E, EUSTON ROAD, LONDON, N.W.1
B Prien. also obtainable at the

B Book Store, 302 Arch Street, Philadelphia 6, Pa., U.S.A.
| 1954




James Nayler: a Fresh Approach

charmed and dangerous ground, a country from whose

bourne no traveller returns. All that 1 venture here is,
arst. to recall the unearthly society in which mentally, as well
25 in body, before his fall, he moved, and thus:, to rescue him
from the unsplendid isolation to which, unfairly, he is con-
demned; for James Nayler was no “‘pillar’-saint. I then seek
to recover for a central place in our understanding of him
the thing which was genuinely unusual, I would almost say
unique, about him, namely his repentance for his fall, his
admission that he had gone wrong. In the end Nayler proved
able to use not only his sufferings but his errors, terrible
though these had been, for the expression of a gospel far

truer, because saner as well as sweeter, than the gospel of
many of his contemporaries.

>k % 3 S

“What a Quaker told you of G. Fox being acquainted with

Rice John' [the Familist or ‘Proud’ Quaker of Nottingham],”
wrote Lad

C Ly Conwgy of Ragley to her friend Henry More, the
ambridge Platonist, in November 10675, “‘1s true . . . but they

Certa‘iéﬂy aﬁFH}E, that he never was of his congregation nor
“8Ted In opinion with him, and I hope we may believe the

unt they give of themselves, that they never were
ted with what

TO attempt a reassessment of James Nayler 1s to enter

Proud” Quakers of Nottingham, see Norman
Spivit i PoypsC I Fox’s Journal (Cambridge, 1911), i, 396; and
' “writan Faith and Experience (Oxford, 1946), p. 17, with

 Kegk & xviii; p o R M. Jones, Studies in Mystical Religion (London,
B T In b ‘edn. of R; ;-'-’- Henry Nicholas; and an illuminating note by
T - ~chard Hooker's Works (Oxford, 1845), i, 148, n. 59.
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1 vlour, who was then at least equall wit‘h Fox, is to
= tr;tion how much at least many of them were

from all points of Familisme, i_S plaine or glaf ﬂlg‘?‘}?‘ ﬁ:%ticl{ SO
much at the externall M@dlatmn of our Savior dﬁ({\ﬁomd
have this Mediation of his performed within onely.” “Byt
that they have emerged 1nto a greater nearnesse to the trye
Apostolick Christianity, hg g_enerously observed, “all good
Christians ought to rejoice in it.” Lady Conway was deter-
mined to be clear. “‘I think you mistook me 1n what I writt of
the Quakers,” she replied, “if I rightly remember it, for ]
never thought that none of the Familists might turne
Quakers erther at the first rising of them or since, but that

G.F. was never listed into that Sect, before his taking up of
this forme."’”

We have here, twenty years afterwards, a true reflection of
the struggle which took place in the soul of infant Quakerism:

the struggle between Familism and Apostolic Christianity.
Though at th #

was already n ton IlOt"yhe B i, JLady Conway
| .FOX,z who by 1675 was the un-
dence, a confid . filthflll_l and 1in Fox she lﬂ]ad confi-
= rfeCIPrpcated, addressing hfer as
: ; el 0Se Iace 1S se 1 S rom
isted e orid.” I,:ady Conway is rigthfc(:)WaGr.Cl? wlilnever
-e;t;i “But MOI_'e 1S right too. More could
o of James Naylour, who
ca » 1S . . . a demonstration how
- taking 0 it inctured with Familisme.”
S mzlie:;sme F?Xt: I shall adopt More's wor d
amilist: T may thus, I hope, avoid
it Seeker or alarm by calling

d 1 d
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cerve as guide. Richard Bz}}:tér, like )’Ior:e,?coulctl:
Navler. in his account of -FI‘IEHGS Baxtfsrrswd} Ts,ﬁ nlo
ception, that “Their chiet LeaiLderLjames Nay gr
¢ of Christ at Bristol, according to much ot t .
o Gospel.” He then passes on to “‘the Behmcn-ﬁ-F
Y o Opinions’ he says, g0 much toward the way o
: | ine,”” he adds caustically, “‘is to be
him that hath nothing else

ow a great deal of time 10 understand him

that was not willing to be easilyﬁ uqderstoo@, and to know
that his bombasted words do signifie nothing more than
hefore was easily known by common f_amlhar terms. Thle
was written in 1663, but was no recent judgment of ngter S;
for as early as 1654 Baxter had recognized not only N.ayler 3
leading position among Friends but his inclination to

Rehmenism or Familism and the consequent dangers.

“The chiefest” Behmenists ‘“‘in England,” Baxter says,
were “Dr. Pordage and his Family, who live together 1n
Community.” Now in 1654 Baxter had come to know ‘‘the
chief Person of the Doctor’s Family-Communion (being 2
Gentleman and Student of All-Souls in Oxford). . . . His
Mother being a sober, pious Woman, being dissatisfied with

his way, could prevail with him to suffer her to open it to
none but me. . . . Upon discourse with the young man, I
found a very good Disposition, aspiring after the highest
SAPmtual Sta:ce, and thinking that visible Communion with
mfégels was it, he much expected it, and profest in some
becafllllfe 1;to have attained it. . . . He would not dispute,
easosrf ¢ thought he knew things by a higher light than
of the Meivgn, ,EY Intuition, by the extraordinary Irradiation
brother }1} . * This young man, Thomas Bromley, and his
Severn. Thzm.y’ were Baxter's neighbours at Upton-on-
Lady Conway ‘Werg also, like Henry More, correspondents of
Writes that 'IY}; 4nd 1n one of his !ettel_‘s to her Henry Bromley
beene elect d omas “left the university when he was to have
ed fellow of All Soules in Oxford . . . as kinsman

Baxteriange (1696), ed. M. Sylvester, i. 77.

; o d Ry o X :
? 176: “Hig Zhieg fPI;_{ Baxter, The Certainty of the Worlds of Spirits (1691),

m .
has 1, ot for the SaOSEIYte’ Companion and Successor (whose name 1

Gordnnti Previously bke of his Worthy Kindred). . . .”” ““The young man”’

¢én 1dentified with Thomas Bromley; Alexander

2 5.v. Pordage, erroneously suggests Abiezer Coppe.
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to the founder” and
Pordage was
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“went to Bradfield’’* in Berkshire, where
‘hen Rector, to join the community there.,
€ ,

Baxter not only discoursed with Thomas Bromley; on
axte

May, 1654, he sent tO Henry Bromley a lengthy dis-
3 May, :

q

! f which 1s preserved
i s brother, Baxter's copy O . ol
E:Zﬁlgoﬁiioﬁgés 2t Dr. Williams’ Library.? In dealing with its
a L]

“hystory” Baxter heI:e provic}es for FaTllhsns %n :,Tnccqtn j:)f
continental Spiritualisten which (though no IAXIer's com-
ments on them) would have pleased Rufus Joge&, tor, draw-
ing on Christian Becman's Exercztfztwnes 1 heologicae, le
mentions “Kempis, Taulerus (Papists), and Lautensack
Muntzer, Schwenckfeld, Weigelius, Arndt, Stiefel, Sperber
&c.* He also mentions, which will please Dr. Sippell, “those
In Yorkshire called Grundletonians’’# and ‘“‘in New England
Mrs. Hutchinson and Mr. Wheeler.”’s Friends he refers to as
“1n Yorkshire and Lanchashire and nerer, at Stratford uppon

Avon and many
Oxfordshire
cludes with

himself already

adjoining villages between Glostershire
& Warwickshire” and elsewhere; and he con-
a reference to the ‘

nnnnn

written by th ' e And
one of those men y the Yorkshire Quakers

ide

' Conway [ et
ntiﬁcatioi of ife %r 279 Jere Thomas B

munity are missed
thlade!phians  £16

edition of Bro

romley’s identity and theé
with Pordage and his com-

- and “that Family”’
See Nils Thune, The Behmenists and the

I Bromle
(UPPS&I&, 1948 Y

)' Pp- 53 tt d - - ~n the 1002
mley’s W : . - 99 1., drawing on the preface to the 106
UptOI]. (HOt ‘\'V y ay; 11 Whlch It 1S State AP VRO Q }_‘r’_}]’fl :_lt
date of Baxter?rcester, as Thune ! d that Bromley was

' : )" 1S erth l ¥y T with the
s MS. is Sufficient to g €r's account, together wi

ismiSS the as ! . 2 left Oxford
1662 (as Thune) sertion that he le

foola ritanism (London Or 1n 1660 (as C. E. Whiting, Stuaiés
uaker; t‘-;lasse ton (Copg v Let 1931), p. 302). I cannot follow Professo
L AR eeers, p. 278, n. 1) that his brother became 2

| )' but he died in 1662 (L7 OF ¥

tfament, brs 166
Brom] e B 500 : [c. 1662]).
Opiniony’ a2, SO his br%t“’ilﬁ-ﬁg’ codorsed by Baxter ‘“To Mr. Henry
Wi 1S: 804 ey 5. COmmunjeqgasy BIOMIEY, in confutation of 01
' 1 . miSS ; dle tO - L e .:,_'_“-I_.*_;L:TL"_E*E"!-:i
s s leraria,n_ ‘o0 to publisp extr me by his mother.”’ For

acts from it I am indebted toO Dr

ch Woi—k (A . at Iarge of the whole, Ba .,ﬂ“l.
| (W?SteFdam’ 10644) all these names "';11.:
'R is most unusual for him) baxt®

. : HOZV SPI?’ZI A & 'L,;a.;:gi"-;h
“ . . n 4 i : ’ pp —:. 1 -*.*1
M) inge Hutchinsg “Med ‘“one” Dishforth of Calverl
LUy T » dll the'
; - |
Vemgfl?ther'ln‘law John Wheelwrigh! L‘“l';t
Ums (G3 €0t traced by Baxter see T. SipP*©
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ir lead! | . e & onpe S S
ﬂé?; Raxter thus associated Quakerism with Familism; and
1665, Da*tt

hough not in 1665, he was not wrong. _ o
Bromley reacheq Bradfield 01"113-*_ just 1n time; fqr lEljilﬁ“ 1N
1654 Pordage was e]ecte’d from his living, after a trial aﬂ'nf)%;t
15 celebrated as Nayler's was to be two years later. At his
trial it was objected against Pordage, with much else, that he
taught “That the Fiery Deity of Christ mingles and mixes

’

itself with our flesh”’; ““That Christ isa Type, and but a Type’’;
and “That it was a weakness to be troubled for sins.”’?
Pordage was ready with disclaimers and explanations which
may be genuine; but this was the Familist teaching, which, in
effect, Nayler did no more than act on.

Bromley was not convinced by Baxter’s disquisition. He
remained constant to Pordage after Pordage’s ejection and
later shared Pordage’s losses in the Great Fire.? In 16554 he

published anonymously a tract entitled The Way to the Sabbath
of Rest. Or, The Souls Progresse in the Work 0];ngc'mé?}’dfl'{?}"'Er."ﬁ
In this work, which confirms Baxter’s report of him,® Bromley
:c}'aces the soul’s “advance towards perfection’’, till it arrives

so far, as to enjoy almost a continual apprehension of the
presence of God, and Angels”’. ““Jesus of Nazareth (in his
glonﬁed humanity) 1S many times personally present, infusing
the tincture of his glorified body into the heart”: for “‘the

SpIrit of man is totally to be inhabited by Christ: There’s not
one weed to be left there.’’7

by Thom;;‘?fAﬁS‘;we?y Of a threefold estate of Antichrist (I.ondon, 1653},

; ]é»engfmin Nicholson and John Harwood, ‘‘Prisoners
astle’’ which contains ““‘Certaj ) =
stanc A e rcain Queries, to the sub-
3.IettZrOEOt%?igﬁgrcgstg-Shl]re Petition” drawn up by Baxter, also contains
S a e l ; —  ~ & =L L e ani
It does not Bt y Nayler written from Kellet, L.ancs., on 27 Oct.. 1652.

that Nayler was in fact o P Al o T o]
Wales at the fivae of Baxter’s{vriting_ among the Friends in North

: ffmg Trials (London, 1810), v. 539-631.
) N;)t fngvay Lattari, P: 2479.
g al out 1672, as \-’Vhiting, loc. cit.
I 1ts list of later editions of this work entered s.v. Bromley, the Brit.

Thf};(f;;; i?l}c?l'toﬁmdud'e the anon. first edition, which is entered s.v. Way.
Isaac Pon; 1S nirst edition at Friends House is bound up with tracts by
Ington but the owner was presumably not a Friend, since “Esgq."”’

after Penington’s name.

aPP:-ars on the spine
S On p 48 occurs the word “irradiation’’ which Baxter reported of his

7
Fim;},Pp' /> 23, 48, and advertisement to reader. I cannot follow A. Malloch,
*Cn and Baines (Cambridge, 1917), p. 64, in including Bromley in “a group

' N Or'! W ag ~ 1 1"'.' = 1¢ 1N
1g seducers now in North W ales.”’* In 1654, as 1n
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Bromley clearly flies high. He is
Of (4 S ‘ }"ﬂ by ; ok |
JE.SI%‘; of Nazareth” and to allow the NECessity of ma: (
aon.” In a comparable contemporary tract The gle-dla“ thereby 127
im;‘)el }to Spiritual Canaan. Wherein I discovey'd sef«rgmga;rn; S has quit
ests short of the true Shiri | b i hie L
L of the true Spiritual coming of Christ iy J, "

however, Carefy] tq Writ
.

| - . _ | 18 | ' 11¢
there is a perceptible heightenine. In this work - e e o
treat two of the “ . 7 WOTK the authg, One WOl
S as two of the “false Rests through which men must hich his
pass be_for§ coming to the “true Rest” first, “the Knowledge ;]Vad read, @
of Christ in the Flesh Either considered, as he is declared iy it was not

Types and Figures under the Law, or as he assumed Nature

'.!-_1| \

upon him; and so consequently died at Jerusalem” and
secondly, “the Gospel-Faith of Jesus Christ (as Men call it)”,

The “true Rest” he describes as “‘a carrying forth of the

Creature, out of the Creature, into the Place where he had his

hrst Being”” and as “the centring up of a spiritual Place, not
made, not created, but a being of himself, stands by himself,
having his dependency upon none else.”’”

The author of this work, which was first published mn
1648, Robert Wilkinson, had been a captain in the army and
In 1651 was “‘a Preacher . . . about Totnes,”’3 evidently with
Familist leanings. In 1655 he was in Ireland among Friends,
to whom he appeared to be “a man that had received some
Mumination, but too much a stranger to that silent and
humble waiting in the divine Light, which would mortify
the carnal will.” Rutty tells how when Wilkinson was preach-
Ing at Limerick a Friend interrupted him with the words

_Serpent, be silent!” (much as Fox was to speak to Rice
Jones): whereupon Wilkinson ‘‘was carried out of the Meet-

8 . . . and from that time ceased Preaching any more,
and became foolish in the latter end of his days.”’* This did not

prevent the reappearance of his book in 1703 under the

anSW’CI'ed b
Fitzpane 11
Christ 18 N
representatl
of Faith.™*
book are V
have done w
their bearin;
A furthe
Baxter® and
Taylor, soon
John Evely:
from Lisneg
a new sect
refers to wh

Drayton, W
“did starte
pursuance o
give unto Gg
tion of deg

~* The ref. o
this is a reprint :
extant. For T. S
which, appropr
combe, Oxford I

* C. Leslie,

3 For Fullw

Seée J. 1. Dredge
22-29,

4 op. cit., ta

e cf. F. Hil

Tclllﬁh denial of ;

and his family,

Church must r
mysticism "’

5 Rel. Baxt.,
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hn‘mim of the (,}il;l_l{.a*i‘ woman publisher, lace 'WIC,

thereby lending St rength to the charge made in 1702 that
work of Henry Nicholas ‘“‘the Father of the FFamily ot Lov
~_has quite through the Quaker phyz nd mien. that twin
are not more alike. *

One wonders how much of this Famihist theolog thou
which his ‘‘carriage at Bristol is hardly intelligible, Nayle
had read, and how much was simply “1n th aar’ . Of coun

i+ was not left unanswered. Wilkinson. for instance,

answered by Francis Fullwood 3 then Rector of Staple
Fitzpaine in Somerset, who insisted that ‘“The Person ol
Christ is not a Form, Type and Shadow onely, or a bare

representation of his spirit’’ but is “'the Object and Medium
of Faith.”* The opening words of the title of Fullwood's
book are Vindiciae Mediorum & Mediatoris. Nayler would
have done well had he come upon these words and considered
their bearing.’

A further group of Familist writers 1s mentioned both by
Baxter® and in another correspondence, that between Jeremy
Ta}flor, soon to be Bishop of Down and Connor. and his friend
John Evelyn. “I perceive here,”” Taylor writes 1n April 1659
from Lisnegarvy (as Lisburn was then called), ‘“that there 1s
a new sect rising in England, the Perfectionists.” He then
refers to what he calls the “triumvirate’” of divines, Thomas

prfiytmh William Parker and Robert Gell, who, he s:
‘did starte some very odde things; but especially one, 1n
pursuance of the doctrine of Castellio, that it is possible to
give unto God perfect unsinning obedience, & to have perfec-

he again

tion of degrees in this life.” 1wo months later he ag

| B .
as the date of the edition of which
ra +t0O Dhe

I "
The ref. on the titlepage to 1660 L
he only edition which appear

this is a reprint is perhaps a slip for 1650, t ol
extant. For T. Sowle, see this Journal, x1, 48 f. lace was @ 17th-century namse
which, appropriately, “survived only among the Quakers @ It. Lr. With}
combe, Oxford Dict. of English Christian Names (Oxford, 1945), S-V-

2 : : | VL

C. Leslie, Works (Llondon, 1721), 11, 009.

3 For Fullwood, an author ol some importance of IBCt
see J. I. Dredge, A Few Sheaves of Devon Bibliography, 1 (Fiymouts
22-290,

+ op. cit., table of contents.

¥ 3 ¢f. F. Hildebrandt, Irom Luth
The denial of mediation must logica
and his family, must affect the central
Ch“mh. must result in the ‘solitary

mysticism.”’
® Rel. Baxt., i, 78.

D.N.B.,

not included 1n
. 18089),

(London, 1951), p- I00:

1al ot the medi1ato!
;\tl}{’l:"‘lllt‘H'L and the
of all

ey to Wesley
lly lead to the der

IiOCtrTnCH of the | 1
religion’, which i1s the matik
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mentions “‘the Perfectionists dryly cOMmenting: «

you say right that they take in Jacob Behmen_ T)ut t?flﬁﬁ.{l
upon another account, & they understand him ag i
their children’s imperfect language: something bY e
much by fancy.”* With two of these writers Friende o

themselves in dispute; for an early sermon of Dy Gell |

preached before the Socliety of Astrologers, tell under Foxz

all-seeing eye,” while Dr. Drayton, who from 16
was Rector of Abbot’s Ripton in Huntingdo

neighbour village to King’s Ripton, where in 1660 Nayler
was buried in Thomas Parnell’s ground, was i

with James Parnell.? Their “Perfectionist’’ writing, |

together with a work by another member of Dr Pordage’s
community, Robert Everard, was answered not by Friends

but by none other than Fox’s old disputant, ‘“Priest”
Stephens of Fenny Drayton.*

' Diary of John Lvelyn (London, 1906), ed. H. B. Wheatley, iii, 254,

258. C. J. Stranks Life and Writings of Jeremy Taylor (London, 1952),

PP. 196 f., discusses these letters and their subject, but provides little
elucidation.

= Gell's_ Stella Nova (London, 1649) is the first of several works animad-
verted on in Fox’s Here Aye Seveval Queries (London, 1657). For Gell, see

D.N.B., s.v.; W. Penn. Judgs and the Jews ([London], 1673), p. 30, marginal
note; and note 4 below]. J ( 1, 1673), p- 3

ding to Truth (1655; not found by J. Smith,

Bibliotheca Anti- uakeriana (Lond t located by D.
Wing, Short-Title Catarina (London, 1873), pp. 9, 156, but loc y

¢ Lalalogue . . . 1641-1 00, 1, (New York, 1945), 468, at

ggﬁfgi“ gnd Lrinity College, Cambridge)7 was axgswered by James Parnell’s
Walker B caa Cut off (London, 1655). For Drayton, see A. G. Matthews,
evised (Oxford. 1948), p. 206; and next note. C. Fell Smith, [fames

» 1906), p. 88, who names him Ray, calls him a Baptist, for

: Sesilof fasting discussed later in this paplfr
! s allo e oi0go | for the
t that Parnell died fﬁd by Quaker hablCJbI'E.lpht.i‘I'S 0 *

' : through his wilful re ecting of his
PIovision” 54 Which the Quakeress * : | ‘

. In obedience unto a
Was also charged with Familism: see
. ot’'s Rj » 1656). Parnell’s dis uting with the
relative of hig, thoy 'Pton suggests that Thomas Parnel] mal?v haie been a

), unless he married twice
Ihomas Parnell of Ripton

ment of the |
who in the pr
Congregation
is signed W.
Lee [D.N.B.]
Learned Dr.
which is on G
p. 158) and t
for a Season.’
(Cambridge,
became a Ro
see D.N.B.: ¢
For the s:
Friends may
Community a
to Severely b
“‘appears to
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That Christ was “a 1ype, and but a Type"; and that 1t

was possible for man “totally to be inhabited by ﬁ“jf-"ﬂ:.u:;a,ﬁj
«out of the Creature”, "having dependence upon none,  In
“perfect unsinning obedience:” such was the I amilist teach-
ing which diverted Nayler ‘fr‘om .Apoatnhcﬂ C ,t_a_z'gs;ih]_;fl.mi:ﬁ,: az;d
which. with a simplicity divine if also naive, he sought to
put into practice. I Christ could fast forty days, for instance,
so (in union with Christ) could he; and he did live

’~

lve ''some
ffteen or sixteen days,” he said, “‘sustained without any
other food except the Word of God”." Or again, 1f Christ
could raise from the dead, so (in union with Christ) could he;
and did so, if what Dorcas Erbury said was to be beheved.?

Nor, in attempting such behaviour, to turn now to this,
was Nayler either alone or original, any more than in the
thought which 1t expressed. There was Sarah Wight, for
nstance, who in the spring of 1647 was believed to have

e — i ——— e — = = = —e —— - — —= ———

Protestant Doctrine according to Robert Gell, An Essay towards the Amend-
ment of the last English Translation of the Bible (London, 1659), p. 797,
who in the preface refers to Drayton and Parker among ‘“‘my friends.”” In the
Congregational Library copy of The Late Assembly, the ep. ded. in which
1s signed W. Parker, a MS. note in a 17th-century hand reads: ““Dr. Fran
{:ee [D.N.B.] says that the true Author of this book was the famous And
Wi?}rﬁe_d Dr. Robj:_.- Gell, D.D.” Gell’s Essay consists of sermons, the first of
Ich 1s on Gen. iii, 15, a text “‘primary in Fox’s thought’’ (my Holy Spirit,
{3- 158) and 15}‘16 last on I John i, 8, entitled ‘“Some Saints not without Sin
‘ér a Season.”’ I cannot follow H. J. Cadbury, George Fox’s ‘Book of Miracies
%)ei;nbrldge, 1048), p. 2, in calling Gell “orthodox’’. Robert Everard later
S f)n ® a Roman Catholic and was then controverted by Francis Howgill:
¢¢ D.N.B.; Smith, op. cit.; Rel. Baxt., i, 77 {.
Frie]i;?ir the sake of completeness, the relations of two other Familists with
Cn S may be noted here. Thomas Tany, another member of Pordage's
¢ Mmunity at Bradfield, who ‘“was taken for a Quaker’’ (D.N.B.), was written
..0 Severely by Fox (see Ann. Cat., 23,201A and 191A). Roger Crab, who
( BPII;B%IS to have had some relations with the Philadelphian Society
for;!hé; ), wrote A Tender Salutation: Or, The Substance of a Leltey giver
called Y the Rationals, to the Despised Remnant, and Seed of God, i» the Peopie
S&l: Quakers (1659). signed ‘‘Rowedger Criop, Q.””: the Quaker George
6 €I wrote An Answer to Roger Cvabs Printed paper to the Quakers (London,
1059); and Crab retorted with Gentle Corrvection for The High-flown Backshider
- being A General Answer . . . to some Queries, and Defamations thrown ol
Y the fuvious Spirit in some of the People called Quakers against the Rationalls
(1659)- The only known copies of these tracts by Crab, which were not
known to Smith and ‘“‘not seen’’ by Gordon, D.N.B., 5.v. Crab, are in the
'I:Ienry E. Huntington Library; Friends House has photostats. The word
Rationals”” in Crab’s titles is noteworthy. Gordon's suggested identifica-
tion of the Crab in Nayler’s following at Bristol with Roger Crab is erroneous,
thl? was a Robert Crab known from other Quaker sources (see W. C. Braith-
Waite, The Beginnings of Quakerism (London, 1923), P- 253, n. 1).

: e £ ot | Q
' [John Deacon), The Grand Impostor Examined (L.ondon, 1650), P- 1
2 ““After 1 had been dead two daies’’: ibid., P- 34

530 "","fﬂ'itrdlh-m
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fasted for ﬁft}f'-thre*e days with “ng outward gyt
but onely two, or three. or f

= . nElIl; ' A d
QUL CUps of fair water .., ot all
(1 ! 1 ~ ‘3 \ {i L"r a.l, 8 ¢ vy o )

When asked “Do you take no food>” oy

L.
| SIE replied v
feed on Jesus Christ: he is my dayly food he fo ds ma o ]
: : : e A e unti
himself, and he is full of satisfaction ” “"Her Brot} -
aloud to her, to take somew]

_ : 1 ' “-"*);-i.i.,“
1at to refresh her 1 o
said, “ I am so full of the Creator, that I now

of the Creature.” “I do eat,” she told Dr.

doctor, who was also later to visit N ayler in prison),* “byt it's
meat to eat that the world knows not of, but those that tast
of 1t: his words were found, and I did

eat them.” “God hath
given me Christ to feed upon,” she said on another occasion
“‘and his flesh is meat indeed, and his blood drink Indeed. He

glves me not cups full: but he hath me into his wine-celler, and
fills me with flaggons.’’?

Or there was the similar case
January, 1654, 1a

eating nor drinki

_ ANJHE
Coxe, (Baxter's

of Anna Trapnel, who in
y for twelve days, “‘the first five days neither

ng anything more or less, and the rest of the
eat a very little toast in

, or had any self end in it to be singular
beyond what was meet’’

_ —a winningly Nayleresque touch—
It was answered me, no, for thou shalt every way be sup-
Plyed in bod 11

, and I found a continual fulnfesg 1
my stomack and the taste of divers sweet meats and delicious

e time, however, their
, bringing a crowd of ministers,

great ladies to their bedsides, where
almost be said t_o have held court. Now unfor-

- g not surprising] Navler fo an entree
Into this sort of Society in Longdjcg;l v =g

[

I v » Doting for the last that Sarah
eting house * Version; A A% i

3 [A - for Song of Solosnon, ii,
Nna Trapne]
TraPIlel, cf. my EIS};J Sg::; Cry of q Stone

“.P.88,n.6 (1654). pp. 1 1.
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Fell 1in November, 1655, "'l had a meeting at a

) \flﬂrr-;aret | q | : | ¥
;[to;qe :allcd Ladyv Darcy 's; many We€rIe there from the Court
ome called lords (as it is said), divers ladies.

One of those present on that occasion was Sir Harry Vane;

and “very loving to Friends”’ he was, Nayler wrote of him,
“hut drunk with imaginations”, When Fox met Vane later,
he found him ‘‘vaine & high & proude & conceited’”’ and “‘was
moved of ye Lord to sett ye seede Christ Jesus over his
heade’”’, a phrase which Fox uses also of his parting with Rice
Jones, the “Proud” Quaker, whom likewise Fox found
“vain’’ .2 “There 1s a mountaine of earth & imaginations uppe
in thee”’, Fox told Vane. Imaginations: this too was Fox's
word for Rice Jones: it was also his word for Nayler.? What 1t
means is suggested by a modern biographer of Vane when he
writes that “Vane's theological opinions were largely
influenced by the mystical writings of Jacob Boehme.* 1he
suggestion is borne out by a letter from Edward Burrough
to Vane, a copy of which has survived, in which Burrough
endeavours valiantly to set Vane right “‘concerning restora-

?_!:;.

tion & regeneracon whereof wee were speaking. -

| Sir Harry Vane’s wife was a Wray, a cousin of the Sir
Richard Wray who, Fox tells us, “runn out”, like Nayler;®
she was also a cousin by marriage of the Hothams who

translated Boehme. Vane’s mother was a Darcy, so that
probably Lady Darcy, at whose house Nayler's meeting was

I Swarthmore MSS., 3, 80; pr. in Letfers &c. of Eayly Friends (London
1841), ed. A. R. Barclay, pp. 38 {.

2 Journal, ed. Penney, i, 314; ed [.. Nickalls 337 following
: = | - ’ ‘ ’ . - . il ' » "_31 | &(“’LLO!&I C"
edition by Ellwood. i " ) B

3 Journal, ed. Penney, i, 313, I1, 243.
4 John Willcock, Life of Sir Henry Vane the Youngey (London, 1913/,

P. 254; so also Sir Charles Firth in D.N.B.. following T. H. Green, Works, 111,
(1888), 295; Firth remarks that Vane had been influenced by Anne} Tutchin-
son and John Wheelwright, following Baxter, who also places Vane with

Nayler, Pordage and Gell (Rel. Baxt., 1, 74 1i.).

5 Copy in Ellwood MSS. (Friends House), ii, 27 ff.; also 1n Penn-Forbes
MSS. (Pennsylvania Hist. Soc.), 11, 112. Burrough insists on the difference
between restoration to the first state of perfect mnocency, which may die
an‘? regeneration to the birth immortal that is heir of the kmgdom of God
which shall never die, although both restoration and regeneration are per-

formed by the same, even Christ.

6 Journal, ed. Penney, 1, 150, 243.
John Smyth, the Se-baptist.

o

Her grandfather had been a patron ©Of

| -' m}ﬁh!‘l grgmm
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held, was also of Vane’s tamily.* What IS Sjon;
whether related to Vane or not, Lady D

at AnnaTrapnel’s bedside;? and with her were Colone] Wi
West,3 the friend of Judge Fell who D :

Lancaster Assizes Colonel Robert Bennet ¢
himself not uniriendly to Fox at Launceston,
William Sydenham 5 who spoke boldly for N

Further, Lady Vermuyden, the wife of the
the fens,® who is named nex

nd these Familist groups. A year earlier

of Pordage’s community at
d published a tract entitled Of the Internal

Darcy, Essex, from whicE Sir
Lady Dorsett’’, married Efb'oniel
)3 . enne > ., HS i§ 1 a
arcy’ and who in Pennev’e 2% » 117), whom Ellwood ca g

LN Braithwaite’s becomes ‘‘Lady
ne wonders if Fq F0 NICkE?‘llS edn., p.

told him
claimed T
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Earl was
sent him
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anad LEierna : T e Tl
and «+he Perfectionists’’, Jeremy Taylo

John Evelyn about

\IOtej * . " T | . )
‘-oose are none of that number.”” Pembroke was friendly

O ) 9 (¢ . ° e 8 5 _Lr_?r e )
however, with at least one of Taylor’s “triumvirate”, Dr. Gell;

tor Gell (once again) was a correspondent of Lady Conway's

el

.nd in one of his letters to her reports how Pembroke hac
told him of a visit to Matthew Coker, an enthusiast whe
claimed prophetical revelations and healing powers and from
whom the Earl said he “‘had received much good. That the
Earl was also in touch with Friends appears from a letter
sent him by Fox, in terms with which we are now familiar:
“Friend,” Fox wrote, “thow art to high [like Vane] grobling
in the things that bee Earthly . . . and art Rash and hasty,
and birktle [brittle] . . . and art mixt in the philosiphy, who
tells of saturn, wher dost thow Ever Read that Ever moses
the prophetts Christ or the Apostles, Ever spake such a
work?’’4¢ To this the Earl is known to have replied; but
unfortunately the letter is lost.’

Another case of fasting, and one which may have been

known to Nayler from its location not far from his old home,
was that of Martha Hatfield of Laughton-en-le-Morthen,
In Yorkshire, who for ‘““about 17 dayes’” in 1652 “‘took no
food all this time, but onely washt her mouth (as was said)
twice a day”. She too had her visitors, among them ‘“‘one of
those commonly called Quakers” and also Lady Lambert,
whose husl:?and knew Nayler personally and spoke on his
beha}f at his trial, whose daughter-in-law was ‘“‘almost quite
i:arrled away by the Quakers’’, and whose son-in-law was
ater Governor of Pennsylvania.® Martha herself, however,

S

I See Thune op cit S _ ,

. , 0p. cit., p. 51, printing a passage from Richard Roach's
?ﬁgﬁﬁ H; Rawl. MSS., D 833, in Bodleian; and p. 52, n. 3, plausibly attribut-
50, & IS tract to the 5th Earl instead of to the 3rd Earl, as B.M.C. Pordage's
amuel became the Earl’s chief steward: c¢f. D.N.B., s.v. Sam. Pordage.

* loc. cit.; it is tempti ‘o - - |
i pting to suppose that by “Lady Wildgoose Taylor
Meant his new patron’s wife, Lady Conway.

3 Conway Letters, P. 99.

4 :
Cadb Etting Early Quaker Papers (Pennsylvania Hist. Soc.), 37; Pr. by H. ].
vai‘érY, Swarthmore Documents in America (London, 1940), pp. 36 L., who
des further evidence of Pembroke’s association with Friends.

3 Aun. Cat., 100C.

od ® ¢f. DN.B., s.v. John Lambert; Diary of T homas Burion (London, ! 828).
m?gghT' Rutt, i, 33; Note Book of the Rev. Thomas Joliy, ed. H. Fishwick
' am Soc., new series, xxxiii), p. 30.

I Nature of Man in Christ.t Later, in the letter to

“T think L. Pembroke & Mrs. Joy, & the Lady Wild-
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would have no truck with Friends. When “her Fathe
there was a Shoe-maker in the Town, but he was 2 ():ﬂl,

she asked what that was? it was answered, he was ope ..
sleights Ministers, and Gods Ordinances: She r(:l)licq(lj '-j':it

i y ol)P

would have no Quakers Shoes then. . . . They say I ap ,
Quaker, and to convince them, that I am not, I wi]] have ng

dealings with them’ "’*—interesting evidence, incidentally of
Quaker penetration, probably from the nearby Tickhill

Richard Farnworth’s home, which Fox had recently visited
on his way to Pendle Hill.

On one occasion: Sarah Wight said, “Now I have been
four days in the grave, with Lazarus, and now I am risen to
hive with Jesus Christ for ever in glory.”’? On this the editor of
her story interpolates the gloss ‘‘she having been four yeers
In deep despair,” thus providing an illustration of what
Alexander Gordon means when he says? of Nayler’s aﬂegq}l
raising of Dorcas Erbury that this was ‘‘ranter language*
for reviving her spirits. Anna Trapnel, however, tells how

“my body still grew weaker and weaker, and the Sent'of’ rdea_.d
souls turned out of the grave was still in my nostrils”, tll}
~one Captain Harris prayed by me, and in that prayer I e
mightily strengthened in believing and could not but Saz‘j
Lord, why may not I be raised now . . . and no sooner did Go \
Say arise, walk, but I was lifted up by the power of the most
high God from my bed and I called for my clothes, all pain
was ceased, the Fever left me.”’* Here it appears that the
language of “‘raising” could be used for what we should more

1:13’(111‘&113] call “recovery” from an illness physical at least 11
1ts manifestations.

Raising” did not always, however, mean no more thal

depre:ssion or disease. In February, 1057, a?
made literally to raise from the dead a youlls

this wor‘k, of whiclf t1 s H_/z'se Vi”gf”l (LOndon, 1653), PP. I, 8, 54, 149, 1 57 £

'Sr¢ 1S no copy at Friends House, seems to have cscapifj
For Martha Hatfield see further’D N BQ uaker’s visit is dated 7 June, 1052

Principal has kindly allowed

: din D.N.B., “but the poor
able of doing 0 subsequently to the au -

thorities, even

we may :
end of Na
she laid ]
hands.” 3 .
part of El
words, ‘‘ac
of the His
“Dorcas, :
style hard
Mercurius
Worcester

-Kiddermai

took place
of Friend
immediate
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eriend, william Pool, who had Cf)l]i}i‘liijitr{l Lélliiﬂiﬂd{*; ;{r 1}*{1
anhke Sarah \\ilght or Anna Trapnel}_ the mm an *.,:,ju.u nliui ¢
the attempt, Susannah Pearson, was a Ji*llfj.l;lgfiﬁ and _ (,u_;r‘__l.-j
tinued to be one.” 4‘& C.011ter11}101“£11‘}“ account of a.r..}J:-; case was
sent by 1homas Willan of Kendal to George r'ox. 1n ‘rim:'»;
.ccount, which Fox (probably later) endorsed “mad whim-
ey, using a word he also applies to Rice Jones, Willan
writes that Pool’s mind “‘run out’’—Fox’s phrase for Nayler
and Sir Richard Wray. Willan also enables us to see what
Susannah Pearson was after; for he says that she “imitated
the prophet.”’? The same point 1s intended in Willan's source,
the account in the news-sheet Mercurius Politicus, in an 1ssue,
we may note, which follows one with a reference to the
end of Nayler’s story; for it is there recorded that “some say,
she laid her face upon his face, and her hands upon his
hands.”® Susannah Pearson, that is to say, was acting the
part of Elisha in II Kings iv, 34, just as Nayler, in Baxter's
words, “‘acted the part of Christ at Bristol, according to much
of the History of the Gospel,” or, in the particular of saying
“Dorcas, arise,” the part of Peter in Acts ix, 40. Though the

style ha_rdly suggests it, it is conceivable that the account 1N
Mercurius Politicus was from Baxter’s hand. Claines, near
Worcester, the scene of the ghastly fiasco, is not far from

‘Kidderminster, and Baxter was certainly aware of what

took place; for he refers to it more than once.* In his account
pf Friends, indeed, Baxter mentions Susannah Pearson
Immediately before Nayler; and if he saw Nayler's behaviour
as but an extension of Susannah’s he was not mistaken.

| My purpose, so far, has been to set Nayler more fairly 1n
hls an‘text. To us his ““acting the part of Christ’’ 1n fasting,
In raising from the dead, in the acceptance of Messianic
honours,® as also the high-flying Familist Christology and

' See G. Fox, Short Journal (Cambridge, 1925), ed. N. Penney, p. 375

J * Swarthmore MSS., 1, 217, pr. by H. J. Cadbury, George Fox's ‘Book of
Miracles’, B- I3. )

3 Mercurius Politicus, no. 351, p. 7640; repr. ibid., p. 15, |
& * R. Baxter, The Reasons of the Christian Religion (1607), P. 426; 1he
ertainty of the Worlds of Spirits (1691), p. 175.
> Rel. Baxt., i, 77.

: > As part of the background, James I's frequent comparisot of himsell
With Christ may be recalled. It is also notable that when on 23rd May, I mt?.
u}ﬁ Stadtholder Maurice entered Amsterdam, “'a welcoming placard greeted
. venit in nomine Der’’. A . W. Harrison,

Um as the new Messiah; Benedictus qut
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sbedience to the Light after it had once been fqll}' aﬂi‘:cqg'&:edﬁ .
He thus rdded a much neec}ed Ciurrectwe, m_a}_ﬂng ‘i‘h e (?_griq;}.,l-;is—r [
gospel at once saner and humbler. I conclude with a briet
presentation of his message. | ity L

In one of the two works commended by DBraithwaite,
Nayler refers revealingly to “the beginning of the work of a
new creature . . . yet was not the work done and finished in
me already . . . yet was there a great work todoimnme ... I
found by dayly experience that my salvation was not com-
pleat.” He had not put on Christ ““at once,”” he writes, “but in
the light of Faith I saw I was so to run as to win him before
[ could put him on. This was not done all at once.”* Nayler
has clearly been reading Romans and Galatians: for Nayler,
as for Paul, temptation still continues, and struggle against
temptation. In a tract about temptation which was not
reprinted in the volume of his collected works he remarks
that “The greatest and best gifts a man or creature may
recetve from God are accompanied with the chiefest and
worst temptations.”’* So in his own experience he had found
that “the greatest enemies were yet within me . . . the
motions of sin did still work from the old ground and root”’;
and “that ground was but removed as I grew in Christ and he
In me, and as I came to learn him.”’4

| Hence the need not only for repentance and confession—and
O!" he cries, “that I may never hide thy Praise by covering
my Sin or Shame!’’>—but for perpetual watching and struggle.
FOY “the Soul is not safe while sin lives’® and ‘““wheresoever
It enters by consent, it is hardly got out again; and if it be,
1t 1s not without much Sorrow; and this I have found 1n the
Depth.”” Hence “Let none be too confident in selfs work and
approbation . . .”’ he writes, ‘“‘but let such that think they
Stand, take heed least they fall.””® For “There 1s the strong
Man to be bound, before the Babe can reign’’ and ‘‘the strong

. T0.C, Watkins. Shiritual A utobi hv from 1649 to 1660, p. 171; 1 am
indebted to M- s, Spiritual Autobiography fi 49

Watkins for permission to quote from this London U niver-
Sity M.A. thesis.

* What the Possession of the Living Faith is (1659), pp- 5, 6, 12, I1L.
* How the ground of Temptation is in the heart of the Creature (s.a.), P- 4-
* What the Possession of the Living Faith is, pp. 12, 0, 24,
> Toall the Dearly Beloved People of God (s.a., T€pT., I 659), P- 3-
® What the Possession of the Living Faith s, p. 13.
: Toall the People of the Lord (1659), PP- 3f.
How the ground of Temptation is in the heart, p. 7-
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S is 3 captive again under the power of darkp;essg, Sj._ﬁ a;nii death,
peri. vet “God . . . did not fgrsake his Captive 1n the Night, even
1€ tq <hen his Spirit was daily provoked and erieved.”’? Further,
*SUs teedom from a spirit of condemnation of others was
) ihé something which Nayler himselt had never lost, again even
thiy] in the heart of his sufferings.’ Consequently, he urges Friends
hing to put away ‘‘that which the enemy hath cast long upon the
children of light (to wit) want of love,” and instead to put on
- Christ: to put on Christ \
and so plentifully that you may have [wherewith] to cast Lot
1ce.” over a brothers nakednesse, a garment of the same love,
bt who came from above to lay down his life for his
d).’": enemies, and of the same power, who can forgive sins,
aF of and offences, above seven times a dav, beholding each \
od to others with that good eye which waits for the soul
B and not for the sinne, which covers, and overcomes
S le the eyﬂ with the good. . . giving more abundant honour
iled. to him that lacketh, that in the body be no schisme,
that) nor defile one another, nor keep alive a Brothers
hath ﬁ“qmt}", nor blot out the name, and appearing of the
+ the t 1(])lj,fLseecfi in the least . . . and tl.le appearance shall be 5
e Lords. . : and . . . at his coming shall he . . . correct "
| GYely fa}se judgment, and that which ensnares the
vl tl}i simple will he cast out.*
ste d Con:fz;[igﬂ;l: Plzii q&mta}’iion, its loose syntax _efft":ctively
e not powering émotion \i, Ly ISOmE*tlmes does, its writer's over-
oy BN Botter tha’n 1?el’lfla.},f eave our Friend. Fo;r now no one
7 he true “acting the P & C?f _p;',e’acl_les more _passwnatgly, the
¢ all, Xiii. Had Nayler lived t;ls —in the spirit of / sznﬂumz-s
qvler Which he was beginni ,t e corrective to Qu;tl_{er tl}‘eol_qu
“that into the “greatgr : ng to supply might have led thw boc_m‘ty
d be tianity” which Mor ea&‘ngsse to the true Apogt_ohf:k Chr_l_s—
aken balan e desired. But he did not live; and the
a ceé between Fox and Nayler, so tragically lost by 3

N

&}%er’s fall, was not retrieved.
. c_fi) Speak of balance where Nayler 1s concerned sounds on
adoxical. Yet theologically Nayler did in his last years =

" Tothe Life of God in All, p. 1.

: Glory to God Almighty (s.a.), pp. 2 f.
¢f. To the Life of God in All, p. 5.

* A Message from the Spirit of Truth (1658), pp. 8f.
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