the ioaue was -first ·oloo.r-
! 

ly drnvm between tho opposinG Prosbyterian. rotd Co~rogo.t1on­

allot dootrines of the ohuroh, Goodwin unhositatingly ohoDe 

1. It 1s not truo to Day. o.s B10hop Gilbert Burnet 
does, tho.t Goodvtin wns the first to bri.tlG in Arm1n1a.nism 
among tho seotnries. . Gi.l'bo;rt Burnet, ]Usto;t"Y of IUD Olm. 
Time, (Oxford. 1833). Vol. I, p. ·124. Tnomna lIcItlys was 
probably the one "rho did this. . J.UnutA9 of tho Goneral . 
.A.t'lsombl;y of tho Genoral Ba.~i3t CHurches, eCIlted by \1. ~. 
WHitloy, (naptlat HIstorIc SooIety, 1900>, Vol. I. p. xiii. 
Also A. W. Harrison, Ar.olniunlsm, (Duo~~orth. 1937). pp.l50 f. 
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tho lutter. Ho \1Wl lnter on to ori ticino th.o Indepolldcnta, 

no they cnca to be culled, but heoontinued to hold and ~x­

pound tho basio CongreBa~ionalprlnoiploo. ~here were nix 

o~ these which Goodwin em.phasized. . , ' 

Tho first vrna that tho church was to bo n authored Con­

gregation of ,visible ·s~iut[J. Fro1'l1 thio thero follo\'lcd throe 

corollarlcn. It was to bo a v:olWlta.r:r ohurch of thoso who 

joined ot their own volition and on tho basin of their OVm. 

Ohristian faith. In the oecond placo t It moant rOjeottna 

the idea of Il. no.tlonal., comprchonBive Church. FInol4r 1 t 

implied an e..-aphnnis on god~1noss 0.8 tho or! torion of Ohuroh 

membership·ra.ther thOll orthodoxy. Goodwin uphold, then, the 

idea of the Church. (l.8 made up,.of, true beliovers called to­

gether by thei~ oommon loynJ. ty tq Chr1at and tho OhrlstlOll 

~lfo. und united in 0. oovonont rolntlonsh1p. 

Th,e second princip,le which Goodv/in hold, followed tho 

~irst. The independenoe of the, loonloongregnt10n WaD tho 

result ot ~ Gathered chuxch. E~ch congregation had the riCht 

and the reoponsibi11ty to cleat ltn Olnl otf~cers and 0011 ito 

own pastor. It could s,et ,1 ts own tlombarqhlp requiromonts nnel 

deal in 1 to, Olm wa.:! with pro blams o~ orror and immoro.li t~. 

GoOdf~ did not ba,l.leve that tho looal Oongregation had no 

rclnt1onsh1~a or responsibility ,toward other churohos. Ho 

\1UG only insistent upon the prinoiple of no eoclooiQ.Stioo.l or 

civil body having jurisdictional authority over a ohurch. 

~horc sho~d bo Dutunl fellowobip and oonsultatlon, but no 

control exercised by one church or croup ovor another. 

In the third plaoe, Goodwin be,lievcd in tho freedom of 
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the individual conacicrico:as well 'no ot the looal ConBrc~atlon. 

Ultimately. tho individual Vla.3'reSllOtlalblo to God olano for 

his beliofs." : Preaohl.rig, ronaonil'18t and as a last resort, ox­

communioa.tion'oouia'bo 'uoad tooppoae thane "Tho dioturbod tho 

peace of a. congregation~ but no man's conDcience waD to be' 

coorcad'or 'foroed to conform. 'Goodwin hadonough faith in 

the gracious 'fl0rldne of tho Holy SpirIt. the pOl'lor of' renson, 

and tho Dclf-vlnd1oattngohnraater of truth to tnkotho risk 

involved in suoh a froedom. ' 

-Fourthly. Goodr/1n firmly adhered to· the tenet of tho 

e qual 1 ty of all believers Wlder the free euidWlCO of the 

Spirit. This \"lao one of the prlnclpol bnses of Ooodwln'a 

unquenchable faith in freedom. : fhe:'univeraal. llrcscnoc of 

tho Spirt t meant all men Vlere o'apablo ot reoeivlna tho gifts 

of the SpIrit.' ~he "Holy 'Spirit was noinore oonfined to an 

eloct few than wns the: grace 01:: God. 'Thercf'ore. preaohing 

oould not be limited to those exoroising the funotion of 

pastor. Although he was n oonvinoed rntIonn1ID~ Goodwin 

thought that thODe who' had the cnll ~ tho 6ift~ of the 

Spirit to" preach. 'should bo n.l.lowed to proftoh. He believod 

in the priesthood of nll believers. 

A' fifth oharaoteristic of Goodwin's dootrine of tho 

Churoh \'las an emphasiS on ito spiri tunl. nature. Tho Church 

had Q, primarily spir1 tuo.l goal and interest. It \Vas to use 

onli spiri tunl mothods in a.ttaining that golll.. Its ',un! t:r 
. 

was to be found in "the unity ot the Spirit. Ita source Vias 

spiritual and its authorit~ the sume. Ohrist was its Dole 

hend and King. Its spiritual nature made ncoeoonry a 
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:oerto.1n mensure of separation from the "lorld, but abovo all, 

it onlled for ~'oompleto separation from the stnte. 

,~,,< Tho final '-element 'in Goodwin' n oonooption of the 

'Churoh was D. cotlplote separation 'of Churoh and sto.to. 

no! thor V/US to intor:foro in tho ntl'airsof 'tho othor. The ' 

ohurchtlenbor on "a oi tizon of tho S tute oould nnel. munt exer­

oioo hio rights in ~the na.tion'. 'but tho Churoh as en '1noti tu­

t1on\'las to make no demands upon tho State except for ito own 

freedom. Tho Ohuro~ is'not'dopondent upon tho stato ~or tho 

oollecting of. tithes, the pro~agntlon of the Gospel or the 

~unishmont of religious offenoos. Slmilarly, tho Oivil 

llnglotrntons' an individual Christian, has the sruoe riGht as 

:any other believer. It in only an n Ollrintinn and not uo a 

magistrate, however., Tho·Sto.te"hud no"'unthor1ty or richt ot 
intorferenoe in the affairs of the Ohuroh. 

Goodwin's viows on Churoh Government oo];)o.rnted him 

from, his fellow'Puritann nlmostns muoh ns dld his Armininn 

teneta. lIe oust be claosltled, howovor. as an Inticpolldcnt, 

nl though 'he \,lo.S n ~eculiar ono. I~ tho PU,ri tnruJ are olans-

1~ied on tIllS part10ular issue as Presbyterinn9, Independents, 

and Soctarinnn, Good\11n should be placod in tho lei't-vllng of 

Indopendenoy. Goodvlin wna nenrer mn.ny of tho seotarians on 

BQme issues than the more oonservative Independents. Evon 

core important was tho taot that Goodwin wan muoh oloser to 

the v1ewD of the "Father ot COllBregntfonallom, U Robort Browne, 

than were his follow Independents. The Indopendent nhooo 

idcas on the Church were oloaest to Goodwin's VIaS Henry 
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Darton. 1 

5. An exponent of reliGious llbortZ.--Goodwtnt o vletro 

on religious freedom developed ns,hl0 theologioal thoUGht 

developed. Humanintic influcnoes had Given him an 1ntellcot-

unl outlook conducive to n,~osition of toleranoe. congrcco.-
tlonnlistl furnished him \11 th 0. doctrino or tho Ohurch' whioh 

provided o.bo.a1s for freedom \v1 thin the Church ond frocdotl 

from forces outsido the Churoh.'. Arc1nlonlom offerod. n. \'Iidor 

doctrinal base for an unrestrioted'religiouD liberty. Good-

win had n. sound.raature thcoX"J or religious liberty in tho 

fullcat scnso of tho torm.. lio ,'Tent further in his defense 

of rolielous freodom thnn ~ othor loading puritan wnD pro-

1)ared. to 60. 

Fourapproa.ohes1to tho problem of toleration were 
. " found in Goodwin's owndny.... The first traa intoleranoo. It 

requirednn absolute and oompleto oonformity ot the wholo 

nation to the one established Church. Tho represontntlves of 

this school of thought Vlere i"oUJld flClOng tho Anglio(U1s and 

prt'sbyteritll'W. The outsta'ldlng :Purl ton exponents 01' t'hin 

ponition Vlere Ad01!1 stcwo.rt.John 13o.stw1ok, Thomas EdvlO.rdo, nn11 

Robert Do.1l110. 

The neaond groull'wero thono who were in fnvor or a. 

11mi ted toleration with1n on EGtnb110hed Church. ~h1s waD 

the approach of tho Lnt1 tudinaria.ns who conco1ved of a brand. 

comprehensive Ohurch wl th fett requirements so ao to inolude ... 

1. Of •• Henry Durton, A Vindication of Churohos! Com­
monly Oal~ed Indorendent. 1644. 

"~. A aIml ar classifioation io usod by Uasson, op .oi t't 
Vol. III', I"P. 122 ff. 
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nenrly all Christiana. John Haloa tU1d Jeremy Taylor woro 

wnonc tho An.gllonns who '"10uId roprosent this vio\1point, \'lhl1o 

:Jtophcn lrnrshnll and George Gillospie hold th1s vic\'! among 

the Procbytoriaqs. • A lioited toleranoo would be given, but 

tho noed ~or unIformIty- ,'[ould deny tho right of disacnt or 

. the cxiotenoe 01" rivnl. ahurohen. 

Tho third. group \'Iere thoDe who "lould o.llow n limited 

toleration nround, but not wi thin tho Eato.bllshod Churoh. 

~h1s \'las tho view ot most of the Indepcndonto. ouch us John 

owen, the "FiVe Dlsoentill8 Brothren", nnd Oliver 01'00\'1011. 

Hero there would be the right to dlsDont and orBnnlze coopet-

ing Churches w1 thin corto.in brond limits. Thera was Q, 

differenoe of o?inlon ar:Jol18 thio crOup no to whioh. GroUl>0 

should be tolerated. Tho Stnto would exerciso tho minimum 

of interferenoe in religious affairs and only tho groaDest 

errors would be punished. 

Thero \'lns a fourth group v/ho would deny nny right of 

the state to interfere in mnttera of reliGion. Thoy wora 

for n completo libertY' at oonscienoe. Generally, they v/ould 

eiva trecdora to non-ProtentWlt or oven non-Christiwl aroul,lo. 

Yore tolerance of minority relleioUB croupo under oertain 

ciroucotanoes wns supplantod b1 a domand tor roligious froodom 

whIch would make nll Groupo equal under tho Stuto. Tho co.in 

otre~~th of thin Group was found ~onc tho sccts, ospooin1lu 

tho Dnptists. John Goodwin wns ito ontntnnding ro~ro8ontativo. 

D. GOodvlin'n Influence and. InportWlce. 

1. As un Arm1nlllll.-- Thoro nro two faoto thnt munt be 

kept oonstantly- in Dind W11011 oo~oidar1118 Goodvdnt fJ influonoe 
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in regard to \ Arm1nianism, in his ovm. dnY'.~llo !irst io that 
$ 

the :puritans \'lo,ro ovorv;helmlngly,Oalvinist in thoir thoology. 
~. ~ 

f:! f:J,oon~Y', ther~. was real and widesproniL fear of Arm In1Wli am as 

nStloc1ated ,wIth ',Anglloa.nlam and., popery. John Owen was morc 

representatIve of tllo Puritan, n.ttitudo toward Aminlo.niom than 

Vias John Goodwin. John Owon Q.skD: 

,j' 

• • • who -would hlltvc thought, that our Church, would 
ever have given cntortninr.lant. to thone BolS!oko 80m1-
pelaginna. vlho have oast _ dirt upon tho faoes. a.nd rakod 
up the nshes, of nll those gront and pioua soules, whom 
God maenified. in U1l1J1G o.s his iustruments to rcf'ormo 
h1s ohurch; to tho least of whioh, tho wholo troopo of 
Arminians. shall never make themselves equall, thoUBh­
they swell till they brenko? • ..1 . 

lIe then oalls on tho newly formed. Cotmd. ttoe on Roligion to 

proolaim "an holy warro, to suoh enomies. of Gods providenoo, 

Christs nori t. and tho pO\'1~rful operatIon of tho h~ly 
~ 

.. i it ,,~ bp r •••• In a oense, it is truo to ony that n man 

"like John Goodrlin did but etlphnaizo tho genoral tonour of 
.. 

tho prevailing CnlvInlsci;"3 There is 600U ovidonce, how-

ever, that Goodwin made n'oons1dornble impaot on tho provail­

ing Culv1nInm. 

Ono of tho beat testinonios to Goodwin's impaot Was 

tho groat nucber of books and oondemnations tho Calvinista 

~capod upon him. ~hero woro no ~ewer than nix books tT.ritten 

c.gninst his Redemption Redeomed. lIe Wa.n nttnokedbe!oro 

parliOllonto.ry .Qomni ttoca and tho prooeedings of synods. Evon 

in Scotlnnd, Robert Baillie felt it neoossary to issuo tho 

1. John Owen, A Dioplo.y of Arm1ninnismo, 1643. opiatle 
dedio D. tory • 

2. Ibid. 
3. Harrison. on.cit., p. 150. 
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book, A Scotoh Antldot~ '~n1nst tho Engll~~._~nroot1on Of Armln­

irulinm • • • from'the infeotion of ,Ur Goodwin's Gront Book . . .. 
(1652). Snrely,·,thero would .not hnvo beon ouoh 0. determinod 

o:f'1"ort to' oombat Goody/in' 0 nrgwnenta, if his vier/s' hud not 

oarried weight. They Qust hlive ,hud oonsidorablo hearing in 

his own dny. 

During Goodwin's time thoro woro two groups to vmom 

.Arm1nianism 'had Il1l appeal. tho 'firnt group Vloro the morc 

hu:1nnistio J?urito.ns such llS tho Oambridgo Plo.tonists 'and John 

Hilton. . Thore ;io nobaaia :tor demonstra.ting Qood\vlnt B in­

fluence on either of thoso, but ho undoubtedly rOllchod somo 

uho ~oro dlsoontontedwith oertnin aspoots of Calvinism. 

Good\v1n tlust 'havo hoo."sympo.thi::era, 1i' not follOwors, among 

the .£rult;lltles of tho univers1ties ~ 'os1)eolo.lly cambrIdgo.l In 

dedicnting his prinoipal work on .A..:r:.n1nio.n1sm to Dr. Whiahaoto, 

and tho hends of colleges ond div1nity ntudcnta ot Cw:lbridce, 

Goodwin nsked thOtl to givo en opinion ns to tho truth ot his 

pos1 tlon.". no roply ever came :trot'l Cwnbrid8o. '.rhls· onmo ao 

1. Dr. Tuolaloy spoke of GOOd\11n 0.9 "tho Grca.t darinG 
Ch~p10n 'ot the Armlnian'Errora; ~hom:tho abusive W1ts of the 
University with (lll.im1>udont boldness Vlould say. none thoro 
durst ad.venture u:pon." DenJnm1ne,\Vhlohoote, Yorn! and. Ro­
li~lous Anhorisma, Ed1ted'by Samucl 'Salter, (revIsed c~!tlon, 
rT53), p. xxx. A stc.i.temcnt of Goodwin's also suggests that 
ho had n followiDG o.mo~ many of'r.the students. "1 movi it 
l10uld be offensive to tho Gentleman, if I Dhould rolate hOft 
m~ lotters rind mesnngca otho~vlso of thankful o.oknowlodc­
mento of tho craoe or God civen unto no, for tho olenrinc of 
those dootrines ot elootion, reprobation, &0.,' and of' Christinn 
enoouragements to prooeed in fly way, &0., I have reoeived time 
after time from several pcrcona of' oonsiderablo worth tor cod­
linoon and knowledce. 1nho.bitlng, in severoJ. l'nrts 01' tho 
nation, some of'·the~'UlnI9ter8 of the Gospol, o.nd others of 
tht}m students in the'Unlvorsity of' 600d 'startdlng, &0." 
Dannor of Justification Displayod, (edition of ~035), p. 317. 
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a-surprise to'some of the Puritans who o~eotcd n refutatIon 

of Goodwin to be' sent f'rom tho Unlversity.~' ':hero 1a no VfO:Y 
. 

, of'lmowing hoVt many of the fo.oulty at Cru:&br1dgo approved of or 

sympa.thized \'11 th Goodwin' a theolo£)Y' •. ; Corto.1nly Dr. Whlqhaote 

hel~ csaent1nl~ the same pooltlon.2 Porhnpo this tondono~ 

in ~hlm. and others· an \'loll. led Dr. Tuolmo7. l(o.ster of St. 

John's College, to ~~1te to ~bIohoote ooncorning Armln1nnlsm: 

"And truly I wou'd not nave my good friend come ncar those ' 

marin' tentes thoU[;hJ. Goodwin, liko a colonel, con maroh up 

in'tho -face of o.l.l suah it1puto.tIons. u3 

Goodwin's spirited and intelleotual defense of tho 

A.rmlnle.n doctrines must have hG.d o.n. nppeol. to thoso who. like 

him, ht:.d. b~on restless under the' rigid orthodo~ of C 0.1 vinlnm. 

Probably he, at lenst,' su.aoeedad in diso.ssooltl.t1nc ArminiDJliom 

from AnGllcanls~ and poper.1_ GoodwIn vms hated and sovorely 

ori ticised in hin orm d~; but ho' flUB also roopooted for hiD 

a.bility and learning, bY' mll.t1Y~ 'i" staunoh Oo.lv1niot opponent 

1. Ilonry Jennen, A'Vindioation of D. Twiooo from tho 
eXQo:etlons o:r Ur John GooC1\'11n In hID tlodomp'Efon Hodeomod, (Ox­
'fora. 1653), 'P., 20'1:"':'(. • • thore \'1ao a conora1!, ana: (tio I 
think) a 3ust expeotation, that OOCO in tho Univors1ty of 
CambridGo, \vho dIssented fron you, would Oomply vdth your 
faire invitation to them, to deolare thetlOelvOD in Dome vlorthy 
and ontisfo.otory a.nsvter to the :po.rtioula.rs l'ropountled in your 
Dook: Dut upon their long silonce (whioh I con neither oxouse. 
nor will I tl.OOUSO (ns beIn8 altogother ignorant o~ the cnuses 
there~f) I renewed tlY' thoughts of oetting about this \'1orko. . . . ' , 

2. Frodoriok J. Powicke, Tho C ll.'llbrl<tq0 Plntonlsto. 
(J. U. Dent ondSons. 192G) .. p. Sf>: 'r~horo n not ono ot tho 
'five points' In whioh he doos not acro,o with Arm.ln1UfJ more 
ncarly than C alvin. 110 doubt thin tins why JOlulGoodwin 
dedicated, chiefly to hia, ,hitf" Rededitlon Redeemed. 'lho nroh-
Arm1nlnn saw, if Whiohcoto him~je1."f a no'E oooi 'Eho where-
abouts of his theologioal pooltlon and tondeno os." 

3. \Y.biohoote, op.ci~ •• pp. 27 f. ' 



249 

of his, John Owen, t~oto of him: "The attelJlpt m.ade by Ur 

Goodwin ceninst the truth hore "asserted VltlS by- all. cen jndeed 

DO, conaiderc.blo .". '. llS tho.ta. rCI:lOval of his exoeptions to 

o~ arcumonts, and an answer to his obJeotions. woro judGed 

necosSlll7 by Illl."l John Goodwin micht have hud a. number of 

seoret sympathizors, even if he had no open ohampions, among 

the University faoulty o.nd students. n~ho mo.auivo nrgu.":lcnt 

of Goodwin rlunt havo cnrrledsomc \1cicht."2 This does not 

mean that Goodwin helpod transform the Universities into 

atroncholda of Amininn opinion. Perhaps it doospnrtinlly . . 

aooount for the comparative ease "ith whioh ·the Unlvcrai tica 

mndo the tranDition to restoration Arminlan1am. 

Thero must· have been otherlJ' both ministers and' lny­

men, 'TIlO nere not sQ muc~: interosted in the Intelleotual 

di:r:rloul t1cs of Calvinism, nn In 1 to moral. and ovongelloo.l , , , 

problems." niohard Boxtcr Vla.a suoh n mOll. On the questions 

of universal redcmptIon, reprobation, and man'a reaponaibility, 

ho ~a8 olose to Goodwin~o position. He could bc beat torced 

no sem1-Arm1n1an.3 On ntlenst two oooanions he reoommended 

Goodw1n'n Div~ne Author1tl of th~ s~r!p.tures.4 Dnxtcr sooma 

to have rcnched hio own 1'001 tion indepcndentl~. b\lt mnny of 

tho SMO reasons whioh 1n£luenoed GoodWin, oust have prompted 

1. John OVJen, The Doctrine of tho Sulntn Persoveranco, 
(Oxford. 1(54). p. 13. 

2. Harrison, on.cit., p. 155. 
3. Ibid., pp. 1G6 r: < 

4. Idchard Bc.xtcr. \'Iorks edited by Willinm Orme, 
(Jc::lCB Dunoan, 18:30). Vol. -m-;-lThe Ronaona of the Ohr1ot1nn 
Reli~10n). p. 386. and Vol. XXII, (~ho Siilnt;'s ~.orlnstlnlj 
"Rest , p. 334. 
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his codif1cations of Calv1niDo~ Dextor \10.9. a.t lO[lst. more 

in sympathy v11 th Goodvl1n' s . theology thnn nny of the other lend­

ing purItnnthool6g1nns.. \7hile there doos not o.pponr to be 

cmy direct innuenoo' of Goodv/in upon Buxtor. thore were othor 

pious fall: and t11n1stcrs who- responaed to tho a.rgumentB \1hich 

G.oodwin put· -forth in' ·po.mphlots und Bermonn. n9 \'1011 ll.B in his 

bookn. • 
One indioation-of thiso,nppcaJ. wa.s tho large nnd actIvo 

congregat1on vlhieh Goodwin hnd. He soetls to havo had ouoh n 

sIzable follovdng thntaftor the.losD of his'parieh ohurch, he 

Vlao able to -:form· nnother independent oonBrega.t1on nonrby \'1i th­

out any dlffloulty. Those who v~to against Goodwin wore 

oontinually' rei'erring to hin "folloViors" and his Ifdisciploo." 

~ha 1sGuo.nce of thctheologiOnl,a;OlOQ of Goodwin o.nd hio 

church. Tho Agrce~ent and Distnnoe or Drethren (1652), 1a on 

indioatlon th~t his °OongregntIon, wa.svory 'uflnro ot lts Armin-

ian pooi tion. 
" H. 

Atiother indication'of GOOd\71n'O ndhoronts "IOD 

the existenoe of sUOh' a. 'm1nIsto; as.~obIo.s Oonyers. l Ho \1a.S 

:prominont enough to preaoh before Purllo.ment. no was o.loo 

descrIbed I:lf] Q. follower of JOhtl. Goodwin. 

During the two:dooades of the Puritnn reien. Goodwin 

was the lending opponent ot Onlvinist prinoiples and intoler­

Moe; thoroforo. any vrho hud doubts about 01 thor would ha.vo 

beon attraoted to his proaching end v/rltincs. 2 ' l!fltly' ot the 
• •• < 

1. 'Biohop KeIUlet. ,A Itc~19tor and. Ohronlole Eooleni­
natIonl and Civil, Vol. I; p. 50. re~orn to his pronoElna nt 
St. Paula 'Defore the Lord llnyor una. .tho Lord General Uonk on 
Feb. 12. 1G69. 

2. Samuel Lune, A Vindioation of Freo Gruon, 1645, 
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more radioal leaders o~ the ~urItnn Rovolution camo under 

Goodwin' 0 influenoe.,·, William, Kitfin. Ifl:tor o.n inf'luontloJ. 

Baptist leader. attended Goodnln' s,Churoh end found the 

preaohill6 "v~ry< profItable", to. h1m.l , JOM Lilburno end 

Vl1lliam flalwyn:. flho v/ere to become tho leaders of the Loveller 
., 

movement Vlere both·.activo in Goodwin'a Church tor 0. period .... 

Isaac Pennington. ,who "lUS an Al4-ormon nnd LordltO\Y'or of tho 

Clty of Lond~n.d~~~the firat·Clvi1 War and later becamo nn 

outatandillUlQunker. \'las a lcadill8 member of Goodwin'D Ohurch.3 

~homaa Firmin who, \~as to .bec,omo" one of the 1'irst sicnifioant 

ex:ponents of Soo1nlanism in Enc1nnd, VIas n. fa! thiu1 o.ttender 

ot Goodwin' {] l'reaoh1ng during his youth. 4 e::~h of thODe tlcn 

'.. ", r"- ' , , ~, ~ } 

prefaoe: ~row it io cnsy to conooivo how croat misohiof tho 
preaohing Lll'lclnrcu1ng of so Cl:llncnt Q. person '£or that error 
I::lClY do, to tho confirming of men therein; espcola.11y 11" \'Ie 
consider' hOlY highly he hOoth gratified the .. maintn1ncrs thereot 

,in onother way also. as namely, by his enrneot pleading ~or 0. 
toleration' of c.rr:.r. oeot whntsoevcr. "" 

1. Willinm Orma, Remarkable Passages in tho Lifo of 
WIlliam Ki:rfln, 1823,,1>.'10: "Tlii8 wus of grco.'£ use to' me, GO 
far as to Dutlsfy me that God had not t~ed himself to anyone 
WtX3' of converting, a, oinnerj'but aooording to his own plenouro 
took oovernl \":o.ys to bring n. soul to Jesus Chriot. U Kitrin 
beoame a Part10ular Ba.ptist. Wld VlllS, thereforo, D. Oa.lviniot. 
nut, he is nn indicntion of tho nttrQ.Ct1on Goodwin had for 
those '\'lith doubts conoerning the prevailing theology. 

2. Cf •• Godfrey Davios nnd fl1l.1iom Hallor (cditoro) 
Tho Leveller Traots 1647-1653, (NeVI York: Oolumbia. University 
liress t 1944), p. 2'4: ttWiiIvJYll oarno into espeoially clooo 
D.1lsooiation \'11 th the very 1mportnnt congregation whooe spirit-
un! guido \10.9 John Ooodwin. n ~ 

3. C~ •• , "Iaa.a.o PennillGton'~ f Dlotiono.;:y or 1lo.tlonn1 
Diographt, Vol. XLIV. . 

• H.J. UoLo.ohlnn, Soo1nirinlsm in seventeonth C ent~ 
~lnnd, (Oxford:'Oxtord Unl~erDlty PreDs, 19b1), p. 294:0 

est-Sown and nost influential Soclnian in Englnnd in tho 
lo.ttor ~a.rt of the seventeenth oentury \'/o.s Q. layman f/ho oJ.1 
his Q.dul t lite recained in com::nu+ion Vii th the Ohurch of EnG­
lend. ~hOLlas F1min (lG32-97) hnd a.s a youth a.ttcndcd tho 
ministry of tho .A.rt:1ininn proaohor. John GOOdVlin, o.t at. 
Stephen's Coleman streot, tUld imbibod trom him aomo oturdy 
liberal :prinoi~loa 1n ro1igion,Vlhich he novor o.bOlldoncd." 
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later becace outstanding leaders in their respective movo­

Dents -- Baptist,' Lovellor, Quak,cr.' ond Sooinla.n -- 'nnd tlere 

directly i~luenacd br' John' Goodwtn., All of them, ,,11th tho 

exception of'lVl111a.c Ki:r:r1n,' Ilb'a.ndoned CnlviniEm. Goodwin'D 

theologiaal end. politioal ba.ttl'cs'brought hin into frequent . ' 

oontaot with many" of tho lleota:~lo.n groups.l 'l!hore mU!Jt ha.vo 

beon many" among theae groups who pr'obably never rend tlU'OUSh 

Goodwin's Redemption Redoemo~. but whowcrc influenoed by hio 

sermons, disputations, and l>tunphleto.2 

~he number who' openly capouaed. Arm1n1nnism durlnc 

Go o dV/ln , s, time "ms probably' never large. 'T~e majority of tho 

Pur! tans -- Presbyterian, Independent. and Baptls't -- probably 

retlo.inep. loyal Calvinists. ' Goodwin's ;aicnitioo.noo. however, 

Clay have been grca.tor thrui'the small ni1l:lber of Arminion con­

'Verts ma:y indioate.. Ho helped broak up the united front ot 

Calvinist orthodoxy. The Puritano woro separated on tho 

inaue of ohuroh government, but nero united in their CalVinist 

theoloa. G,oodViinholped: to 80\,1 the socds of dissenSion. and 

break up thnt unity. "It ma.y be that Goodwin helps us to 

understand tho aeoret of the weakness of Culv1n1am in tho, 

cr1 tioal years before and after the Reotoro.tion. u5. One 

1. S.uch wi example VIas his thrOB debates with some 
Baptists on universal r,edCI!lpt1on before "thousands" of listen­
ers. Notes ot the dobates wero lnter published undor the 
title, Truths Confliot with Error, 1600. 

2. One purpooe of tho prIntinG of Tho Agreemont and 
Distnnce of Brethren, (1652), wan to provi~e n popUlar aummar.1 
and defense of the Arm1n1an prinoiples hold bY' Goodwin and, hin 
oongregation. 

3. Crtl8g, ol).oit •• p. 17. l{oIAohlnn oomments that 
Goodwin' 8 wrl t1ngs were "an 1ndication tha.t the tlould ot tho 
old Cnlvln1st1c Puritonlam vias break1nt: up and that new idonD 
and tondencies entirely inoompntiblo vdth Puritan orthodo~ 
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conteopornr,y hlatorian oomments in tho year 1G62: 

It \'IO.S' observa.ble, that whereno beforo the Civil WarD, 
one Firebrond.totlardn the kind11ns of it wns to cnot tho 
odium ot Armi~inn .u:pon the Church 13io11opo and olergy', no 
opcn1n() n door to Popery: Tho nru:tc of' Arminlnn wa.s not 
not1 so odious, nor so oorn.'nonly imputed' as D. orime llud a. 
soando.l to those who nero offend.ed Cot tho ricid opinionn 
of Ca.lV111, etc,. For tho' ,tho strict Prasbytcriuna oon­
tinued to tru:e' Eleotion and neprobntion in tho core 
absoluto acnae. yet many preaohers during tho dissolution 
o~ tho Church. ha.d espouold and defended contro.r.1 prin­
oiples; suohan Ur John Goodwin •••• 1 

In addition to thin neBntlvQ nlcnlfloanoe. Goodwin 

also made ,tho positiva oontribution o~ planting within tho non­

conformist, ,Puritan ntretU:l of thought, the Ar:ninlon oriticisms 

of CalYiniD~. Armin1nnism had aoqu1red a respoctable stnnd-

ing in the Anglioan Ohuroh during tho tico of Laud.. GoodWin 

was too staunoh a Puritan nnd ropubl10 nn' to have any influenoe 

in the Anglioan Churoh. in any oaoo.2 Goodwin'n Idona woro 

to live on in the non-ooni"ormist tradition whoro they wora to 

be revived nguln in the revival of non-conformity itsolf in 

the next century • 

.AlthoUGh Restor~tlon Purl,to.niotl Vlns still largoly 

Co.lvlnist in its thoolocy. Goodwin's thoueht and wrltl'nga wera 

not 1m:nedlo.tclY' foreotten. !rho best proof ot this \'Ins. tho 

\'tore abroa.d. seeld.ng eXpression 1n both thoU8ht o.nd InstItu­
tion." on.cit., ~. 51. It m~ bo thnt thoro wan aoco truth 
in Dishop Eu.rnet'o explanation as.to why Goodwin esoaped 
sovero punishment a.t the RCDtorntlon "to the surprloe of nll 
people. '.' lIe surmised ,-thnt it '\'10.3 'bcoD.uso, '"Goodwin hnd beon 
so zealous un Armlnlnn I and. hud' sown suoh dl vIsions o.mona 0.11 
the sootaries upon these hends, thut it was said this pro­
ourod him fricnda." Burnet, op.olt •• p. 292. 

1. BiBhop Kennot. o~.olt •• July G. 1662, p. 727. 
2. There do not seem. to be any reforonces to Good\,/1n 

in Anglican Arm1ninn t~lt1ncs. 
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cd! tlng and publlshlns or h1$· 'Gormono 1n 1670 t 1 und tho pr1nt­

inc o~ n. nevI edl tion of T}lO At'!.x:~ement nnd D1sto.no,c. o:f .Drothre~ 

and. P£1.r.1ru1S Debt una'Dow!j!. in 1671. Thin 1s nll the more 

slBIllflco.nt when it 1s remembored tho.t Tho At~rpc:nont fl.t';d DiB­

toneD at Brothren wao a populur mf.'lnuo.l ot ArminilUl theoloGY' 

de aline vl1th the fIve points of tho ... oontroversy \'lith Calvin­

ism~ This indicates'that thero \'Ioro stlll those. nevera! 

yonrtr nfter his death, vlho \flOre interested in Goodwtn'o idono 

and tho Arminlnn ~osltion. Itowovor, Goodwin's influenoe una 

to be nC8licibloln non-oon1'ormist thought until tho EVn11Co1-

loalRovivo.l . of the lOoter :po.rt ot tho eightoenth oontury 

broUSht him back into prominenoe. 

Tho Evangelioal RevIval rovived interent in tho ques­

tions oonc'ornl%18 so.lvntlon Md, -therofore, revived. tho old. 

Cnlvinist.ArOiriinn controversy. It was John Wooley who :.CoWld 

help in Goodwin's t~1tlnCD for hio kind of ovangelioal Armin­

lnn1sm,2 He 'published Vll nbrlago<t edition of' Goodwin'S 

Treatlno of JU9~i~iQati~n (17G3), and reprinted exoerpts from 

his other \vritings in tho'Armininn U%5nzlne vmioh he edited. 

fiealey quoted ond ropr1nted 90 muoh ot Goodwin tha.t ho had to 
""" 

defend himsolf o.cninnt boine too 0103011' identified \,li th nll 

o:.C Oood\rln's Idena.3. Wosloy's staunch Oalvinist opponent 

1. A BeinH Filled With tho SpirIt. 
2. J. 13.aradcn, ~he lfIst~ ortho En;;!,"?' Puri tans. 

(2(1. cd., lInt:lil ton. Adnr.ls ana: to., 'u). pp. 3'5u f.: "oi' 
Englloh divines he is otill tho tlfJ.nter olnd Ollongot eVl1Jlgol-
10al arminiono. Jolm 110810y in tho last .centllry eepouoed 
his opinions t und ropublinhod· his works: Which in forao anel 
pornpiouity. and freedom from tho oucbrous vorblngo of tho 
times are remarka.ble. It \~ 

5. In n reply to n criticiom by n U~nI11. ho had to 
say several times, "but John GoodWin ia not John \Yo::sloy. II . lie 
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~oplo.dy, referred. to h1m on.flovoru.l oocaoiollo no "tho John 

Goodwin of the'pre~!3nt ~o."l 
: . , 

11esley's 1ntercot ~n G~odv/i!l Illld hiD \"lrl tineD WM to 

brine Goodvlin a.popul.o.ri ty he porh~p3 nevor enJC?yed oven in 

hiG own dQ.3'.,. The f'1rst hnlf of tho nineteenth oentury wnD 

to BOO tho hcIghtof Goodwin'a influenoo as an Armlnlnn. 

~ho leadtnc sys~emntic th~01~6inn,of cnrl~ Methodism, nichard . . 

Wntoon, quoted Goodwin frequentiy nrtd at loneth in h1D Theo-
. t:) 

,loGi~nl Instl tutos •. ~ In 1022, ~homns Jaokson, n loadinG - - . 

llcthodiDt ltIn1D~er Vll'oto . tho f~rst biogrnphy of GO?d\,lIn. 
- ,- • I '" • ;;. 

Within tho next two deoades ho pub11shed nevI edItions ot moot 

of Good\'l1n~s \V0t"ka on Armin1a.nictl, 1nolud.lnc tho 'mnrm1vo'. 

RedetlEtion ned~l1!..~ v/p.loh. ho. cnlled. "ono at the moat oric1nol. 
, ~ ¥ ' 

and nreumontntivo trcatiaos in tho Eng11sh latl£)U.tl.Go. n 3 Jook­

son's reprint helped to o~tnblioh it no ono at the utnndard 

works in def'ense of ,tho Armini,nn position., 

The latt~r half oftb~.ninotcenth oontury saw tho dy­

inG out of the Onlvinlst-Arminlnn controversy in Enelnnd. 

Aminio.nisrl had "Ton 1 ts lone battlo to modify the llredeat1n­

arion dootrines of Onlv1p.iam., In the twontieth oentury tho 

oontroversy scoma to bo, only of antiquarian intorest. Our 

o~n tiee,. howover,"hns scen a rev1vnl ot Calvinism. It 1n 

confessed toot while he did "genero.lly a.pprove" of t/oot Good­
win wrote, "the l~aeo" he meonr tl110n d1d not. John \fcnley, 
\Yorks, (3d ed",., John Unson. ~830}. Vol •. X. pp. 304 ff •. , 

1, "Agustus Topludy. Hintorio Proo:r ot: .Dootrinal 00.1- . 
vinism of' the Ohurch of·, Enalnn4. 1eZ7. pp •. 57 1:. -

2., Rloliard Wo.taon. \1orks. (2d od •. , John l{a.son, 1036), 
Vol. XI., 

, 3. John GOOd\11n •. Redemption uodcomod;. (ed1tIon ot 
1040 ), ti tlo poge •. 
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not tho B&~e as tho seventoonth oontury form, but it raisoD 

C.:lllY' ot the swne issues. The question noYl ra.incd 1s not DO 

mueh that of indiv1dual salvation M aooin! ao.lvation. Tho 

quest10n 10 no lonGer thnt of tho Pur! tan, vlho.t oan I do to 
• 

be sa.ved: but rather, whnt cnn :wo do to 'tlo.vo waatern oivillza.­

tion or the norld? The problema are euch the samo. however. 

In it God's rosponsibility or nnn'a? Is' tho fnto ot the 

world pred.estined or wi thin the pOW or.' of mOll Wld no.tions to 

o antra l? 10 thercnny assurance thnt God \T.lll not lot 

Christendom f'nll?·' Is tlle world too oorrupt pnd impotent to 

Dave itself? Those questions are similar to thoso whioh 

stirred the fires of oontroversy in tho soventoenth eontury. 

The important issue and problem is ot1ll the rolntionahip of 

God ond man. l 

2. As n COPGreGutionnlint.-- Irl spito of his staunch 

defenso of the COnGregntionalist oaUDO and principles, Good­

\tin hua had. no eontinu.1ng pluoo in Oonercgo.tIonnl' thoucht or 

history. Ho wne largoly i6l1ored ond forgotton by suoooodill8 

gonorations of Congrogutlonnlinta. A twontioth oontttr,1 Con­

groco.tional.ist historIan oonfessod: "It oannot be denied that 

to Goodwin Congroso.t10naJ.~3tl 0\103 aomcth1nc in tho nature o~ 

honourable LlDondo for bycone nccloe t. For he WWJ ono of 
00 

CongreGationalism'D Greatest men. "t.I . Tho GOuroo of this 

• 
1. Perh.O.ps the proGcnt thcologico.l poa! t10n wh10h would 

be nearent Go 0 dtdn '8 \1Ould be SOtlO form. or pornonnlistl ouoh no 
ia :round in. II. H. Farmer, God and Ulln, (UIDbot & Co., 1940). or 
in EIll1 13runnor, Tho Chrintinn DootrIne' of Clod, fro.nnlo.tod by 
OlIve Viyon., (I,uttcrworth Press, 1949). 

2. II. W. Clark. The Life o:r John GoodWin, (Collt'tregn­
tionnl Union of EnSlnnd nnd WOles, no dnte), OongregatIonnl 
Worthies Sorios: No.9, p. 7. 
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neglect 600n back'to tho att1tude' of the lead1ng Conercgntlon­

o.llsts o~ Goodwin's OV/n day: 
Tho tlo.~or oa.uSD ~or the Duopioion vii th whioh othor In-

, .< ' i" • ,"'", 

" 

dependents rC6ardod. Goodwin wc.£f his" .Aminianis1!l. Indepcnd .. 
~ ''''; 1 ", ( < .:." • , , 

cncy tTo.tJ o.l.moat'tlS sol1dly\OQJ.vinlnt no \70.0 PreabyterI~IDm. 

This v/Oon demonstrated by tho' ~not thnt tho Savoy Conforence ot 

1650, in whioh' the', Indopendents' drew up their o\'ln Confession 

of ftl1 th. Mcoptod nlmost tho \10010 of the 110stminster Con­

~ess10n w1th oh~ minor alterations.l The Coneroso.tionnllsto 

gladly noceptod Goodwin's 1101p in their defonse durinG tho 

'dayU of thoir'minority rind before RO had openly ombro.o9d tho 

Ar.:l1n1an thoology-., In the 1600' s u.ftor they became tho rul­

ing pa:;-ty. tho Independcnto \Vere 10Da cord1oJ. toward GoodW1n 

lUld he tOTlarda them. Anoth!31:~fQ.Qt \'1h1oh oaused II tonsion be-

tween Goodwin ond tho' other leWll118 Independents was that ho 

\'IUS n. tlOro ro.dIcal CongrcsntloncJ.lst than they. Ito boloncod 

to. the left-fling of IndOPO,ndencY:. In h1B cmpho.o1a on tho 

'solo headship of Chrlst, the,sp1ritual nntura or the ohurch, 
" ( , .,' . 

and the dcn1oJ. '~o:f' any ncad fornld or 1nterforenoo from tho 
, " 

clvil llor.ara, Goodvrin vms noaror Roba~t 13ro\m.o than tho In-, 

dependent majorIty. 
." <". c • '\ 

Goodw1ntsposition wnn oleo olosor to presont d~ 

Congrognt1ona.l1Dt:l thnn \VUS that 0'£ tho Snvoy Conf'orenao. .At 
- -

tho Internatlonnl Congrego.t1onal,Counoil. in 1949. 0. sta.to:tont 

1. Williston Walker, The)Orcodsnnd Platforms of Con-
6regntionalIsm, (new York: Charres uorlEncr'a Sona, 1693). 
pp. 340 tt., !he Savoy Deolaration of Faith and Ordor, 1660, 
Edited by Alber£ Poet; (Independcn£ PrODS, 1939), p. 20. 
Goodwin appar~ntly was not evon invited to thIn oonferenoo. 
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was approved vmich included tho'follolnng: 

It is our. fundamcntal prine1ple thnt in 0.11 the orean­
ization or tho Church at cver.1 lovel, all nuthorit~ 10 
spiritun.l,'; or. as' our i"nthero vut~ it. ministerial, not 
legalistio, coeroivo and cneistorio.l. Wo beliovo th1s 
to be tho truo}:principlo·of government nnOo authority 111 
tho whole Ohurch o:ltholl~; this VIC regard. as O'ltr 
osscntiDl. oontribution·~to the universal Chureh.~ 

Goodwin's contribution· to Congrcentionu1Iam waD to keop alIve 

thio oentral pr1ll01ple at, 0. time '1hen 1 t was being oomproolaod 

'by tho Independents. ~ 'In thoir :efi'orta ::(;0, avoid. extremes of the 

n13rovm,1sts" and·, the' seotaries. 2 "Indollondents wore led to 0.0-

oept both, the idea of a,:natlonaJ., Church ilnd interferenoo by 

the Civl1Uaglstrlltos, nnd oven 0. Committeo of Triors sieilar 

to the Frcsbytorian Co~ittoe for Plundered MInisters to purse 

and snperv±ootho mInlstr,r of the nntion.3 Goodwtn oonaiot-' 

ont11 and ably defended this prinolplo of the naturo of tho 

Church and ito author! ty Q8n1nst Presbyter1an ond Inliopendent 

-
1. prooeodinP;3 o~ the"Sixth Into'rna.tiono.1 Cont)reantlon­

n.1 Council, 'EdIted by F. L. ~·o.gloy, (~ho Indepondent PrODD. 
'1949) f p.' 30.'" "; 

2. ~ho :rive "dl11Dont1ng Brethron" in their AEOlo6'oti,o.­
all Narration; spoke of having,ffthe fntull mlfloarrl~;eB nnd 
slilprrro.akB of tho Soparation (whom yo oull Brov,niota) an Land­
t'lnrks to foro-warn us of those rooks WId oholvoa they ron 
upon •••• ft ~ho: Good\'11n, :PhIlip nye, 3idrach Simpson. 
J or: Burroughos, ond tl1111nm llr1dee t 1643, pp. 4, f. J olm 
Cotton's Km of tho Ki,dom V:o.s roprinted Wld had wide oircu-
lation in lanet, In 'E' he referred to his Olm. dootrine of 
the ohuroh Q.3 bolnc mid:"\1o.y botwoen the Drown1at Wld tho PrOD­
bytorian dootrines. . Of. t R. U. Flew', (cd •• ) Tho lla.ture of 
tho Church, (SOU Proso,1952), p. 17Z. • 

~. H. 1f. Doxtor" The COIW,'rogatlonn11sm 01' tho Lust 
Throo HWtclred Years, As soen In !'€s'JO.tora.'€uro, (l!odtier and 
Stouehton, 1000?). p. G~I:. '''rho riglito of ptitrontl8o re­
mained undisturbed: titheo and Qthor pnroohienl duen con­
tinued to be exaoted: tho Tr1ern, no I hnve aa1d. took tho 
1'10.00 01" tho blahoI'D. nnd OVer nll \'lore Cromwell Wld hiD 
Counoil exoroisin8 a e11d Erast1an sway." 
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o.liko. during this cruo.1a.l, cnrly poriod of th!J' Coneroca.tlonal 

Church in Englnnd. ':,. ': ' 

'H While it co.nno:t· b~ clo.1mcd tha.t Goodwin rno.de n.n.. oricin-

al o.dilItlo11 to.tho COf1C!oBAtlpnnl, ~octr1no of tho Churoh, ho 

"dId nake; B signitlonnt, e.o,~trlbution in, l,)reaorv11lC.' def'end.!nB, 

and atrongtheningi to~ esaentlo.l, ;prlnalploa in ntico v~llon tho 
~ 0'. 

Church wus bcl116 .mold,ed ond ,1:~':1hi,on~d. Goodwin not o~ 

.hol-pod tokeoptho esaontlnls .etlphnaizca.."but he aided In tho 

~aJ.)rend,ot thoinfluenoe o~CongreGntlonn~IBm by baing one ot 
.. ~'" • : _ • > ~ 'r ",., L· • - , 

tho lending foroes .in orea:ttng the Independent ooalition,l 

As the outstandinc ~ndopendont spokesmnn ~or tolerat1on ho 

ol'encd tho \'loy for a. loose al.llo.nce with tho .A.rr:1y and tho 

Deets which enabled the Indepondent ooalIt1on to dofent.Proa­

bytorl~s . and )~~ns 'to','become the rulor~ of England tor n 

deco.de.2 Goodwin l s rolo \Vns ·tofurniah tho "lntellectunl 

leadership o~ n gre~t movemont tmloh brought ,the aoota and 
. -'.. '" ~ ~ " . 

powerful seotionso17 laY thoUB'ht under tho .bonner of In-

depen~enoy~ n~ Through IndOPO~d~n~y~' "Oongr~go.tl0nu.liDm \'lLl3 . .". " 

to becQme a vitnl rellB10us ~d~o11t1oal force in the no.tion 

., ~ 

. 1. Jordon, on.oit., Vol,' III. ,p.Z7IH "Goodwin 
rinD chle:tl.y- rosl'o'nsltile 'for the enlfirGcmcnt of ConGroGntion-
0.1 t~ought into Indopendonoy, and his ~ro11fio and ~rovoQn­
t1vo pen, duringn critioal,poriod, snve to tho Indo~ondont 
position ola.rity. 'vigour, nnd per,suo.oivcneDD," 

2., ~h1D is not to overlook· the imilbrtnnoe of Oliver 
Cromwell in' \'Iold1nEftogothcr' thl0,'srou'P. but 1n 0. very roal 
sense it 10 true to. nay that, ,.nGoodvlin prepurcd Englloh 
opinion for'tho tl!lSterful hnnd of the lord Protccto~." 
Ibid., p. 377 • . 

3. Ibid. 
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und leave n permanent depooit in Englioh lifo.l Congrega­

tionalism bconceln this ~~ n continuing and living tradition 

in tho life of the nation. 

ThroU(:;h Goodwin, Conerega.tionnlinm made lU1 importont 

oontributi~n to the dovolo~ment of tolera.tion and ot demoora­

cy.2 Go 0 d\'lili 's Cloo trine of tho 0 huroh Wo.s to be of eroa t 

iml'ortanoe in: regard to his oontribution to' demoora.t10 thoory • 

.An Amerioon ohuroh historinn, J. U. trioholo, in a reoont book. 

Dcmooro.ol nna.' the Ohurchos',:SliBts threo oontributiono whioh 
, ' 

"Le:rt-vlinG Pur! ton.1om" 'contributed to the theory' o.nd praotioe 

of demoornoy.In each ono ot thooo John Goodwin played n 

lendIng l'nrt. 

. 1.,In1640 there woro but two regularly ontnblinhod 
Congreglltiona.l1nt Ohurohes in London. Of •• R. \Y. Dale, 
lIintoq of "llnh oo~cp;ntlonn11:::lIl •. (Hodder and OtoU8hton. 
Em"'l), 1>.:; • EVon 16~5 Iio'6or'E Baillie could writo, 
"Dlosoed be G'od, nll tho m1nlstora of London nrc for uo. 
Burton and Goodwin. the only two thnt woro Indopendent. nrc 
by tho PArlIament removed ~rom thoir plneos. sovon or eight 
prenohern thnt a.re ll8flin9t our llny' aro only 1coturera in tho 
city, but not ministers." Robert Baillie, Lottorn and 
Journals, (rev1sed odition, Ed1nburGh. 1042), Vol. II. p. 299. 
liy 16580ne hundred and twenty Oongrega.tionalist Ohurohoo 
naooptod oalls to the SnvoyCon£oroncc. Walkor, op.oit., 
p. 348. 

2. To this·miGht be added a. third.oontr1butlon.' It 
WaS during this poriod that tho non-o'ontormist or Freo Ohuroh 
tradition beoame a. permnnent forco in England. In n reoent 
study. The Froe Ohuroh Tradition in the Lifo of England, (3d 
cd., revIsed. SOU Prosa. 1951), pp. 174 ft., E. A.-P~yne lists 
four oharaoteristios and oontr1butlono of this tradItIon. 
Horton Da.vieo, Tho \Yorahig or the Elu:ilinh Pur! tnnn. (Glo.sgOV1: 
Dacre Prean, 1940). pp. 1 0 ff •• liaen similar lint. In enoh 
of those prinoiples thoro is an important indebtedness to 
COllgr.egnt1onal.Iom. Aloo in enoh oaoe they Vlore prinoiplos to 
whioh Goodwin gavo eloquent nnel courageous defonse I!I :Payne 
points out thr.t Goodwin wno one ot those Who emphasIzed suoh 
FrOG Churoh principleD nn "belic~ in tho guidanae of tho 
Spirit. faith In prIVata ~udgment. n Donna ot expeotanoy. and 
n. wI111ngnosD to eX'Porlll1ent." Po.yno, op.olt •• p.,46. 

3. (Philo.dolphlo.: Westminnter PreDo, 1951). ' 
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Tho first :prinoiple which wns important for tho devel­

opment of' demooraoY' '\'ln9 thnt ohurohos VlorO to bo "eathored" by 

c. "oovenant. n The level of "gonoral 1ntcrent und :pa.rt101pn-

tion" \10.5 thus muoh higher in ouch 0. PUrl tun Gathored Ohuroh 

than in ru1 .Anglioon or Proabytcrion :pariah. "Ohurch lifo ~ \'fOS , 

in fnot, demooratio."l . Thls \'1Q.D oerta,lnly tru.o of' Goodwin's 

orm Ohurch tlhioh' was one of the most nctive. theologloo.lly and 

politloo.1ly. of any Church in London nt tho time. Thero 

probably "'0.9, no other lcndinB churoh in London in whioh tho 

laymen pltl,Y'cd G? prominent n part. U~ of the most native 

figures in the ~urltun Revolution woro partIcipants in his 

Church. Ito had 0. "oompaot, cnrnoot cO%16rega.tion of ViaoroUD 

ndher.onts. ,,2 

Acoording tp Nicholo. the politIcal equivalont or tho 

go.thcrod Ohurch \'Io.a the "00010.1 oontraat". or tfgovcr:n:nont oom­

pact." In this idoa. of individual pa.rtIoi~ation and rosponD-

1bi11ty, tl ,"tremendous revolution'had ttlkon plnoO.n3 Vlood-

house comments: "~ho conoo1cnooa of cotll'llon men Vlore a neVI 

phenomenon in ~olitios. and one that hno never sinoe dis­

appeared. n4 Goodwin wan, one of those l1ho J:lo.de this. 1nf.oreno,o 

and applied It to ~olit1oo.l thaor,v. In his ~ruophlot. Right 

and lUcht \'1011 oot (1640). justifying tho Army' B purge of 

Pnrlio.ment, Goodvlin had written: tIThe oxorcise of such Q. 

judging or 3ud10atlve power, ns this, io Inponed by God, by 
, r 

1. Ibid., p. 32. 
2. WIlliam nallcr~ (cd.), Trnato on L1bertl. (Now York: 

Columbia Univera1tyPreao, 1938). Vol. I. p. ZO, 
3, .1r1ohols, 0E.cit •• 1'. 33. 
4. Uoodhouse, op.oit., p. 63. 
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way of duty upon all mon~"l G. P. Gooch 1n~ The ltls~or;r of 

,English Doooorntio Idoas in the Soventeenth Century, onlla 

this pncphlot, ."tho most strikinG Doc~~ent in the development 
\ 

of the politionl theor.1 of tho Indepondentn, Revolutlonnr,y 
!) 

conolusions nre not'i nto.tecl as D.X1omo. rtw 

Similar "revolutionnry" idona worEl aot 1"orth 1n hiD 

defense of tho execution o~ tho King. lIe said tho.t "nll men" 

tlere: 

. • • .• na.turally. freo, .1. to ohuse, by what kind. or 
fOrD of Govornment, thoy. \'1ould bo governod, as whother 
by f'Ci~s. or by Counsels of State or by popular auftrLlGo • 
• • • 2. In case of. either of tho two formor Gover.n­
ments. to .~huse What persona thoy pleased, tor tho admtn­
iatrntion of that Government. • •• 3. To proportion, 
limit, and ciroumsoribe that power, whioh tho~ \'loro to 
oonfer upon th~ Administration of that Govornmont thoY' 
should chuse.". '. . 

Goodwin helped ~ormulatc and popularizo thin important prin­

ciple in Wea~or.n democratio thought. 

A second elemen~ in tho contribution whioh Rloft-wlns 

purl tanisn!t . ma.d.o to demooratic thougllt Vlna 1 ts "new cmphQ.s1s 

on tho. oontinuinc rolo of tho Holy Spirit in illuminating tho 

mind of tho Churoh. u4 Tho poli t1oo.1 enology to this was the 

"dcmoor~tio principla or government by disousn1on:~ As 

Prinoipal L1ndsny ho.s polnted out in Tho Essontials of Do­

mooraOY. full nnd open disoussion is the basis ot domoOro.o1.G 

1. p. 16. . 
2. 0 4 1'. Gooch, Tho History of ~iSh Demooratio 

Ideas in the Seventeenth Oontl!:!Z. loomo~o: Uhlvoralty "ProDo. 
'la9S), p. 175. .. . 

3, John Goodwin, ~he Obotruotoura of Juotioq. 1649, 
p. 22. 

4. lt1chols, op.clt., p. 34. 
5. Ibid. . 
6. 1. D. tinds~. ~he Essentials of Domooraoy, (Fhil­

adol:phin: University of pCnlUlylvanlo.. 1929). 
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ItThe t'loro lcgo.lintic. ~~ioty ,of Cnlv1nlst Prosbyterinn oould 

not cnter into .the, ,democratic proceoa • • • bcco.u:Jo he would. 

not.admit the possibility ot ~ont1nu1ne revolation and new 

truths through t~o ~up."l Here ago.in, John Goodwin Vlo.O 

ona o~ the leaders o~ the opposition and an exponent of 

deI:1Ocro,cy. 

In h~s muoh quoted nno.1o~ of tho disoovory ot Amorion 

o.nd tho disc()very o~ new truth, he takOD hia stnnd firmly for 

the oontinuing revelation of truth. Thoro was no tlothod 

whioh Goodwin thought better for arriv1na nt now truth than 

discu~sion!. "Good-vIm \Vo.s not 'only Q. lender 1p. the disousoion 

of tho main l~nuca,ot the.d~ in ~he ~reso and tho pulpit, 

but he o.lso took. part in tho ,remarkably demooratic dobatoD 
, " , ~ 

. 
held by the Ar.cy to arrive nt a oonntltutlonnl sottlement for 

B republican government. It was Goodwin's bolief in tho 

importance, and oven necCDolty., tor froe nnd open dlacuoDlon 

on all issues that mado him suoh a otnunoh detender of tho 

:rroedom of tho.p;ross and tho pulpit. Thin emphasIs at Good­

w1n'u ondeveloplng new t~th 1s evidont in hiB disoussion of 

tho King's execution where ho oalla f'or"tho settIng of novI 

precec1cnta. "Every. sucoeeding age hath o.n oPl'ortu.nlty of 

being \nsor than tho tomer. by having the eX],)erionco of tho 

windom ot tho ~orcer given in unto it by wny ot ~va.nco. tho 

best. und riohost onpaalty ot making Froaidonta ought still to 

be o.d3udGed to the procent ngc •••• 2 

p. 78. 

'1. Nichola, 0¥E0lt. t p. 34. 
2. John Goodw ,~he Obstructours .ot Just1oo, 1649. 
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'.rho third. contribution of thia lott-winG group \'/on 

1 ts empha.sIs on tho sepuration of Ohuroh Mel state. ~h18 

effort to "free tho cirtl nuthorl ty from nll thoocro.tl0 and 
. • .' ; f" t ~ 

coolosinotloal intervention" \'lns to mako poasiblo 0. sta.te 

based on "eth1on!' norma knotm to till ratlonDl. mon. rr1 

have scen~ this tlD.S 'i:lro'oiaclY' Go~d\,lin' 0 posl tion. 

As wo 
-

Yihen it 

is lX>int~d out tha.t Goodv/in' "vros the flrElt lJignlfiocutt English 

thInker to divoroe the stat~ oocplote~y trom any partioipation 

in tho relIgIous lifo and discipline o£ tho Ohuroh".2 his 
. 

iI:lIJortn.noo in this' reGard OWl be apl.Jrccio.ted. Goodwin VIM 

more interosted 1~ proteotlng'tho'Ohurah from interferenoe bY' 

the state.thAn vice. versa, but' his doctrine of tho rigid 

soparation of the two 1104 the' effeot of holping one as woll e.G 

tho other~ as -ho tlaa oareful:;- to,-:pointout. There is thon, 

11 ttlo question: but ~vha.t Goodwin mad.o an 'important and dis-
. - . , 

tinotlvo oontribution to the dcvolo:pmcnt or demooratio thought 

.in Englc.nc1 nnd thus in A.r:lerioD. 0.100. 

Goodwin was olso toueo the CongregatIonalist oon­

ception of the Ohurch to make 'an 1aportArit oontribution to tho . 
theory and defense of x:eli'E;ious freodom. no soized upon tho 

notion 0'£ 'a volunta.ry nnd Dpirltuo.1 Church to deny aJ.1 use of 

coercion in roligion. He UDed tho Congregational ~rinol~lo 

of the authority of tho local oongroGntlon to dony tho right 

of intorferenoe by ~le clergy or those obsossed with the idea 

of uniformi ty. ~hroueh Oongregationalist prinoiplos ho ''laD 

able to effeotively ~rovldo tho essontial oiamanta of tho 

1. niohols. op.cit., pp. 35 f. 
2. Jordan, pp.o!t., Vol. III. p. 301. 
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dental o~ the riGht of ro11g1ouD~eraooution. 

Goodv{in, ~1na not, by nny" conns, the only Indepondent to 

flri to on bohalf of rol1gious' toleration. ltany of' them DtnUl1oh­

ly defcndoa it. on tho ba.sin of Conarego.tiona.l ~rinol~loa. 

Goodwin d1d, however, provide the most o~n3istont, baot rean­

onod, brondest def'enoe of religious liberty of ~ othor In­

dependent. He was also. one of tho first to do thin. Good­

win alono c.mong tho lending, ~ndependonte ,followed the COllBrogo.­

t1onnliot oonoept10n of 'tho Ohurah throueh to ltD 10Gioo.1 0011-

elusion in regnrd to relicious, toleranoe. It '{ould not bo 

far atlios to, conclude with VI. X. Jordan, "OollBrcgn.tlonql1Dtl 
/ 

ma.de its locical and ultimate oontribution to tho dovolopcont 

of rellgioWJ tolora.t~on in Goodwin'a early thourJ1t. ,,1 

3. In defense of.tolerntlon.-- For tho two Dicn1f1onnt 

deoades of· tho ,Puri tilt?- revolution (1540-1650). Goodwin kept up 
n oonstant vigil ~or 011 nttempta to intr1ngo the 1iborties of 

the nation. lIe opposed prc.otlco.lly evary such attetlptod. in­

fringement. In the face of otrong cr1ti01oQ and abuoive 

treatment he wrote and preaohed ngainst Bll offorto to do~ men 

the right to think, wr1 to. and \'lorah1p o.ocordins to tho dio­

tates of thair'otna oonsoienoe. Dnrine tho,course of this 

defenso ho had. ooo,tls1on to oensure pnri1nmont, tho Vlcotminater 

AaDembly, tho London Synod, severul par11nmontnr,y oomm1ttoco. 

a. group of booksellers ond mnny of tho load.ing oXponollto of , 
intolerance. Boldly and firmly he aoaa11ed all ef!orto to 

perseouto d1nsent, or ourb freedom of ex~reagion. 

1. Jordan, pp.clt., Vol. III, p. 399. 
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In aecking: to ma.1ntatn nnd oven broadon tho aroa, of 

tolerat1on, Goodwin used'all o£ the mothods ot n rosourooful 

vlri tor. lIe mustered 'arguJ:lent' a1"ter nrewncnt nga1not intoler­

ance. He uoed. logio t ' ridicule f querieD.' and Bi bi10nl texts 

in his plea for toleranoe. 110 party und no indivldua.l 

cuilty of intoleranoc waD a:pared tho barbs or h1s :pen, Ho 
, , 

was writing tor a Greater mensure of religious freedom in his 

own time, and much of tho suooess of 'that strugGlo cunt bo 

attributed to Goodwin. 
, ' , 

Perhaps tho best way to soe Goodwin's in1"luonce in hiD , 
,-

orm ~ is to look at the op~osltion he arouaed. He vtas tho 

cain obJ oot of attack by- tia.ny of the Purl tan leaders who op-

l'oacd toleranoo. o~ this group, ~homQ.a 'Edwnrdn W4S tho most 

vitriolio and outspoken. In the thIrd ~nl~ of his Gnnarnenn, 

he'oocm~to on a reoent p~phlet on toleration by GoodWin,l 

oalling it the cost "dcsporo.te uncocil.y. Athe1otiea.ll'poooo 

\1ri tten by D:1lY' man o1noo the RO!Ol~o.tlon ... 2 no goon on to 

ndd: 

Ihnve had ocoasion to rend many DisoourseD an~ 
!rraotnto of' Llbort1nen, nnd Soept1oka thnt ho.ve boon w1'l t 
Vll thin thls lnot hundrod yeara • • • but in none o~ thom 
do I rInd ••• such a spirit ofL1bcrtln1cmo, Atheinmo, 
prol'honosse nnd laying wngte of all Religion, broa.thil15. 
a.s in those Q. uares. • •• " . 

Edward.s reoalled. that he hnd" Vlrl tten oo.r11or of' Goodvl1n: 

3. Ihla. • . 
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•• ~"That' Ifeo.red (unlosne God Cnvo h1m repont'nnoo) 
if hee lived but one oevell yea.rs, hoe \'1OulJ1 provo aD Arch 
an Heretiok, 'and as dnnserous a mnn as ever Englund bred 
• • ., Dnd bohold wi thin a fo .. '! mono tho • not 81 V~%lG God. 
Slor,1 to rcventof his evill deeds, but going on to tlrite, 
he hath by thoDe QUeries mo.do 600d \'1ho.t I prophoDiod of 
him, ~d hath filled. up the cea.ouro of his iniquities. 
• • • • 

IIe leoues this f1nnl wo.rn1118: "I .<toe no1; think 'tin laWf'ul 
" " ' •• c " ;.._)<' ,~~ 

for Christians to receive o~ch a one into their house, or to 

bId h1c God apood, but rnth~r if they como whero ho 1a to fl~ 

from him •••• ,.2 Ho did po:po, howover, thnt tfnotlo cood 

hand vr11l, tulke .A.n1mndi versions· upon them, and Ci vo en mower 

to those Quorios.n3 , Edwards' horror and. conDtornntion nt 

Goodwin' 8 nrcumcnts "1M l'lrobnbly not rOl'roscnto.t1vo of 0.11 tho 

presbY't~r1e.ns. b~t mn.ny' '1Ould ha.ve had sympa.thy \'lith hiu 

sontiments. 

Other lcndtng Presbyterian v~itors ouah nD Dnt1110, 

Rutherford, Pl.7llllo nnd Vioo.rs olso nttnakod GOOdVlin 1 s views on 

toloration. Pr.y.nno paid tribute to tho effeat1vonoss of 

Goodwin's nrcumonto, oOl11Oontlng that MY' "to'orCD ot Repentanoe" 

Goodu1n eight shed, "vd11 not bo suffioient to quenah thoso 

unhap'pY' flames of contentIon your Into Domono end Patlphlota 

have kindled in our Ollllroh and sta.te."4 Prynne l"ooocuI::od 

the .fement oau.sad by 000d\11n r sable, oOurDBOOUD defenso of 

tolorlltion. Tlmt keon Soots obsorver of tbe EnClish Doono 
"' . 

during this period, Ro~ort Da1111o~ ltho after noting Goodtrln's 

1645, 

1. Ibid" p. no. 
2. lblcr. 
3. lEla. 
4. 'Willio.tl prynno. 

p. 109. 

" , 

flruth Trium}2h1l1JI .Ovor Fnlahoo,d, 
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pleo. tor tU1 un11mited toler&,t1on. o.d.d.cd tha.t "this tlo:y' is very 

pleo.sont, to mo.ny here. lfl 

Another exempls VILla JOM Vico.rs who \'Ins o.loo 0. sto.unoh 
, 

opponent o~ ,rel,"c1oua libert~. IIe oonoidorou. that "c.ooursod 

nnd intolero.blo, Toleration". as the "mn1n moo.nes ot totull and. 

terriblo, not onolyo shnld..ns. but oho.ttorins in 1>10000, and 

utter ru1n1l16 of 0.11 fund01lonto.la of tho true relig1on ... 2 
\ 

It .1s not f;Jurprislnc thorc1"oro. thnt he o.ttncks QOOd\11n'O 

"notorious JU8line and aubtlll 1na1nua.tlon tor tho oooclorous ['l~ 

o.nd Sepertlne \'lorldng and '"lind inc in of 0. 5!olera.t1on of 0.11 

opinions c.moIlC un. "3 He So.W his nrmmont of tho do.n.gor of 

fighting Dgo.inst God on, "A bravo picao of I>enUoious Dootrine, 

indeed.' for }!r John:GoodW'in • .nnd ol.1 othor hiD brother-

hcretloks to run-heo.d-lollG to· noll without oontroul, if it 

were no ean~lY granted, ns tio horo mont boldly, but o.bomin­

o.blyo olaymod •••• ,,4 

It.. fo.1ror oJ}ponent v/na Samuel: Ruthorford. While 

oriticising Goodwin's vlevm on toleration. Rutherford oulled 

hiD "undeniabl:r tI:c lenrncdst1..o.hd tlost godly tlOll of thnt 

Wq."5 !rhore were porhn:ps tID ·mn.ny proabytel"lnno Vm.C1. 
, 

shared this vieV/ CJJ~·shnrcd tho ha.tred of Edwo.rdo. In eithor 

1. Robert Dn11l10. LettorD and Journals. (Revised 
ed1tion, Edinburgh, 1042), Vol. II, p. ISb •. 

" Z. John Vioars. Ooloann-etreot Conolnvo Visitod, 1640, 
prcfnoe. 

3. Ibid., 1). 1'1. 
4. toId.', 1". 10. -
0'. Samuel Rutherford, A Freo Dlrtutntion .Againnt £ro­

tond.ed Liborty of' Consoionoo, 1649, p. -:1 2. Uo cOlla Goo v;{n 
the most "learned rina: sno.rp-rrrl tton DIvino" of thane wrltlDG 
in s'upport of toleration. .IbId., I>' G4. 
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onso, houovor,'Goodwtn,wns looked on as tho lend1ng exponent 

of toleration. 

Goodw'i:n .hnd pro.ct1co.lly no direct in!}.uenco ,on lntor 
. 

theories of toloration. After tho Rostorat1on, he would not 

have beon quoted by AnGlicans or ~robably not by non-Conform­

ists ~ ~o the od1um of being Il. rnd1co.l. end Doctary TT£tO added 

hiB defense of tho executIon of the Xing- Thio, of oouroo, 

made his nnme Mo.thotla to most AnGlioans. l Anthony 'toad, for 

example, referred to h1m as "that infnmouD und blackmouth'd 

Independent. ,,2 IIls A.rmlnlon1sI!l ma40 him suspect among moot 

of the Puri tOllS. So 1'0\1 Vlero intereotod in Go o c1.\'Tin , B idea.a • 
. 

He Decca to havo boon little quoted durine tho Restoration 

period. Ind1reotlythoUSh. his influence might ho.vo boon of 

consIderable importance," Tho tTJO o.reuoonto which Goodwin 

used to, provo tho neoessl tY' of' tolora.t1on vlere 3ust as oom­

pelling"in the. Restoration ~oriod as the Commonwealth era. 

There Vlore tv.'O unshakeable, 1'nots \thioh ma.de tolera.t1on 0. :pra.o­

tioal neoessitY' Mel led ];Ira.otloaJ. men like ShaftesbUX7'. Buok-
o ~ 

inGham, and Halifnx to support tolorntion.o H~ men had 

tasted a eoodlY' measure of relig10us freedomdurinc tho Com­

tlonrlcalth and tIore not content to'roturn to the stntuD quo 
, 

before tho l?ur1 ton Revolution. Tho Rootornt1on in m~ vrnys 

reprosented. a. rea.ction D(Jainst tho Puritan Commonvroo.l.th. but 

];I_ 004. 
3. Smith. op.oit., ~p. r~ ff. 



270 

1 t could not ignore tho Bo.Ins ma.do in the field ot J.>nrllo.mcnt­

nry und reliGious liborties. ~ho "Glorious novolution" of 

lGGS and tho ~olero.tion Aot ot 1609 t/oro to provo thnt. 

The'othcr faot v/hioh ronde toleration Q. prnotionl 

necessity during the Roatoro.tion tlns tho largo number and 

varioty of dissenters.' ~hey "lore now too numerous to force 

them to cmicra.to an had. beon, don,e in tho Oo.so of tho earlier 

Sopnro.tists~ "All e:!'£orts to oomprohend them within tho 

Ohuroh of Ellglnnd :failed'for no formula \Vus over reaohod 
. , 

whereby the lendinc grQups Qf Pur1tans -- Presby torian, In-

de~endent. Dnptist. and Quaker -- could bebrouoht into the 

nntional Church. There wore no man~ of' tho DIssenters \,lho 

ro:t"UDod to oonform in api to of prossurethut 0. 1'olioy of 

rigorous lleraeoution vlould have tnxed theoapo.oi t.1 of tho 

prisons. Thore seemed to be almost no nlternntive but to 

eive n o~rtu1n mensure of tolorntion. This VIUS eventually 

the course whioh was followed~ 

~he heritnae of the Puritnn Revolution had loft tho 

iSDue of toleration ul?on the oonsoienoe of the nation nnd. the 

'Prob1ctlS ot dissenters -in their laps. Tho rootoro.tlon l?oriod 

TInS marked bY' a. oonstant aeitntlon-1'c;»r reiigious tolorOlloo. 

In 1660 Charles II had agreed to the Deolaration ot Dreda to 

grant toleration,l, ~hi8 UBrcOQont came to cean nothina, but 

1. Of •• R. S. Go.rdiner (e~,). ·Tho Consti tutiono.l 
Doouments of the purltnn Revolution. (34 o~., rovioed, OXford: 
Olnrendon Press, 1(06). p. 466: tr... \'10 do deolare n 
liberty to tender consoienoes, Olld. that 1¥> man oha.1.1 bo dis. 
quieted or called in quostion for difforenoo of o1'inion in 
mntters of reli8ion. whioh do not disturb tho ~onoo of tho 
ldnedon. " 
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in the Parliament thore wore ,ondleoa·dcbatpD on the o\1b"cot. 

In lGG4 t lGG7-0, IG73 , end 1pOl •. bl11a flore debated or 1>o.s90d 

by one of the Houses,oontain~nc essentIally the provisions of 

the successfUl. act· of .1609.; In 1672 Oho.rloo II lSf;luod 0. 

Deolnrntion of IndulGenoe, in 1605 and in 168B JnmOD II inDuod 
f') 

two Deolarations of In~ulGcnco.~ Tho o~er1enco of n ~oanuro 

, ot tolera.tion and. tho Pur! tWl remno.nt from tho OOtmlOnVloalth 

hud. mado toleration one of the leading issuos of the d~ and n 

nore lenient solution alcont inevitablo. John Goodwin'a rolo 

as tho lendinc exponent and do fender of toleration duriuS tho 

ruritan period made his Influenco livo on to haunt tho rc­

notionZll7' ... clements of the RestoratIon, oven though hin name 

and 110rb hnd sunk almost into oblivion. 

John Goodwin lived in un ora. or grent uphoa.vo.l ona. 

chango -~ 0. truly revolutionary ng~. It "Ina 0. time \'Ihen 

l'ovlCrf'ul Ido~s Vle·re cotlpetinc :for the .minds and loynltios of 

men. ~horo vms probably no indIVidual mora ootlve in that 

momentous struggle of idcas thnn John Goodwin. rorhnps thero 

tlora fow who hnd I!loro influence on the d.evelopment ot,thour)lt 

in this poriod. For in the disoussions 01" the oruoinl doo­

trine 0:1: aal vation, tho controversial doc trine 01' tho church. 

und the deoioive quostion or roligious liberty, Goodwin p1nyed 

a leading c.nd Dign11"lcont role. It .l'Iould not bo fur nt:1iOD to 

1. SD1~h. op.clt •• p. 3. 
2. Thero 10 rcnoon to believe that Oharles II .and 

James II woro more conc~r.nod to :prov14e toleration for Roman 
o Iltholics than Puri tnns. . Tho. existence or such D. largo body 
of protostant Dissenters. hO\1Cvor. mado it easier nnd enter 
for thcm.to grant th~se "Indulgenoes." 
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Qonolude vdth ona of t~e outstnnd1ns'h1storinno of tho ro­

llc10uD thought of Dcvontocnth oentury in England: "Seldom 

indeed in English thought has o.tll'" mo.n oxoroisod 00 t>ro1'ound 

and deo1sive nn 1n£luenoo upon hlotorical and relieious 

devolopment as did this intero!JtinG and complox figure. fll 

1. Jordnu. o~.o1t •• Vol. III, p. 376. 
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Church ot God wulklnc \'l1 th him touoh1ng thone 1rnl'ortunt 
Renda of Dootrine, 1. Elcction and Reprobation. 2. Tho 
Death of Christ. 3. ~hc Gruan or God, in und about Con­
vorsion. 4. Tho liberty or powor of tho Will, or of tho 
Orcature :Mnn. 5. Tho Porsovornnoo ot tho Saints. Truly 
and plainly deolarinc tho partioulars, as wall agreed 
upon,as dissented in, between thc~, nnd,thoirChr1otlnn 
:Brethren o.f',oppoa1to,Jnd(;omont·to thom1n aomo,thltl~ 
about the ,suid Dootrlnes, •• ,.' ~ 'lG52. i (lo.tor ed. 1671: 
roprinted in 1035 edition of An Eno91t1on' of The Uinth 
Ohantor of the' Eplst,lo to tho Uom~E!. ) 

__ ~-:.' Cnto.-Da.;Rtlsm: Or lTow DaptIsm, \1QXInc old, und roady 
.. to va:iilah D.WOS.. • • 1055. , 

• Triumviri: Or, Tho Genius, Spirit, arid Doportment 
--"""JIO~j;t-c 'th~hrce lJen, Yr. Riohard Ronbury, lire John ParlSon, 

and Ur. GeorBo Kendall, 111 thoir lata t/rl tll'lBo nco.1nst 
The Free Graoo of Goel in the Redemption of tho \1or1d! 
and vouahsai"oment· 0'£ Meims o:fSo.1vo.tlon Wlto J1cn; br1c~­
lY describod in their nnt1ve and truQ colours, borrowed 
ot themsolves in theIr snid Writings (rQDPQativol~.) 
Togothal' filth soma brief touohes (in tho Pro1'a.ao) upon 
Dr. JOM Owen, Ur, Thollus Lomb (o! the SpIttle). Mr. 
Henry Jeanes, l!r. Obudiuh IrO\'l, nnel }.Ir. Mo.raha.mond lloed­
ham, in relation to thoir lnto Writincs ucninot tho 
Author •••• 1668. 
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TI / \ i"T" / · . "1ew fA'" TC ~IY£c.J~,~TH(O\f Or A Boing Filled With 
--""l'f1!~n~oH:pfri:e. ilhereln 18 provoa: T~~ It Is,lo. Duty inoum­

'Sent on a.l1 men (09po010.+1y Do11ovorD) thut thoy bo 
filled w1th tho Sp1rit or God •••• As Aloo, Tho Div~ 
lnlty,or Godhead o~ tho, nol~ Ghont Assorted, and the 
Argu.-nonts brought ngo.1nat 1 t throuehly Extu:linod and 
Answered: Tho Grace o~ God in the tulnoso and frooneoa ' 
theroo£ evinoed; and mnny things relatln6 to the Sa1nts 
Com:nunion w1 th God, and God d\1ol11ng lnthom EXplo.in­
edt ••• All hc'rotororo delivored in sovornl Sermons 
from Ephea. 5. 1,10 .DY' tha.t. Pioun. Lou.rliod. Mel Lnbor:' 
ioua ,Servnnt or. God, 'Ura John Goodwin, Sometime Min­
ister o~ the'Goopol in Colcmun-3troot London; And pub­
lishod ~'c.f'tor hin death for tho' common 800d o~ nll. lG70. 
(1Q.tor,04..'18G7.) . , 

2. Pnm~h1eta by John Goodwin (listod ohronologionl~): , ' , 

of 

" • Impedit'1rn'nn1mum: Or, AnlcndvoraionBUpon'Oome 
--""'O:"'!P.1'I""':~Tlio lDoaer ,Arid 1loUIer Po.ssll6oa In ,J,.. PMphlet ,In­

ti tut1ed;'; 'J,..' De1'enoeO:£, The :Trua' SOllea And meaning ,of 
the warda of ~the holy'Apostlo;~· Romo.ne ttv.' :3, ',6, &0, 
First diapors'ed in 'several' OOpiOD w1 thout the Authors 
Name, but sinoe aoknowledGed and Triumphed 1n, by'Ur. 
George Walker. 1G41. ' , 

• Iralruids, ;Advoco.tc: Or. A ;Sormon l'roo.ohed Upon 
--"II'i1fl"'-='o'=vem'6': I4, mI. to :promote tho oontributions by wIlY' 

of lcndins, tor the :procont 'roll.oi"e of' tllO llrotontanta 
po.rt;r in Ireland. • • • lG41. ' " 

" .", 
• Chr1st l1:£'tod u:e: Or, the honds of tho ohiof 0011-

---t'E-l'O-ycrte<.t l'oInts. preaohed bY' ;ohn Gpodw1n, lG4~. 

, • .Ant1..cnvo.11orismc: Or 'Trllth' Pleading As v/oll the 
_. ·-.......:'ll~e~ccsD!ty, as ,th,o lIuwi:ulno,ss o:£' thIn preHlont Y/ur, tor 

the oupprosainc oi",;thrit"Dutohor1y brood of Cnva1iorinc 
Incendiaries .. ~'iho nrc nO\,1 ha.."Wlorlng EngllUld, to mo.ko 
an Irolnnd Of It •• " ,,:1642. (other oc1it,iollDt 1642, 
1(;43; ,reprintod ,in tra.ller" Tro.atn on L1bortl. J 

• Tho 13utohers Blen::dnlr:"O~t Tho Bloody Intentions 
---o-"r-RoinIrih CavalIers tlguinst tho City 0'£ Loudon nbovo 

other' 1>10009, DOI:lonatratod by fi Argu.'Uonts. • • • do­
liverod bjP\«gny of ProloljUo bororo' 0. Sormon tho lruit 
pub11quo Fnot-Da.:r., 1042.. (repl'"intod as apJ)ondlx in 2d 
ed., Antl-CuvoJ.1orlsrna, 164n.) , 

, O!1 ,Onno'r.innun: Or, A Bono For A Diohol! To Piok: 
--""'nl"':'c'Y"rng u. VIl":O:icr.1.tlOn or oomo pasan.gos in u. 1Yron'Elao 
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Intcl~ published, oalled Antl-Davnl1eriomo. from tho 10-
pcrtinent'undimporttino exceptions or Gr. Will1ams, tho 
Author or the Grund Rebellion. • • • 1643 • 

• A Quaore conaorn1nR tho Churah-Covcnnnt, pruotioed 
----~1~n-tho $opardte Oon5rego.tIons. Sont vath a totter thore­

unto annexed rrom J. G. to T. O. Wheroin is provod thnt 
there is much ovill and cnni~old inoonveniencos' in tho 
exaoting and ursina suoh n Oovenant. 1643. 

• U. S. to A. S. U1th a Plea for L1bortl0 o~ Oon-
---n":'-o!"'enoo in fl. Churoh'-:"Uny. liai:13'E tho Oavallo of A. S. 

Iiicl ObservatIons On lIfa Oono1dernt1ons, And. .Annotntiono 
Upon tho Apologetionll Itarration, lIumbly aubmi tted to 
tho JudGQments o~ allrntionnll, and moderato men in tho 
trorld;' •••• 1644. (rov. cd. undor tItle. A Ro~ll-0r 
Two of the ~rethron to A. n •••• 1644.) This pampnIet 
was anonymous, cut doo[wIfi ia Genorally noooptcd 'ns ono 
ot'tho,two authors. 

. , 

• Theomaxln: Or, The Grand ,Imprudenoo ot !!len i-unnine 
--""'li"'f":'li .... c'lio.znra of .~'1ght1ng Acainat God in Bupprcsoing MY 

W~, Dootrine, o~ praotioe. oonoern1ng whioh thoy know 
not.certa.inly- whether it be ,1'rom God or no. Doing tho 
subotunoc of two Sermons preaohed • • • upon oaoaaion 
of tho Into,d.1santer suotQ.1n!Jt~1n the West. ' \1ith Gomo 
nco essn.ry Enlaree,men tsthereto'~ IG44. (repr1n ted. in : 
Haller,' Tracts on L1bert:!_): ,', . 

• Innocencies Trium:@: Or, .A.ri A1U1\'ler ~o ~ho Dnokpa.rt 
--"")lo~i'''': -A lHsaourae lo.toly publltlhod by .,lllinm l'rynno, EO­

quire, int1tulod, A tull Reply, &0 •••• 1644. 

• Oertain br1c19 Observatlons ••• On Uastor Prin' 0 
--"":;'X~w~c'lvo questions About cliuroh4ovornmont ..... lG44. 

(tmonymous bu.t oommonly attribu.ted to Good\v1n.) 

, : •. Innooenoy und Truth triumnh1ng togethor; Or,' The 
--"IC'I ..... u"l"ttor par'E ot rut Iiiawer to 'Ene baok-pa.rt ot 0. Dls­

oourse, lately- published Dy William pr,y,nno •••• '1645. 

• Calu.mn."! .Arro.1m'd And'CllAt: Or, A Driofo Ansv/or to 
--.... s .... om--c cxtravagun'E WllIriiiik passtl6oa. lately- fallon from 

tho pen of Willl~ PrJnno • ••• 1645., 

• AnuEologoalaten AntnPoloG1nn: Or, Tho 1nexcuonblc-
---n-e-sne or 'iIiiit Grund AoousatIon of the Brothren, cniloC! 

llita.~olottln. ,Complo.iiiIng AD woll of the v/ant of xrutfi, 
ao of nfirfatianity, in m~ ot the Reportsnnd Assort­
at10ns mndo in the sald Diaoourno. Pitying (Though 
with some indlenation) the impertinenoy and wonknoaso 
0:1: tlany others: And 1"'urther rrov1ng The utter 1nauf'­
flalenoy or the Anto.pologiot for hia Gront undort~~ns 
in tho boha+:l:o of.tho prenbytorlnn o~uac: with Answoro 
to his Argumento or RORnons (so oallld) for tho support 
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thereof in, sundry po.rt1cula.rs, and more espeoially in 
the :poInt of \Ilon-tolcration. '. • • lG46 , 

I ' 

• O~otenois: Or, A nriofe Answer To nn uloorous 
---If~r"'!!'ea.tlse, loirely pUbl1f1hc<I by Ur. 1!1'lomo.o EdVla.rooo, in­

tItuled, Gnrittro.ena: Cnlculo.tcd for the Ueridlan of Duah 
passagos in tho auid trcat1~o, whioh relate to U:r. John 
Goodwin; but m~ without ~ sensiblo orror indiffor­
ently aorve'i"or tho wholo Tract. \Vhoroin aomo of the 
'\lest llOMS for tho cure of the sn1d dnngcrous ulcer, 
oa.lled Gil.nsrnena. nnd to, :provcnt the opronding of 1 t to 
tho dangor of the,proo10uD soules of mont arc olcar~ 
opened,' W?-~'r e:f':f'eotunlly o.ppllod; • • • • 1646. 

, HD.r;1oma.st1x: Or, Tho Soourl1o Of The Sa1nts D1s-
--... .E"'C'l~~ecr:-In his colou.rs, of lfi!!oro.noo & tilood; Or, VA I 

vfiidlontlon of Booe prlntetrQucrlca puolIshcd Domo 
monoths ,sinoe by AtlthO:ri ty, in \'10::1 of, Answer to certa1ne 
Antl~pnpors of SylloBlsmcs, entitulcd a Vindica.tion ot n 
pr1ntedpaper. &0, ••• the said Quorios oontnining 
nothing, insinuatIng nothing prejudic1all in the least 
eithor to tho lnt~l Authority of tho Civill Ungiatrnto; 
or to o.n.y orderly. d~a or offeotuall couroe ~or the SUl)­
preasIl1B of orrours and Heroaies •••• 1646. 

\ > ~ ~~ : "-,": '. '~,.,... ~,·>··1~ "';;,>,- ',~. : -I' ~ -~, '" '.'" 

" '. -: Ai Pont".onorl 'Pt,' or A.~pond1x To', A, Troatiso Ltltol,l 
·~-~J2~uor.ti·11sho(! bluthority ,!ntitulod' Ho.p,!o-lJustir.,Or., 

o .,cour8~ 0 " e'~a n s' up a1 'n IJ co oUrs ot 
'Ignorwlcc 'and Blood, DoIng nn Expliontlon or thet.hlrd 
verseo'! the thirteenth Oha.pter of tho Propheal0 o:t . 
zacho.r1o: _ •• Acoord1ng to tho nnnloCioot tho SorIp­
turos •. tho'soopo and'eXigonoy of' the oontext, und tho 
Ben~e of tho boat, ~~osltors u~ontho pla.oe •• ' •• 1646 • 

• ' Twelve oonsiderablo B01'1oua Oautions. VOr"J 11000s-
--~s~o.r:r~ 'to be oeserved, in, and about 0. ltoi'orma.tlon 0.0-

cording to the wordot Go~, i/heroin diverso pa.rtioular 
1noonsistonaos·wlth the word of God,'vor.1 inoident to 
Retoroatlons (so onllod) are brletly 1noiatod upon, and 
argued from tho' \10101 ot Ood. ':. '.' • 1646, 

• SOr.lC ,lJodest Wld IIumblc Q,ueries Concerning e. la.to 
----~p~r~Inted paper, IntltUiod. An ordinanoo prosontod to the 

honourablo 'Houso of Commons. "&.0. ,tor tho prevonting of 
the Orowlt1B nnd Sproa.dl118 ot naroeine. • • • lG4G. 

, , 

• IndopondonaI0 Gods'Vcrit1o: or, The No~osnitie of 
--~T~o"'Iertltion. Unto whioh Is o.daciI thoo1iIol' lS'rlnoIplcs of 

the GOVOrr.u:lCllt of Indepondent Churo~en .1647. 
. '"'., 

• A 09J1d.le to "seD thefJunne: Or, ,A furthor oleerlnG 
-----u~p-ot some passages mls-apprelicnded by Gomo, in a 

~roa.tise lately vubllnhcd by Authority, 1ntituled, 
HagioQustix displayed, &p. 1647. 
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• Sion-Collcd,ff visi ted: Or, Sono brief A.n1ctldvernions 
--"'!"u~I>O~n a PamPhlctlo.toly publiohod. undor tho tl tlo or. It. 

fcatioonio to tho Truth of Janus Christ'und to our Sol­
cmne League. nnd Oovcnnnt. &0. Subsoribed (ns is ];)rotond­
cd) by the l1illlatcrs ot Chri3t· vl1 thin the l?rovinoo of 
London. ·Caloulated coro Qspcaially for tho vindication 
of oorta.ine po.!,mn,soD cited out of tho writings of', J. G. 
ill tho naid :p~phlet, vd th the blnake brand of Infamous 
and pernioious Errors, and whloh the auid Mlnisters pre­
tend (ntlongst othor errors 'po ca.ll'od)· morc partioularly 
to abhoninntcit ' Wheroin the indirect and. most un-Chris­
tinn doalines' of "tho Daid lUn1stor. in oha.rgll1lt & oall-
1ng manii'eot and oleere ~ruths. yeo. ouch as arc oonsonMt 
to 1;ho1r am prinolplco, by tho !fwac of' in1-OL'loUO and 
per.n1oIous,Errors, nrc doteoted end lald open to tho 
Kingdomo; and. the whole tl0rld. • • • 1640. 

! " 

: N!O<PVT07Tf!-uP~""CPOj . ,Or, The Yonal!!!G Eldor, or, 
----~1l~0~vloe-Pr09bytor. Compiled morc e8pcolal~ror·tho 

chrlotlon Instruo.tion and rcduocracnt ot Vl1l1inm Jenkin, 
a young Presbyter, Intcl~ gone antral" like n loot sheop 
from tho Vlay'08 of Uodeaty. Consoienoo and. Truth. .And 
may indifferently BOl;Vo for the bottor Rogulntlon of 
tho 111 Governed Society ot Sian Oolledge. OocuDionod 
by n la.te importune Pnm:phlot, publlfJho~ .in tho nome o~ 
tho said Vi1ll1o.m Jenk1n '.. .• ,' .tho h sald Pamphlet oon-, t 
taininc very little "in .1t.':.but whioh, is oh1eflY' Reduc­
Ible to ono or both, ot those two unhappy Predloaments 
of Youth (Icnoranoe to Arrogunoo.) Oloa.rly demonstrotod 
by J .• G. a.. oervo.nt, 01' 'God and. Men in tho slorioua 000-
pel 01' Josus. Christ. l'/horcin nlao the tVIO groc.tQ.ueo-

,tiona, the'"one,: concerning ,the Foundation of Christian 
Religion:; the othor,oonoornlng, tho paYlor ot tho llat­
urall. Uan to'good, superna.turaJ.l. nro. fluooinotly. yot 
sntlstaotorily disousoed. • • • 1640. . . 

_"',or' _"i • , 

. •. nf6ht And ],U6ht wo11 mot:' Or. A briof' und un-
----~p~ar~-tlti11 enqUiry rnt~ the,latc and preoentprococdings 

of tho Army under the Oommend. of His Exocllency tho 
Lord Fo.1ri'ax. Wherein the equity and reculo.rn.essQ of 
tho sa1d,~rooeedings arQ.demonstratlvely,vlndib~tod 
upon ~de~niable prlnoi~les, as voll ot Hennon, as Re­
ligion. Togethor With sntiaf'ao:tory' Mowers to o.l.3-
mnterlD.l.l ObJeotions El.~o.lnst' thern •••• 1640. 

, , 

• Tho UnriGhteous Judge: Or. An Answer to a. Printed 
----~p~n~pcr, prete~lng a totter to Mr. Jo. ooodtnn, by Sir 

Franois Nethersole Knight.·; Whoroin" the rough things 
of the snid ~rotended Lotter, are mndo smooth, and the 
orooked things straight: und·the, predominant dosigns 
of 1 t fullY' ovinoed. to be, 01 ther on. unsoholarllke 
osoi tuno1e and cistnke. or oleo somewhnt muoh v/oroo. 
• • • 1649. 

/ 
• 'TpeIO"'1'OS, K~l • Tho ObstruotottrR Of Justioo: 

--""!IIIo~r"": A Dcfenoc of 't1io Honournble Sentenco po.socd upon 
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the leto Ki11t~t 'bY' tho Hieh Court or Justioo. Opposed 
ch1e1"ly to ~ho'Sor1ous und Fn1thrul Roprenentat1on and 
V1nd1cat1on "ot 'soce of':The Ulnlaters o:f:London. As 
also to. Tho lIucblo Addrosoe of Dr. Hamond, to rus Ex­
oellonaio' and Oouneal of l'Inrre., \'therein the Justioe, 
and Equltio'ot the ·9a1d,~Sentcnoo is Domonstratlvely As-' 
serted, as well'upon olea.r texts ot Soriptura, ns prin­
olpl~s of Renson, grounds of' Law. AuthoritIes, FreaId­
ants. ns~v~E?ll Forro1gn, as Domostiquo • ~ogether with, 
a bricf"RaplY',to Ur.· John Gorce's Book, intltuled. 
1Jight overcom1ng Right: whorein, tho Aots of tho Armio 
in garbling thcParl1a.mont. 1s furthor olonred •••• 
I t!49. ". - U _b ~'> ~ 

• '.rhe nomod.ic of Unrcaaonnblencao: Or. Tho Sub-
--..... s""l"t ..... anoo ot a Spooen Intended nt 'n Conferenoe or Dis­

pute,In ~nllowa,the Great, London. Fob. l1.,16~9. 
ExhibitlnG'the brief Hondo ot Ur. John Goodwin'o 
Jud6cr:1ent,' Oonoerning.'thc FroenessFulncss Et1"eotuo.l­
neSD: of"'the; Gra.oe' 01' 'God. 'As aloo conoerning tho 
Bondage or~SE![\ri11 ty of the, Will of Unn. OooD.oioncd 
b~ an undue aspersion onseupon him; ns (viz.) That 
he held Free-Will in opponit1on to Froe-Cruoo •••• 
1600. 

I • ~Con:!"ldenoe~D18mowttcd: 'Or~' ,A"'Lotter To Jlr.Rloho.rd 
---1R'!c~9~burle of Oundle. In North-IInmptonsh1re, Ul10n the 00-

oattlon. partlY" o~ a T1tlePage prefixed before·a' small 
Treatise of his conoerning Eleotion,a· Reprobation, Con­
sisting of slx Sermons· preached by him a.bout throe 
years ninoe, nnd,lately ~ubllshed:' the snid Title Page 
bea.ring in'rfront'ttheso\words;: Somel,stop to tho GOllBrono 
of, Aminianism. ',lately promoted by: Ur. John Goodwin. in 
his book ,inti tulcd Redemption Redeemed:· Partly o.l.oo, 

~ or 0. short Prefaoo o,r Epistle prefixed by tho said Mr. 
Resbur.r to that Treatise. • • • 1651. 

~ . . - - . 
_ -, ~ L ~ • '~ .~ : _. ~ ." "i '" , ' 

• :MORes made ~~':.'Or. A Letter Written end Sent to 
--"""D~r~: lIi!I, nuster o:r~rlnity Colledg1n Cambridge, Upon 

oocasion ot Dome hardPaosagesthat fell ~rom h1m in n 
Semon preno~cd' nt Pa.Ula, lttl.Y' 4,. 1651, • • • 1651 • 

• The Pagans Debt, and' Dow£l: Ort A Briere Discus-
--~a:Ti~on'>of these _Q,uestIon, tJhetner. 4

) How Far, and in \'lhnt 
Senoe, suoh l?craons' of lto.hkinde cmongst Whom the Lotter 
of the ,Go'sl'ol never oame'· arc' notvl1 thstnnc1Ing bound to 
13ellcvo on Jesus Ohrlst hd th soine othor l'nrtioulnro 
relatinc hereunto.) Roturned by wny or Anower to n 
Disoourso 1n 11rItI,ng. lately sent without namo (to­
gether with n Le~tcr,'DubDor1bod only T.S.) unto Ur. 
John Good.win; ." •• J.66l.",(ropr1ntod wlth later edItIon 
01: Agroom~nt and DIotnnec ot 13rethre,n. 1671.) , 

____ , The A'Ooloeist Oondemned: or, A Vindioc.t1on ot ~he 
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Thirty Queries, (Togethor \"11 th the~r Author) Conoerning 
the ~owor of:the Civil Uoeistrnteln mntters o~ RelIgion. 
]3,. way of Ansv/er to 0. sourrilous :Po.r.l'phlot. pub11 shod (0.0 
it Dooms) by,som.oJIropooa.llet, undor tho Uook-t1tle of o.n 
Apologia for U. John Goodwin. Together W1 th 0. brlo1' 
Touch upon Mother Pcmphlot'. Int1 tuled, 11r. J'. Goodwin'D 
Q.uerios Q,uontiorted.' • • • 1GB3." 

~. Thirt:LQuerles: Uodootly propounded in order to fl 
--~J)~l-aoovcry 01i Trutfi. und lUnd 01' God. in th(;l.t Q,uostion, 

or Cuso'of Consoienoo: Whother tho Civil Uagintruto 
stnndo bound bY' tiny ot Duty to intorpoDo his Powor or 
Authority inmattors ot Rolieion, or Worsh1p ot God • 
• • • 1653 • 

• ' VJntor~riipTl1J1fj'Uo Firu, F'ooti!ll) tor Chu~oh-oommunlon: 
---O~r-. {;onsldoratlons FroVlt1B 1£ not simpf,. lav/rut, en'S' ' 

nccessur,y 0.100 (in point of Duty) :ror pornons bo.ptized 
~ter the new modo or Dipping. to oontinuo Comounlon 
VIi th thoso ,Churches." or imbodied. Soalotie!) of SaInts, 
of v/hioh theY' wero members before the anld DIppll1G; 
••• 1653.' . 

• A Fronh Dlnoovo!7 01' Tho ltI~h-prcflblterlnn Dnirlts 
--~O~r~: the QuencHing orma Doconil"'1Jouoon fIrad. ISeofrir= 

Ing I, Tho:Un-ohrlstlo.n: Denllnna of. ,tho Author of n 
Pamphlet. );:nti tul:ed, A Second 13.onoon Fired, &a. In pre­
sentin8 unto tho Lord Protector, and Pnrlnm.cnt.:n fnlsi­
fied l'o.ssago out of ana ot Ur. John Good\1inn Dooks. Wl 
oonta1nill6. eithor Blunphocie. or Error, or both. II. 
~he Evil ot their Potition tor subJeot1ng tho Llbertl0 
of tho Pross to tho ArbitrnrinoR9 nnd w11l 01' (II. few men. 
III. Thoqhristlnn' Equ1 ty. thtlt~ nntlnfnotlonbo alVOll to 
tho Person ao'notor10usly and publiakly wrongod •••• 
16M.' :. • :':. 

" ' 
• ponoa Protooted, and Discontent Disarmed: 11horoln 

_ .. -. -""'"JR!I:'t"!'Ii"=e sevonteen Q. uerloa -:-C vt1tli nWI1tion of throo mora, 
postscript-wise) lately pub11shed, partly to nll~ tho 
discontents or somenbont,tho luto'Rovolution of Govern­
ment, but core ospoainl~,to auide ovor" mana ~oot into 
tho VlO.y -of 1:00.00 t _. ,'. • • 16 54 ~ 

;' 

• ':vl Ke!l-rltrt!0S : Or, ,Dis-satisfaction Ont1a:r1od. 
-----In~sovent'eenBobero.na sorious Querlo9;-~onalnc to ii1r~ 

the Discontents, and sat1s£10 the noruplo9, of porsona 
Din-satIsfied about the lnte Revolution of Govornment in 
the Cotn:!1on-Woul th, nnd. to gu1de overy Uano foet into tho 
"110::1 or his Duty, lU'ld tho Publique Penae •••• lGM. 

• l.foroy In .Hor ExaltatIon; Or, A Sovoreicno Antidoto 
---ag~aJ.nst Four of tHo 3econa: Death. In n Sermon prollohod 

at tho Funoru.l o£ Daniel Taylor Esq; in Stephens Cole­
man-stroot London, on tho twentieth d~ of April, An. 
1&55. • • • 1655. 
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Tr.vod nn n3, " 10 ntTa 0 1 of 0 on 
.A.rg~en a.an rolln. a, ·ns,·Vlc . n; enson.no. 0 ieion; 
olearly oVinciD.t;,tho unlnvt1\tlnoris of thone Ordinnnooo 
or Com:nioslona .(ut leO-st 'as' ·thoy ... ho.vo boon ·from tlmo to 
time declarod: lind' intorpreted'. uloud by tho per'Dono not. 
ing ,them,. end tuoitly by.the 'Author~tY' ona.otingthom) 
wlth nll others'ot,11koimport, by whioh tho rospootivo 
Oourts,: or.Oonointories·ot, Tr.1ors and Elootors (so oull­
cd) nmongntus. nroontnblished: Tocethor with tho un­
Vlarrantnblenor.m -at the"acoeptations and oxeroino or tho 
Powero doleGated rind 6rantcd' in tho anld Commissions by 
any Dan, or company. or l!lCn l'Ihats,oever. now boinG. 1G57' • 

• Tho Bo.nnor of, Justl:d.onti'o!l D1sul&ed: Or, .A. ·Dis-
--~o"':"'o"'!ur3e 'oonoerning !rho :l~eo:p and Impor£Wl:C l1yntery ot Tho 

JustifiQntion of ,A Sinner: Wherein the sovornl onuseD 
therof'. ,Dains bot~ nu.r:xerous and various. arc t :trom. tho 
1"1rst totho,laot. 'diligently inquired. ·n.ftQr~ ,nnd their 
Devern! contr~butions .townrdo DO crout und happy a work 
o1carly distinguished, wld uosigned to their proper 
oauoes t ~.x:espcotively. • • • 1659. (reprinted. in 1036 
ecl1tlon of ,An Enos! tion of The lUnth Chapter ot tho 
Epintlo to tria Romnns.) 

:~ J,,'~: ,... ~ ""p, .,,.. •. t • .,,'- '" ~ ',,_ -';' _. .~! , ,." •• ! 
llOTE: ,Thomas Jaokson,·, The Li1'o of John Goodwiri"o.norlboB 

Prolnti no Preaohers'Noneor cfirI~tt9 ~oaofiors. ' ••• 
6 • ,to Goo w n. T ere seems, owcvor, e little 

basis :Cor thin. . . 

3, Work5 Edited by,John Goodwin: 

J,oontius.' J. g~ttir;;, ~·'~itrO:trigern·;· ". • \'/1 th an o:pistle • 
by , ':' lIr •. 3000 GoodVdn;, touohlne, tho snme. 1G4S. 
cd. with .the tItle. Darkness Dinoovorod:Or, tho 
Devil's seoret stratugoma -laid open.'. • • 16131.) 

Fennor, t1. A "divino llenon,r:;o to tho Eleot Soulo. lG47 • 

• Prncticull Divlnltio. • • • 1660. -------- , 

Ramsden. II. A Gl;cnnlllf! in Godin Harvest •••• 1G39. 

Two HYEIl~, or Spirituo.llSongsj 3W1g'in)lr. Goodwins Con-
~ grogatIon • • •• 1651. , ' , . 

4. Harks Attaoking John Goodwin: 

• • 
(2d 

An Apologia For Tho Six nook-Sa11ors i Subsoribers of' the 
sccon["Doaoon tirade Or, A 'VIndloatlonof thom ~rom 
the '~oul und unjust nnperolons onst upon them b~ U. 
John Goodwin in a. lata Pnmphlot Inti tulod A Frosh 
Diacover,Y of Tho High Presbyterlnn Spirit •••• 
1655. 
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'An .Apolo~e For ltr. John Good\1in:,\tno 'having Subsoribed Pro­
~OD Is to be presented to tho Uuglatrnte conoorning­
matters o~ Religion; after that, MakeD 30 querles, 
whother it be the Ungistrntes duty to interpose his 
Authoritie In ~attors ot Relicion •••• 1653 • . ' 

Baillie, Robert. A-Scotch Antidote A~uinnt The En~llah 
. Infection Of'· Aiciinlo.nlmn. \Jliio.fi little Dook mll.:r bo 

(thiOugn ~ou8,plonsrng) vor,y useful to pcraorvo those 
thnt nro yet ~ound in ,tho fnith, ~rom the Intoot1on or 
l!r. John Goodtl1n' (I Gront Dook. 1652. 

, '. 
13nrlotT. fhomus., ,."To the Reverend. }Jr •. Joll.."l Goodw1n Minister 

of Gods 110rd 1ll Coleman-street" t The Genuine nerltilno . 
of Tllat Learned Prelate Dr. Thomas Earlo.·I, Latc lHsnop 
of Lincoln. •.• • 1693.· 

D urcenD • C. Sion Colle~e tilint 1tIs, and Doeth. Together 
with n Viridlcatlon of that Sooiety'From 'the slandorous 
Dittamntloll:s of ,·~wo. fell nnd fiory Sntyrea, 'The one 
cnlled Sion'College Violted:' ~ho other ~ho Pulpit In­
oendiary. • • • 1648. . , 

Edrro.rds, ~hoI:1tls. The First nnel Second. Part ,or Gangracna: 
Or, A Cnt!lloguc and Di,DOOV.017, ot'.many of' the l:!rrors. 
lIoroalcB. lUasphccios andpornloious PractIces 01' the 
Scotnrles' of' this tieo", vented and aoted in Englnnd 
in these :four lnnt years ••• -e, 3d·cd~ revised. 1646 • 

• 1'ho third :Part or G~rnenn: or, A not? and. higher 
----~D~r-~oaoVer.1 o~ the Errors,JKOroslcs. Dlasphemlos. nna 

insolent Prooocdincsor. tho'Ocatnrleo or thoso timoD: 
• • • As' olso ri>particulnr Relation of rnnny roonrko.blo 
5torics. speoinl.l.' Pnssngos,, . Copies of Letters written 
bY' Seotnries toSectnrlos, • •• Brie!' Animo.dvorslons 
on tlCU'l3' 01: tho -Seotaries' lnto Pamphlets • • • • ~G4.G. 

" .;: 

F •• D. A Lettor ••• Ooont:Jioned.· blUr lTeedhtlL'l' 8 renly to 
Ur.-nOoClu!n's Boo~ against tnc Trlers.~y n Person of 
qUiiiiti. IG57. ' 

Faoos About: Or, A Recr1I:dnntlon chnrecd upon tir. John 
Goo(!,.lIn. In tho l'Olnt of :rIghtIng ngutnot God, o.nd op­
poolnc tho ttn::! ot ghr1nt ~ And Q. J'ustIf'1oa.tlon at tho 
prosbyterian way- 1n tho Particulars by hie,un3ustly 
charged upon 1 t.; t/i th other short an1ma.dvoraions upon 
his late Dook oa.l.led, Thcomnxio., (nttribtltcd to \'I111ino 
];>ryMo in the lloAlpin C n.tnlogue) 1G44. 

Goree, J. K~Tl\ Z,V VOlCTT~5 : Or,. }light Overooming Rlr,ht: Or, 
A Cleer Insv/or to Dr JOM Gooawlnl s lIIglit nnd nIght 
well cot. • • • l649~ 

, . ~ 

Rac.'!lond. It. A Drief' roplK to Ur. J. Goodt'l1ns c;Yep.~io51 ~OH 
aFt :fnr aFt aonocrnOR r. Ha.:unori4. 1649. 
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Hotlo, O. The PllBM Prellohor silenood: Or. An MOWer to n 
troatiso to Ur 3. G. t entltuled, The ~~~nng Debt and 
Do\~Ty. • • • 1G55. 

Jannes, lienry. A Vindioa.tion of D. Twineo tram tho ox­
oeEtions of""!fr. Jo1m Good:\iln 'Iii Ii1aRcCIcInEtlon Redeem­
ed. o'x1'ord, 1653. (prInted In 'drllrun !l:wloso, Tho 
~che9 of Goda tovq.) ---

Jcnkyn. \11111o.m. 1\~~OT"PIO'7i:a-"orros • The Dusio D1ohcm. 
Or, Tho Vio:1t"or VIoited. by wuy of lhS\'lor to Q, very' 
feoble pnmphlet lo.tely Published by l.tr J. G. onlled 
Sion Oollodgo vial ted. In wh~oh. Answer. hiD Cavi10 
a.eo.inst tho Uinintc-ra of London tor Wltnosaing aga.inst 
his Erroura~ touohin6 the holy Soripturos. una. the pov:or 
o~ mnn to ·Good ou~or.naturnll. nrc answered, and tho im­
pertinonoy of his quoto.tions out of' tho Fathors. :Mnrtin 
Duo or, ~d Yr. Dull aro mnn1~onted. 1G40 • 

. " .'os"ll4 'Tv1'~£> • Tho B11ndc Gtl1de •••• Com-
---p-'o-acd oy way 01' 110ply 'Eo a • • • llwnpliIot, anti tulod. 

Tho Yot..ll'lglina oldor. oto., written by J. G. 1640. 

Kendall, Gcor60. Snnoti Snnoiti: Or, The Coo~on Dootr1ne 
of tho Pcrnoverunoe ar ~fia Saints: As who nro kopt oy 
tfio Power a? God, througn Paith Unto Sulvntion: Vin­
dioated From tho nttempts latoly mndo ugnlnot it, by 
Uri John G·oodVJin, in tho Dicro8sion of h1n Book, whioh 
he was ple~Dcd to ~ntitle Rcdc~ptlon Redoomed. • •• 
16M • 

• eEOKp~Tlo( : Or A Vindioation of the Dootrino 
--""C~o~m·r.1onl. RcooIveiI in tlie Hoi'or.ned churchoo 6onoornl118 

o s n on ona 0 opoo ro.oo un o.vour to his 
Elect In the Death of Christ: As Also IUD Prerogat1vo. 
Power, l?rooo1onoc. :Providenoo. tIle Ir.m:.utnbili ty o:t hiu 
Nature and Counsels, &0. from tho attempts lntely mado 
against it, by Unater John Goodwin in his book En­
tituled Redemption Redoomed •••• 1653. 

La~b. Tho~na. Absoluto freedom from nin bZ Christo Death 
~or the World, 0.3 tho oDJeot ot"Fuits In oppoaltron-to 
oonCIltlontiI. oot forth by JAr. John Goodt/ln in his Book 
(hereby nppoarine :Co.l.Dly) Ollti tulod Redomption Redoem­
ed. And the final persovornnce ot the Sn1nto prooood­
inc fro~ election by th9 graoe ot God alone mn1ntnlnod. 
and 9\voatly rooono1led wi til tho forosu1d Dootrine; a.rul 
the great Question of Gods eternt~ Deoroe of roprobat­
Ing tho unbelievinG World, oleared from that odium cast 
upon it by Yr. Goodwin •••• lG6G • 

• Truth Provailing n~ulnAt tho 1'ioroeot opponltion: 
---'::O~r-, An answer 'Eo Mr. J. (it fJ f/ator-dlpp1llG •••• ~55. 

L nne ,Samuel. A Vindioation ot.Froe-Gruco: In OppositIon 
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to this Arminie.n Pool tian', (Ifa.turall Uon any do ouch 
thIng3.ns wherounto Goa hath by way of procisa annexed 
Grace and Acccptntion.) Firat Proached. after Asoorted 
At Stophens Cole6un-streetc London, by Ur. John Good­
\'lin. • • • 1645. 

Unoter John Goodwina 'Q.u~ro' s Q,uanti-oned, Conoernlng the 
. Fowor 01' the clvll.uo.alstruto in L'lattors 01" Rclltt10n • 

• • • 1653. 

ltoro-l!Il.Rtix: Mr. John Goodwin Vlhl~t \,/1 th hin own llod: Or, 
the dissectlnB or tfie sixteenth sectIon.of hla book 
truly naL"l'd by himself' Rnglomo.sttt;: So far as it 
!nlaly and frivolously nontions a. late dlsputo.tion in 
Christ-Churoh Pnrlsh. ooncern1ng tho lawfulnoss of pay­
ing Tythes. 1646. 

ncdhD.z:l, M. The Great Aoousor cast down: Crt A Publ1ck 
Trinl 01" }.ir •. J. GnO(h1in. • •• BeIng E. :£iiIrlhsvlOr 
to .••• Dook of hlD, •••• Entituled, ~ho ~r1ers 
':rried and 0 nat, etc. , • • .l~ 57. 

nethersole, F:mnCiS.(.O t\lJTO~~~T~t<plro5. The rlelt-Condomn­
cd: Or. A,Lettor"'To Dr. Jo: Goo"dwIn:" ShewIng. Tha£ In 
hIs E~say to justifia • • • tho Ar.my by Prinoiples of 
Renson, and Religion, he hath oondemned h1mgelf~ ot 
iniquity • • • • 1640. 

Orion, john. Tho Dootrine of the Saints Porooverance Ex~ 
.plained and Coril'lmc(i: or. ~he cortaIn Partnnnono:r o~ 
iho~~.l. Aoooptation nlth God, & 2. Sanotification 
:f'rqm God. l!onlfcsted 8: Proved • • • and VIndicated. In 
a Full Anawcr to the Discourse of Mr. John Goodwin 
agaInst it, in his Book Entituled Redooption Redeemed. 
• • • O:x:f'ord, 16M. 

po,wson. John. 
1652. 

A Dricf Vindication of Free Grace. • • • 

prynne, \111110.::1. A.full. roply to ~ertnln brIcfe observa­
tions ••• on n~9tcr Frynnots Twelve QuostIons about 
llhurch Gover:1L'lont. 1644 • 

• Truth Triu~PAln6 Over Falshood, Antiquity Over 
--..... nr::q~volty: Or, The FIrst ;Part of A Just and roaaonabl0 

Vindlcation o:£' .the undoubted Eacles:18.sttcal1 -Juris­
diction, R1ght",LeCif!lative, Coercive Power of Ohris­
tlnn Er.1perors t Killu~. Uagistrateo. parliaments, in 
all tlat~ers of Rollcsion, 0 hurah-Govsrn::lent. Dleolpl1ne, 
Ceremonies, Uanners: •.•.• In Ref'uto.tlon of Mr. John 
Good\11ns Innooencloa ~rlum:ph: 1!:1 dou.re brothor Durtotul 
Vindiontion of Churchoo, COtru:1only ca.lled Independent: 
And. of' o.ll A.nt1-Uonllrohl'ca.l1. Antl-Purllar:lcnta.l1. JUltl­
Synodicall. and .A.n:l.rohloal.l Pnrruloxos of Papists', Pre­
lates, Annbnpt1sts, Arm~nio.ns, S~oinlo.ns, DrovJl1iots, or 
Indopendents: • • • 1640. 
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Rosburic, Richa.rd. The Lir,htless-Stnrro: Or, l.lr. Jolm Good­
vlin discovored a :FcIa6io-Uoo{nion; And thin by tho Ex­
a .. 'aino.tion of h1s Pratnoo to hin Book enti tf1lod Rodomp­
tion Redeomed.. Togethor with .\n Answor to hiB Lottor 
ontitulcd. Confidonoo DismoWltcd •••• 1652 • 

• Some nto'E to tho Gnngrone o:t Armlnio.nlnm, Lo.toly 
----~p~r~om·otoavy U. 30nn aoodwln In hIs nocE ontItulod. ne­

dcnpt10n Redeemed. Or. ~he Doctrino ot Election & Ro­
probation In Six Sorm,onn Oponed. und. cloa.rcd 1'1'00 tho 
old Po1ncion und lnto .A.rmlninn Errors. 1651. 

RoboroUlth. Henry. Tho Doctrine or JuntIl'ioo.tlon clonred 
nnd .vindionted- ~{ror:l '.AmlniunL Hoofrilnn, ruler ponlnh 
"Errors. Or un Answcr 'Eo Ur: J'OIm Uoonwi.na lll1tlo.<I­
versions upon Mastor Gooreo Wu.l.kors Defenoe ot tho truo 
Gens.a 0:£ tho Alloat1o; Hom. 4. 3. 6. ~ogethor wlth on 
Exn.mlnut1on ot thQ sllid lIre John Goodwins Troatiso of 
Justifioation •••• 1G5O. 

Ruth 0 rford. Sa.cuol. A li1reo DiAlutn~i0-f A.~n1nFJt 'Dretcndod 
Liborty o~ Conncicnoo 1e:[[ llC 0 loaolve Douata coved 
'6y Mr. JOliii GooCI\'Iln. JOlin Dnptiot. Dr. Jor. Taylor. tho 
Do1gick ArC1in1ano t Sooin1nns. Wlc1. othor Authoro con­
tending for 10.w10830 I/lborty. or lioentious Tolero.t1on 
of Seots and Herooleo. 1G49. . 

A Tostimony To Tho Truth of Josun o hri ot , And To Our Solemn 
Louf.U,c unCi C ovonnnt; . As -,AI flO 19o.lna'E t.no ~rrour9. Hor­
csIas ond BlnspliomIo8 of thone timoD, nnd tho Tolera­
tion of' thom.. • .• :Jubnoribod by tho ltlnioters of' 
ChrIst \'11 thin tho Provinoo of I~ondon. Deocmb. 14 &0. 
1647 •••• 1G47. 

Vioars, John. ColOr.lWl-ntroot Conolavo VIAitod. And. fhat 
Gro.nd. llilPost"or. inc S'ohIsot:itlolCo Choa.tor 'in Chic!' (\'tho 

'hath. 10118. slily 1urkod. theroin) trulY' Wld duly d1s­
coverod. Contnlning a moat lial];ltll)lo nnd ])lo.1n Diaplu.y 
ot Ur. John Good\,/in' a Self-oonviction (wtdor h1n own 
IIand-writlllB) nnd or the notorious lIorealoo. Erroura • 

. Mal1co, Prido. und lly}>oorloio ot this moot huuc Onro.­
ao.ntun.. in f'u.loly protended P1ety.; to the lomontnblo 
misleadinc of hiu too-too orodulous Ooul-aurthorod 
prooo~tes of Oolcmnn-otroot & clowhoro. • • • 1G40 • 

. 
11o.lker. Oeo. Socin1nn1st:lo: In Tho Fundamontal Point Of 

Just1fIcation, Disoovered nnd Confuted. 1640. 
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V/1111runs, Gr-r.{f:f'lth. Vlndiela.c RO~; or The GrtUld Ucbollion; 
thu.t 1s. Q, Looking-Gla.sseJ:'or ebols. oiroR. I643. ' 

5. Other Contccporar,y ~ork8 Oonecrnlnz John Goodwin: 

An Anoloectlcnll Account, of some Drothron of tho Church, 
, · \Jfieroof }Jr. JOM Goodvtin is Pastor. (On tho bellal1"e 

01" the Church.) , ,Why they oannot exootlte that Unohris­
tian and passionate CharBe. viz. Of Delivoring up their 
~nld Pastor unto Sathnn, &0. Whioh 18 imposed upon them. 
in the sixth png,o' of a lnte Printed Booke, oalled n Vin­
dioation 'of a Printed Paper, &0 •••• 1647. 

Brorm. David. Two ConferonooA Betwf,l9n Some of' tJ:lQ%!Q thp .. t 
nra callod gennrntt~ts & Indo"t)onilcntn. ConoornltlG theIr 
'(!'l1-;f"orcnt ~encntfJ: One Whereof, Vias appointed wIth Yr. 
Dnrton. and. a. nUtlbor of his Church" and tho othor, with 
Mr. John Goodt1in, and aome of hiD Church; • • • • IGCO. 

L11burn~ John. 'Jonnhs Cry Out of the r'hnlos b011f: Or, 
oortninc EpI ~tles "'"Writ oy LIou. colI. JOM r; 1burne, 
unto Lieu. Generall Cror.lVlOl1, and Ur. John Goodwin: 
Cocplo.1ninc of tho tyrn..n.ny 0.1" tho nout:oa of Lords o.nd 
COtlOlonn a.t Wostminster; and the Wlworthy dca.1ing of 
divors (of, .thoso ,Vl1.thhla that aro culled) h1D 
Frienda •••• 1647. 

3nl tor, Christopher. Sal Sc~lln: Or, n Lottor Wrl tten Fro::1 
Soi111 to Ur. Jolm GoodWin, lUnintor or tho 000po1 in 
London. 1663. . 

Three ~e8: or certain oxcollcnt now Pan1mos oomposed by 
toso threo Roverend nnd Learned. D1vines. Ur. John 
Goodwin, 1!r. Daaoser PO\'lol~ and Ur. Applctreo, sung in 
thoir oonerogntiona ••• on tho a or October, 1650, 
being n dny act a.part for tho total routing of tho 
Saota army •••• ' lGnD. 

TrUths Conflict "11th 'Error. Or, Universall RodctJption Con­
troverted, In tfiroc liubllke DlsJ)utntionn. The first 
botwoen U. John Goodwin, and U. Vnvnsour Pouol1. in 
Colotlun-stroot London. The othor tV/O between 11. John 
Goodwin. nnd"U. John Sicpson, at Alhnllowes the groat­
in ,ThfllJf}n-ntrcct: In tho presenoe of divers lUn1etors 
of tho City of London, and thousands ot othors, ••• 
1600. 

. -
Woodward, Hezck1nh. A~ You Were: Or n reduoi~ (1~ ~oss­

Ib1y any) seduc l 't ones, to Facing Q.bout. turn-hend, 
Front ueainst God. by tho Reorim1nation.Cso intended) 
upon 1!r. J. G. (Pastor of tho CI1Urch 1n Colomnnstroot) 
in point of Fi6ht1ng v.eo.inst God •••• 1644. . 
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G. Othor Primary nourocs: 

Alsop, U. A. Uelius I~9.ulrcndum. Or ~ Sobor Ina.ul1j£ Into. tho, 
Ronson1l'lBs.pf' th~ vorIous tifctu1ry. • • • lb'l~. 

Tho ancient nound~ Or L1b£!J110t Consoienoo, Tcndorl]t Stated. 
~ocrCi'tIl Isacr'"'te'(f; ElJl 1 all. tt:Indlcllted. It)45.· . .. 

Aminlus, JClr:1Qs. t1orkt1. ~rUl19lntad by Wl11inm nichola. 3 
vols. Tl1omas~'lliikcr, 1075. • . 

Arro\'1smlth. Joml. Amilln Cntec1hctlon. A Chain o~ Princi;Eles: 
Or. An o1"dorly oonciltcnc.tlon or!Clieologloo.r "IPliorismos 
r.nd E"'..cerol tntion; Whorein, The Chio:!" Itendn or Christian 
U~1161on nro Aeoorted nnd improved, Cnmbr1dgo, 1659. 

The Articlos of tho S~Od of Dort. 
A. llnclntoofi, 10 B. 

Edi ted by Thomas 3.cott. 

Da.1ll10, Robert •. The Lettors und Journnls. 3 vole, novloed 
edItion. Edlnourgh. lo4ll. 1 

'I / Bartlet. VI. XI10i'POl..q>lCX • Or A Uodol ot the Primitive Con-
IfrOlftltionlll \·IB.zr. •• • lll4? .. .. 

Daxto~., nfohaN.. Works .~. Edt ted by Willinm. Ormo. . 23 voln. 
J rune s DUllO all ~ -rGZC5' • . 

Dridee, Ti1l11am., Durroughcn, J01·., Ooodvl1n, Tho:. llYQ, Philip., 
nnd. S1mpnon, 31dro.ch. An AJ)olo#,jotlcnll Narration, Rtttlbly 
SVbml tted to tho lIonour"J.ule' Houses 01' ParnAnman'£: 1643. 

Browne, Robert. A Trontlse of' noformo.tlon W1 thout Ta;ry:iaa for 
Anie. • • • l!<Iitcd 'l)Y T: {1:~"'-orlppen. Congl'Ogn.tlano.r -
Ulstor1anl Society, 1903. 

Durnct, Gilbert. lUsto!:l o~ tUFJ Own Timo. G vols. 2d edt 
Oxford: University ~rcss, fIT~3. . 

Durton, Henry. A Vindication O:r Churcheo, CODi.1lon1l Cnlled 
Indoncndent •••• 1644. .. * , 

CalVin, John. InstltutoD of the Chrlntinn noli~ion. Trans­
luted by nellry llevorlage. 1! VOID. J'nmos Clnrxo & 00., 
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