
A D D R E S S BY DR. W I L L I A M G. B R A U D E 

The Head Waters of Soul-Liberty 
J . JF.ROME H A H X , late Justicc of the Supreme Court of Rhode Island, 

used to speak with great joy and delight of the spot where we arc now 
assembled. He used to say that the spring, where in 1636 Roger Williams 
landed, was and is one of the truly hallowed spots on this continent. 
All of us here share, I believe, this conviction. 

Jerome Hahn used to take pride in this spot because it was he who 
bought the land from the descendants of Jacob Scagravcs, its last private 
owners. He bought the land for the purpose of donating it together with 
the spring upon it, to the people of Providence. The waters of this spring 
were once reserved in perpetuity for the free use of the citizens of this 
community. But for many years these waters together with the spring 
from which they came have become inaccessible. And so in 1928, 
Jerome Hahn donated the land as a public park in memory of his 
father Isaac Hahn, the first citizen of Jewish faith to be elected to oflicc 
by the voters of Providence. 

Jerome Hahn's gift was an act both of gratitude and homage—grati-
tude to the people of Rhode Island who honored him as well as his 
father with officcs of public trust; and homage to the spirit of Roger 
Williams who first in this hemisphere transformed liberty from a private 
luxury into a commodity available to all, high and low, Protestant and 
Papist, Pagan and Jew, indeed to all comers, even to the Quakers the 
lowest of the low, hunted and proscribed in the Seventeenth Century, 
the Communists if you will of that era. 

But away from preaching and back to the facts. At the bidding of 
Jerome Hahn, the late Norman M. Isham, F.A.I .A. of Wickford, de-
signed the present terrace, well-curb and steps where we arc now 
gathered. 

And now at the risk of repeating things which are pretty well known 
let me review briefly the larger history of this spot which marks the 
beginning of the greatest chapter in the life of Roger Williams. 

Enemies of Roger Williams used to describe him as " a dangerous 
intruder and an agent of mischief" possessed with the joy of quarrel, a 
mere weathercock constant only in his inconstancy (Sec Brockunicr, 
Roger Williams 7 3 - 7 4 ) ; a haberdasher of small questions, a gadfly, a 
troubler in Israel. With such a record of nonconformity and lawlessness, 
Roger Williams got to these shores in the nick of time. T h e acts on the 
statute books of our own day directed against agitators, subversives and 
dangerous characters would surely have kept Roger Williams out. He 
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would never have gotten past McGarran's gimlet eye. Roger Williams 
would have been denied a visa, constituting as he did a threat to the 
security of any state—a threat even to the security of the newly estab-
lished Bay Colony from which he was—rightly I think—about to be 
deported. But he fled from Salem to what is now Phillipsdale in East 
Providence, just across the Seekonk River. Governor Winslow of the 
Plymouth Colony sent him the friendly warning that he was still within 
the power of those who had decreed his banishment. And so in a canoe 
Roger Williams accompanied by young Thomas Angell crossed the 
Seekonk to a spot now at the lower end of Gano Street. At that spot, it 
is said, a band of Indians standing on a slate rock greeted Roger Williams 
with the words "What Cheer Netop," an Anglo-Indian way of saying 
"How are you friend?" Roger Williams asked the Indians where in the 
vicinity a spring of fresh water was to be found. They told him, around 
the point, which we now call Fox Point. And so he paddled into the 
great Salt River, now called the Providence River, past the cove now 
filled in, and occupied by much of the Down Town area, to this spot. 
An old account describing this area speaks of "the flashing and sparkling 
of a spring at the foot of a hill which rose shaggv with trees, and precipi-
tated from the cast shore" (The EvenijigStar, February 15, 1900) . The 
spring was set in moss and backed by sylvan shades; and Roger Williams 
remembering the kindness that had been done him in his distress called 
the place Providence. From this center Providence, the city in which we 
live, has developed in four directions. Across the street now called North 
Main, there were laid out in long narrow lots much like matches in a 
matchbox, the home lots of the first twelve admitted into equal owner-
ship of the land. These lots extended in length to the Road at the head of 
the lots, which road we now call Hope Street. Roger Williams' own 
house stood southeast of this spot nearest to the spring. At the foot of 
W aterman Hill stood the first town house of Providence where from 
time to time Roger Williams presided over the freemen of the town. 
The mill which ground the corn for the town was nearby. It was owned 
by John Smith, and the miller's name has been perpetuated in Smith 
Hill and Smith Street. 

Because Rhode Island was from the very beginning of things a lively 
—not a theoretical but a lively experiment in liberty, it enjoyed a 
poor reputation among its neighbors. The neighbors in New Amster-
dam and in the Bay Colony used to describe the home of Roger Williams 
as "the receptacle of all sorts of rifT-rafT people and . . . nothing else than 
the sewer of New England." Rhode Island was of course nothing of the 
sort. As a matter of fact, lawless men who strayed from the straight and 
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narrow, whose conduct was a nuisance or a menace, were dealt with 
summarily. Indeed not far off, where Constitution Hill is now, there 
once stood the town jail, pillory and stocks. 

But my task here is not to defend the good name of Colonial Rhode 
Island. It is the spring where we stand, the spring whence Providence 
grew that engages our attention. That spring has a fascinating history, 
not generally known. W hen Roger W illiams came upon it, he found the 
spring "sparking brightly," and the spring became the drinking water-
supply for Williams and his followers. Early in the Eighteenth Century 
Gabriel Bcrnon, founder of the first Episcopal Church in Providence, 
"bought the spring land and lived in a house he built on land adjoining 
it. W hen [Bernon] died he left word that the Roger Williams spring 
should always be kept open to the townspeople.'' The next owner, 
Nehemiah Dodge, made arrangements to carry out Bernon's desires b\ 
piping the water a few feet away to a pump in what is now Alamo Lane. 

There the pump remained until about 1875 when the city widened 
North Main Street. In that year the pump was removed and the water 
of the spring piped to a point in the sidewalk on Canal Street. There 
the pump stood until 1900 when it was removed at the direction of the 
Commissioner of Public Works, and thereafter until reclaimed through 
the initiative of Jerome Hahn, the water has been sent through a drain 
into the sewer in Canal Street (Providence Journal. May 7, 1921) . 
T o me this story is far more than an antiquarian's tale dug out of old 
chronicles. It is a parable for the times, this story of the waters of the 
Roger Williams spring, the waters which for Americans symbolize soul-
liberty, these waters ingloriously going down a drain into a sewer. And 
here, permit me to use strong words! Do we not in our contemporary 
obsession with absolute security—a false and unatttainable goal I might 
say—do we not, figuratively speaking, let the waters of Roger Williams' 
soul-liberty down the drain? In every direction wc nowadays demand 
guarantees; guarantees that teachers in our schools and colleges con-
form to special patterns of loyalty and conformity, forgetting that only 
free, non-totalitarian societies which protect the freedom of the student, 
the teacher and the scholar survive and flourish. We demand guarantees 
that our children be not exposed to dangerous or controversial ideas, 
forgetting that all ideas arc dangerous—were not Roger Williams' ideas 
so described by the respectable elements in the Bay Colony who I dare 
say were also security bound? Only by testing ideas and becoming 
familiar with them will our children ever learn to distinguish between 
the true and the false. 

We demand guarantees that every immigrant to these shores sprout 
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wings, as it were, and he so certified, forgetting that all arc immigrants 
or the descendants of immigrants. And we ought to remember, to quote 
Henry Steele Gommagcr "neither the Pilgrims nor the Puritans with 
their records of nonconformity and lawlessness could obtain visas today 
(Freedom, Loyalty and Dissent, p. 5 0 ) . In demanding such guarantees 
I say, we the heirs and successors of Roger Williams pipe, so to speak, 
the waters of soul-libcrtv down the drain. 

I know what we arc after. Wc want to preserve this precious thing, 
these United States. But listen to the timely warning spoken by Roger 
Williams: " W c must not let go for all the fica-bitings of the present 
alllictions. Having bought truth dear, wc must not sell it cheap, not the 
least grain of it for the whole world, no, not for the saving of souls, 
though our own, most precious" f Ro^er Williams bv Pcrrv Miller, 
P H I ) -

Listen, too, to these words from the past uttered by Roger Williams, 
words which ought to guide and caution us in the present: " T h e civil 
state is humbly to be implored to provide in their high wisdom for the 
security of all the rcspcctivc consciences, in their respective meetings, 
assemblings, worshippings, preachings, disputings" (Roger Williams, 
ibid ). 

You sec, homage to the name of Roger Williams, to the statuary 
intended to perpetuate his memory is not enough. Wc too, wc of this 
generation, must draw strength, refreshment and inspiration from the 
waters of soul-libcrtv. Never, never arc wc to permit these waters to go 
figuratively down the drain. By our very presence, wc who arc assembled 
at this spot, say to these waters: "Rise up, O Well of Roger Williams, 
and all good people of this land sing you unto it, proclaim the goodness, 
the virtue, the eternal usefulness of these waters, America's head-waters 
of soul-libcrtv." 
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V E T E R A N S ' M E M O R I A L A U D I T O R I U M 

Tuesday Evening. September i f , 1954, 8 P.M. 

1. Presentation of Colors Jewish War Veterans' Drum Corps 

2. National Anthem Mrs. Lillian Mittler, Soloist 
Mrs. Samuel Adclson, Accompanis t 

3. Opening Prayer Rabbi Morris Schussheim 
T e m p l e Beth- I s rae l 

4. Introduction of Chairman Mr. Arthur I. Darman 
C h a i r m a n , Program C o m m i t t e e 

5. Greetings Mrs. Archibald Silverman, Chairman 
American Jewish T e r c e n t e n a r y Commit tee of R h o d e Is land 

6. Greetings His Excellency, Dennis J . Roberts 
Governor , S t a t e of R h o d e Island 

7. Greetings Hon. Theodore Francis Green 
U . S. Senator , S ta te of R h o d e Is land 

ft. Greetings Hon. Aime J . Forand 
U . S. Representat ive , S ta te of R h o d e Island 

9. Remarks Hon. Jacob S. Tern kin 
U . S. Distr ict Attorney for R h o d e Is land 

10. Remarks Mr. Walter I. Sundlun 
President , Congregat ion of the Sons of Israel and David 

11. Songs Cantor Moshe Kusevitsky 

12. Presentation to Rhode Island Historical Society of two rare 
volumes by Roger Williams Mr. David C. Adelman 

Pi esidcnt, R h o d e Island Jewish Histor ical Association, on 
behalf of the Jewish Communi ty of R h o d e Island 

13. Acceptance and Response Mr. Clifford P. Monahon 
Direc tor of T h e Rhode Island Historical Society 

14. Address Mr. Ralph E. Samuel 
C h a i r m a n , American Jewish T e r c e n t e n a r y C o m m i t t e e of 3 0 0 

15. Closing Prayer Rabbi Pesach Krauss 
Congregat ion B 'nai Israel of Woonsocket 
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R E M A R K S BY M R . C L I F F O R D P. M O N A l l O X 
D i r e c t o r o f T h e R h o d e I s l a n d H i s t o r i c a l S o c i e t v 

M R . A D E I . M A N , L A D I E S AND G K N T L K M K X : 

It gives me great pleasure to accept these two hooks in behalf of The 
Rhode Island Historical Society. We are indeed thankful that our Jewish 
friends have seen the importance of our owning these two tracts written 
by Roger Williams. If it had not been for the generosity of the Jewish 
community we could not have owned these two books so important to 
our library: Queries of Highest Consideration and The Hireling Min-
istry. You people have made it possible for us to own these rare books. 
I hope that you will all come to sec them some time. You may not know 
that the Rhode Island Jewish Historical Association has its headquarters 
with us in John Brown House. 

Consider for a moment the importance of these works. Written by 
one of the foremost protagonists of personal freedom, Roger Williams 
in his long life managed to accustom the settlers of the Narragansett 
country to live in towns where various religious practices were tolerated. 
Toleration was the basic tenet of his creed. And toleration in religion is 
the first step toward liberty and freedom in other directions. In his own 
words, " . . . I commend that man whether Jew or Turk or Papist, or 
whoever, that steers no course otherwise than his conscience dares. . . . 

We are well aware that you have made sacrifices that we might own 
these books. Be assured that The Rhode Island Historical Society is 
grateful for your kindness. 

A M E R I C A N J E W I S H T E R C E N T E N A R Y C O M M I T T E E 

O F R H O D E I S L A N D 

('. hairman. M r s . A r c h i b a l d S i l v e r m a n 

Br is to l M r . R e n H a z e n 

East G r e e n w i c h 

M r . H e r m a n N . S i l v e r m a n 

N e w p o r t D r . S a m u e l A d c l s o n 

M r . J o h n J . D a n n i n 

P a w t u c k e t M r . M o r r i s E s p n 

M r . 11\ m a n ( \>kin 

P r o v i d e n c e 

M r . A r c h i b a l d S i l v e r m a n 

W e s t e r l y M r s . S a m u e l N a t h a n 

M r . 1 l a r o l d S o l o v c i t z i k 

West W a r w i c k M r . M a x M a r v o l i s 

M r . W i l l i a m D e i t c h 

W o o n s o c k c t M r . A r t h u r E D a r m a n 

Music M r . A r t h u r E i n s t e i n 

St cn ltux M r . J o s e p h C a l k i n 

. I vv/. .SYr'v 

M i s s G e r t r u d e I>. T a r n a p o l 

Historian M r . D a v i d C . A d e l m a n 

99 



'((J 
Rhode Island .Jewish Historical Notes 

O U R F I R S T N U M B E R 

\\T sent Volume I, Number 1, out into the world with two errors 
which we, ourselves, discovered; the first on page three, in the first line 
of the second paragraph, where the date " 1 8 5 4 " should have read 
" 1 9 5 4 " ; and the second, on page eight, in the fourth line from the 
bottom, where the word "voted" should have read "founded." 

Our attention was called to the omission on page 12 of the naturali-
zation of: 

Port 011(1 
Dal, of 

Namr Dale Entry I!irthl>l«rr H'itnessr. < 
Ahrams, M a x 1 !»()(> 1900 lJoslon Russia Israel Jampolsky 

Joseph Lcnvrnthal 

W'e mailed our first issue by first class postage to insure a welcome 
reception and in commemoration of the American Jewish Tercentenary. 
T o compound our extravagance, we used commemorative postage 
stamps which command a premium and, for the benefit of those per-
sons interested, we here give a brief description of the seven three cent 
stamps used. The right corner stamp, in purple, was that of the Rhode 
Island Tercentenary of 1936, containing a likeness of Roger Williams 
from the statue in Roger Williams Park; followed by four stamps of 
the National Capitol Sesquicentennial Scries, issued in 1950, comprising 
the blue Freedom Stamp from the dome of the Capitol at Washington, 
the Executive Stamp, in green, being a south view of the White House, 
the Judicial Stamp, in purple, a reproduction of the United States 
Supreme Court Building, and the Legislative Stamp, in purple, being a 
reproduction of the United States Capitol. The other two stamps were 
the Columbia University Bi-centennial, in blue, with the motto "Man 's 
right to knowledge and the free use thereof," and the American Bar 
Association stamp, in purple, showing part of the frieze on the wall of 
the United States Supreme Court, containing the figures representing 
Wisdom, Justice, Divine Inspiration and Truth, as well as the motto 
"Liberty Under Law." 

We received words of commendation and encouragement from many 
sources. Two editorials that go to the "heart of the matter" arc here 
reproduced by permission of the Herald Press, publishers of The Jewish 
Herald (July 16, 1954) , and the Providence Journal Company, pub-
lishers of the Providence Journal and Evening lhtlletin (August 4, 1954). 
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The R. 1. Jewish Historical Society 
The Rhode Island Jewish Historical Association is to he commended 

lor its first publication, "Rhode Island Jewish Historical Notes", which 
is being distributed this week lollowing the review that appeared in this 
newspaper on July 9. This publication is the first contribution of a small, 
select group of men who have devoted their energies toward the comple-
tion of a wonderful project—-the recording and preservation of the 
history of the Jews in this state. 

No need to mention further the importance and significance of the 
work upon which the Historical Association is now embarked. It is, how-
ever. pertinent to emphasize that to date the entire project-—the research, 
the planning, writing, editing, etc.—is being accomplished by an under-
manned staff. A project of such comprehension obviously merits greater 
participation on the part of the members of the community it is working 
to immortalize. It is simply too much to expect that publications of the 
caliber of the "Historical Notes" shall be the work of one man. Yet, such 
is the ease at the present time. 

David C. Adelman, an attorney who founded and is first president of 
the R. 1. Jewish Historical Association, accomplished all the research, 
all tin* browsing through dusty court records, all the compilation of facts 
and figures, that went into the "Historical Notes." Mr. Adclman's efforts 
have been magnificent; yet it is unlair and impractical to depend on one 
man for the continuation ol this vital work. Other men and women ol 
our community should volunteer their services to the Association, to 
assist in and become a part of the work that already is gaining for the 
organization national attention. 

It should be the goal ol all who an*, interested in the current project 
to build a solid organization that will thrive even when the day finally 
comes—in the distant future, we hope that Mr. Adelman decides to 
relinquish the reins to others. 

It is not far-fetched to expect that, properly endowed with member-
ship and funds, the R. 1. Jewish Historical Association may one day find 
it possible to employ a paid secretary to conduct its affairs, thus freeing 
the members and researchers lor the work which is the ultimate goal 
of the Association. 

Reprinted from the issue ol Friday, July Hi, 19J 1 

THE JEWISH HERALD 



'((J Rhode Island . Jewish Historical Notes 

I n P e r s p e c t i v e — 

How Jewish Settlers Fared in Colonial Rhode Island 
This autumn Rhode Island's Jewry will join in the celebration of the 

tercentenary of the Jews in the United States and the centennial of the 
first Jewish congregation in Providence. 

Such affairs are inevitably attended by historical essays, and some-
times, in the past, these have been little more than adulation or racial 
narcissism. But in the case of the Rhode Island Jewish tercentenary a 
remarkably honest note has been sounded by the first person to offer us 
some writings on local Jewish history for this occasion. 

David C. Adelman, in material contributed to the first issue of Rhode 
Island Jewish Historical Notes, published in June, and in an article in 
the July issue of Rhode Island History, the quarterly of The Rhode Island 
Historical Society, has set an example1 not only for other writers in this 
special field but also lor all who attempt local history. 

His writings are calm, unimpassionrd. factual. They are not gushy 
tributes, carelessly whipped up: they are careful searches for the truth 
- -real examples of what local history should be. 

For instance, in "Strangers: Civil Rights of Jews in the Colony of 
Rhode Island," in Rhode Island History, Mr. Adelman reexamines the 
whole set of myths about the Jews in this colony. l ie comes up with some 
interesting information, all of it written in dispassionate tone. 

Abraham Gampanall, a Newport Jew, was not "licensed a freeman" 
in 1688, as has been contended -and often repeated —by careless his-
torians. Mr. Adelman reveals. Fie was licensed merely to keep a tavern. 
No Jew ever acquired the rights of a freeman- that is, the right to vote 
and hold office—until the Constitution of 1843 was adopted. 

A case which has always been regarded as an exception to the rule 
against naturalization of Jews in the Rhode Island colony is also ex-
ploded by Mr. Adelman. James Lucena, he points out, took the naturali-
zation oath in 1 761 "upon the true faith of a Christian," and hence does 
not represent a case in point. 

On the contrary, two Jews who applied lor naturalization as such, 
Aaron Lopez and Isaac Elizer, were denied that right, although this 
Rhode Island action was in open disregard of the British Naturalization 
Act of 1 740. 

"There is no question but that there was discrimination against Jews," 
Mr. Adelman writes, "but such discrimination was incidental to that 
fact that the Colony operated under the original charter, which placed 
the power of admission ol lreemen in the hands of landed proprietors 
and their successors. . . . The political discrimination to which Jews were 
subject was also directed against Catholics and Protestants as well." 

In another place in his article, Mr. Adelman says: 
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"The denial of naturalization to Jews and the denial of their admission 
to the company of freemen three-quarters of a century alter his (Roger 
Williams') death are not a reflection upon his sincerity, hut rather a 
lesson for our own times. And that lesson is that in a government of 
laws and not of men we cannot rely upon constitutional lorms alone. 
Laws are not self-enforcing, but are interpreted and enforced by fallible 
human beings." 

While thus critical about certain treatment of the Jews in this colony. 
Mr. Adelman gives clue accord to the general attitude of toleration. 

The fust Jews to settle in the United States arrived in New Amsterdam 
in 1654. Four years later another colony appeared in Newport, encour-
aged to settle in that place, no doubt, by the common knowledge that 
they would find then- religious liberty and tolerance. 

Though denied naturalization or admission to the ranks of the freemen 
in this colony. Jews nevertheless enjoyed other rights and equality before 
the law, according to Mr. Adelman. In 1684 the General Assembly, 
acting on a petition ol Simon Medus, David Brown and other Jews, 
voted that ". . . we declare, that they may expect as good protection here, 
as any stranger, being not of our nation, residing amongst us in this His 
Majesty's Gollony, ought to have, being obedient to his Majesty's laws." 

In 1685, when certain Newport Jews were the victims of legal action 
brought by Surveyor General Dvrc of Boston and he failed to appear to 
press his charges, Governor Goddington, presiding in the court, insisted 
on hearing the defendants and awarded them substantial costs. 

As noteworthy as his carelully documented findings is Mr. Adelman's 
style; he has a gift for diawing contemporary comparisons which make 
ancient events clear in the light of present clay terms. 

Quoting another historian, in his article in the R. 1. Jewish Historical 
Society Notes, Mr. Adelman says: 

"There is no good reason why history should become a series of myths 
when the truth is accessible." 

He has upheld this ideal splendidly in these first articles for the Jewish 
tercentenary and centennial. 

B. F. S. 



S I R A N G E R S 
Civil Rights of Jews in the Colony of Rhode Island 

b y D A V I D C . A D E L M A N * 

IN 1954 Jews will celebrate the tercentenary of their settlement in 
the United States and the Congregation of the Sons of Israel and David 
(Temple Beth-El) in Providence, its centennial. This paper is a result 
of research in preparation for the celebration of both occasions. 

Jews owe no greater debt of gratitude to any man in the history of 
the United States than to Roger Williams. In Providence he put into 
practice the doctrine of separation of Church and State (which others 
had preached before him) and was one of the most warmhearted, gen-
erous, and liberal Christians who ever befriended the persecuted. While 
on a mission to England he published many statements favorable to the 
readmission of Jews into England and used his influence to that end. 
In appreciation of Williams and in memory of his father, Isaac Hahn, 
the first Jew to be elected to public office in Rhode Island ( 1 8 8 4 ) , Judge 
J . Jerome Hahn in 1928 conveyed to the City of Providence the Roger 
Williams Spring on North Main Street and the land surrounding it. 

Five years after the founding of Providence Plantations the General 
Court of the Island towns ordered "that none bee accounted a delin-
quent for Doctrine, provided it be not directly repugnant to the Govern-
ment or Eawes established." This provision is the distinguishing feature 
of the founding of Providence in the careful discrimination between 
liberty of conscience and contempt of law, which Williams enlarged 
upon in his famous parable-of-the-ship letter. Although the colony voted 
that "all men whatever nation soever they may be, that shall be received 
inhabitants of any of the towns, shall have the same privileges as Eng-
lishmen, any law to the contrary notwithstanding," they also voted that 
no foreigner was to be received a freeman in any town but by the con-
sent of the legislature.1 None but a freeman could vote or hold civil office, 
rights which passed to the freeman's eldest son. Although it has been 
stated many times that Abraham Campanall was "licensed a freeman" 
in 1688, the statement is incorrect. No Jew was ever admitted a freeman 
in the Colony of Rhode Island, and therefore no Jew had the right to 
vote or hold office. 

T h e statute of Westminster, passed by Parliament in 1740, granted 
Jews the right of naturalization after seven years' residence in the colony 

* T h i s article originally appeared in Rhode Island History, published by T h e R h o d e 
Is land Historical Society , Ju ly 1954 , and has been revised and augmented . 

1 Samuel Greene Arnold, History of the State of Rhode Island and Providence 
Plantations (New York , 1 8 7 8 ) , I , 2 4 2 . 
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and provided a special oath agreeable to Jews. Although it has been 
stated that James Lucena, a Jew, was naturalized in 1761, and Moses 
Lopez even earlier, original documents show that Aaron Lopez (later 
the most prosperous Jew in the colony) was denied naturalization in 
1761 while James Lucena was naturalized as a Christian. Moses Lopez 
was granted a patent to make potash and was excused from civil duties 
bccause of scrviccs rendered, but he was never naturalized in the colony. 

Williams wrote extensively, but nowhere docs he mention the right to 
vote or hold oflice." His principles, however, precluded the denial of 
such rights upon religious grounds. " I t is the will and command of God," 
he w rote, "that . . . a permission of the most Paganish, Jewish, Turkish, 
or Antichristian consciences and worships, bee granted to all men in all 
Nations and Countries: and they arc oncly to bcc fought against with 
that Sword which is only (in Soulc matters) able to conquer, to wit, the 
Sword of Cod's Spirit, the Word of God." 3 

There were no Jews in Providence Plantations in his lifetime. The 
denial of naturalization to Jews and the denial of their admission to the 
company of freemen three-quarters of a century after his death arc not 
a reflection upon his sincerity, but rather a lesson for our own times. And 
that lesson is that in a government of laws and not of men wc cannot 
rely upon constitutional forms alone. Laws are not self-enforcing, but 
arc interpreted and enforced by fallible human beings. 

The preaching and writings of Williams and particularly his inter-
cession with Cromwell for the rcadmission of Jews into Lngland 
attracted the attention of Spanish and Portuguese Jews ( Marranos, 
refugees from the Inquisition), who were continuously in search of a 
peaceful haven. In 1654 a small group of them landed in New Amster-
dam and were promptly met with the hostility of Peter Stuyvesant, who 
requested them to leave. They appealed to his superiors, the Dutch West 
India Company, in Holland, among whose stockholders were Abraham 
and Isaac Parcira, wealth) refugees from Spain. Stuyvesant was ordered 
to allow them to remain. The tercentenary of that settlement is being 
celebrated this year. 

Four years later another small group came to Newport, where the 
favorable attitude of the natives encouraged them to settle. Thcv came 
in response to the news that in Newport they would find religious liberty 
and tolerance. A year after the death of Roger Williams they cxperi-

- Maxwel l H. Morr is , " R o g e r Wil l iams and the J e w s , " American Jewish Archives, 
I I I , No. 2 , J a n . 1951 . 

•'Roger Wil l iams, The Bloudy Tenent of Persecution for Cause of Conscience . . . 
( L o n d o n , 1 6 4 4 ) , Publications of the Narraganselt Club (Providence , 1 8 7 4 ) , I I I , 3. 
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enccd difficulties and petitioned the General Assembly, which passed 
the following resolution: "Voted, In answer to the petition of Simon 
Mcdus, David Brown, and associates, being Jews, presented to this As-
sembly, bearing date June the 24th, 1684, we declare, that they may 
expect as good protection here, as any stranger, being not of our nation 
residing amongst us in this his Majesty's Gollony, ought to have, being 
obedient to his Majesty's laws." 1 

Sidney Rider questioned the date of the deed ( 1677) , which con-
veyed land to Moses Pachcco and Mordccai Gampanall for use of the 
"Jews and their Nation, Society or Friends" and though the date was 
after 1684, because 1684 was the date of the Mcdus petition when Jews 
were first mentioned in the Records of the Colony and the name 
Mordecai Campanall did not appear in that record. However, the 
records of the General Treasurer show that one "Mordccai the J e w " 
and another "Moses the J e w " paid taxes to the colony in the years 1678 
to 1680."' Undoubtedly these arc the persons mentioned in the cemetery 
deed of 1677, which, being a formal document under seal, contained 
their surnames. The acquisition of a cemetery showed that there was a 
Minyan (a religious quorum composed of ten males over thirteen years 
of age) in the community and that they had been there for a few years, 
as there is a lag of about ten years between the settlement of Jews in a 
community and their acquisition of a cemetery. A similar lag in the case 
of the Jews of Newport would place them there after 1658 and before 
1677. 

In 1685, the year after the Mcdus petition and two years after the 
death of Williams, Jews of Newport, including Abraham Campanall, 
were haled into court and their goods, wares, and merchandise attached 
by Surveyor General Dyrc of Boston for alienage. Dyrc did not appear 
in court for the hearing, but Governor Goddington, who presided, in-
sisted upon hearing the defendants, for whom he gave decision, award-
ing them substantial costs. The Jews remained in Newport as "strangers" 
in the colony and were allowed to engage in trade and commerce there-
after without question. 

The records of the treasurer of the colony show that Abraham Gam-
panall paid a fine in 1686 for fornication, and the records of the Trial 
Court for Newport show that he was granted a retail liquor license in 
1688. However, in 1897, a writer made the statement that Campanall 

4 J o h n R . Bart le t t , Records of the Colony of Rhode Island and Providence Plan-
tations (Providence , 1 8 6 0 ) , I I I , 160. 

•"'Archives of the S ta te of R h o d e Is land, G e n e r a l Treasurer's Accounts , 1672-17 1 1. 
Herea f te r cited as Archives. 
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was "licensed a freeman" in 1688, a statement which has been repeated 
over the years, subsequent writers relying- upon prior authority rather 
than upon primary source. In any event, after the lapse of two hundred 
sixty-five years the original record proves unmistakably the contrary.0 

John Russell Bartlett, lawyer and secretary of the state of Rhode 
Island, was commissioned by the General Assembly in 1860 to edit the 
records of the colony for publication. His work is neither accurate nor 
complete. From 1686 to 1689 the administration of the colony was under 
Sir Edmund Andros (technically in possession of the charter), who 
changed the names of the towns of Kingstown, East Greenwich, and 
Westerly to Rochester, Dedford, and Haversham. The autumn Court, 
held in Rochester, September, 1688, was the General Court for Ports-
mouth, Newport (island of Rhode Island), and King's Province 
(Narragansett). 

On the first Tuesday in September five justices and fourteen grand 
jurymen were present to grant licenses and hear criminal cases. Bartlett 
lists fourteen names, including that of Abraham Campanall, under the 
heading Persons Lycenced. 

The original record contains two lists of Persons Lycenced. The first 
list contains the same names as those mentioned by Bartlett with the 
addition of the names of the towns in which they resided and at the foot 
of the list appears the word Retailers. The second list, not mentioned by 
Bartlett, contains three names under the heading Retailers not less than 
a Bottle. Each list also contains the name of a woman. Bartlett did not 
state the purpose for which the fourteen persons were "lycenced," but 
no woman was eligible to become a freeman, and the statement that 
Abraham Campanall was "licenced a freeman" was wishful thinking. 
One writer suggested that Abraham Campanall was licensed for some 
purpose not specified.' He refused to take a leap in the dark and fill in 
Bartlett's record. 

A license, by definition, is a revocable permit of a temporary and con-
ditional nature, not transmissible. In the colony licenses were granted 
by the courts. Freemen were not licensed but were "admitted to the 
freedom of the Colony" by the General Assembly or to "the freedom of 
the town" by the Town Council. No freeman was admitted during the 
Andros administration. As an unnaturalized "stranger" Campanall was 
not eligible and his record did not qualify him for admission to the select 
company of freemen, who were masters and landholders and who were 

" R e c o r d s of the Genera l Cour t of Trval l s , 1 6 7 1 - 1 7 2 4 , Superior C o u r t , Newport , 
R . I . 

•Samuel Broches , ]ews in New England (Boston, 1 9 4 3 ) , I I , 7. 
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most jealous of their prerogatives. There is no question but that Cam-
panall and the other "Persons Lvcenced" on the first list were licensed 
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a Bottle," were licensed to operate what wc today call a package store. 
No Jew, however qualified or competent, was ever made a freeman of 
the Colony of Rhode Island. 

The question of the naturalization of Jews did not arise in the colony 
until three-quarters of a century after the death of Roger Williams. They 
enjoyed economic freedom as traders and merchants as well as religious 
liberty, and although they were never more than two hundred in num-
ber, they made Newport the rival and superior in trade and commcrce 
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of New York. No Jewish community in the colonies was held in higher 
esteem by its Christian neighbors. 

On February 26, 1761, James Lucena applied to the General As-
sembly at East Greenwich for naturalization, which was granted the 
following day.8 Only one month later Aaron Lopez, and Isaac Llizcr, 
"Persons professing the Jewish Religion," applied to the Superior Court 
at New port for naturalization. The Court referred the applicants to the 
General Assembly on the grounds that the Naturalization Act of 1 740 
referred to in the petition, was not in Court and that only the General 
Assembly could act upon this petition as it had in other cases." The 
applicants accordingly petitioned the General Assembly, which met in 
South Kingstown. On October 30, 1761, the Lower House granted the 
prayer of their petition in the following words: 

. . . Shall be admitted a lawful Subject of his Majesty the King of 
Great Britain Shall have leave, to purchase Lands within this Colony 
and that his Issue if he have any Shall be Inheritable. 

But Inasmuch as the Said Aaron Lopez hath declared himself to be 
by religion a Jew This Assembly doth not admit him nor any other of 
that Religion to the full freedom of this Colony. So that the Said Aaron 
Lopez nor any other of said Religion is not Liable to be chosen into any 
Office in this Colony Nor allowed to give a \'ote as a Freeman, in 
Choosing others, [italics mine] 

The Lower House was not in doubt as to its right to grant the petition, 
but went out of its way to admonish the petitioners that they could not 
vote or hold office, even though they did not ask to be admitted freemen. 

The Upper House refused to concur on the ground that the Parlia-
mentary Act provided the manner in which foreigners should be natural-
ized and therefore sent them back to the Superior Court. This was only 
eight months after the same General Assembly had passed an Act grant-
ing naturalization to James Lucena. Lopez and Elizer appeared before 
the Superior Court of Newport again in March, 1 762, a year after their 
first petition, and again the Court denied their petition in a unanimous 
opinion, which has been universally condemned by historians.10 

The fact that Lucena was naturalized by the General Assembly has 
no bearing upon the question of the naturalization of Jews for the reason 
that Lucena did not appear before them as a Jew but as a subject of 
Portugal and took the oath "upon the true Faith of a Christian," while 

s Archives, Petitions to the G e n e r a l Assembly, 1 7 5 8 - 1 7 6 1 , X . 
'•'Superior Court of J u d i c a t u r e , Newport , R . I . , M a r c h T e r m , 1761 . 
u>IbicL, M a r c h T e r m , 1762 . Sidney S. R i d e r , An Inquiry Concerning the Origin 

of the Clause in the Laws of Rhode Island (1719-1783) Disfranchising Roman 
Catholics, Rhode Island Historical Tracts, second scries, no. 1, (Providence , 1 8 8 9 ) . 
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Lopez and Elizer appeared as "Persons professing the Jewish Religion." 
Moreover Luccna represented in an accompanying petition that he 
could and would manufacture castile soap, thereby employing many-
poor people as well as furnishing "a great and valuable article of com-
merce for export to the continent, to the West Indies, etc.," an enter-
prise highly beneficial to the public, and he asked for the exclusive right 
to do so. Just as industralists today receive various economic advantages 
on similar grounds, Luccna was granted not only the right to exclusive 
manufacture of castile soap but also naturalization. 

In its opinion the Court held that the Naturalization Act of 1 740 was 
designed for increasing the inhabitants in the Plantations, but the Colony 
was already so full that some had removed to Nova Scotia and other 
places. This reason is absurd. Lopez and Elizer were already residents 
and intended to remain. Denial of their petition did not affect the popu-
lation one way or another. The Court went on to say that by the charter 
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granted the Colony, it appeared that the "free & quiet Enjoyment of the 
Christian Religion and a Desire of propagating the same were the prin-
cipal views with which this Colony was settled." The Colony was not 
founded by King Charles in 1663 but by Williams in 1636. 

Thus the Court subverted the principles of Williams and the plain 
language of the charter of "a lively experiment" and "full liberty in 
religious concernments." And finally the Court said, . . by a law made 
and passed in the year 1663, no Person who does not profess the Chris-
tian Religion can be admitted free of this Colony." 

However, the petition was one for naturalization and not for admis-
sion as freemen. 

T h e "law made and passed in 1663" was never passed as such and 
has been the subject of close examination by historians. It did not appear 
in print until 1719 in the Code of Laws, which was never enacted by the 
Assembly. And the phrase, "Professing Christianity," appears to be an 
unauthorized interpolation. The Act passed in 1684 in answer to the 
Medus petition seems to imply this interpretation. 

Samuel G. Arnold, a lawyer and noted historian, in language that is 
restrained and befitting a gentleman, was nevertheless emphatic in his 
condemnation of the decision, when he wrote,11 

. . . grounds that were not only a violation of the spirit of the charter, 
but a direct disregard of an act of Parliament . . . The court construed 
the act to suit their purpose, going behind the record to pronounce upon 
the probable or possible intention of the act, which was an assumption 
of extra-judicial power . . . The decision in the case of Lopez appears to 
be irregular in every respect. It subverts an act of Parliament, violates 
the spirit of the charter, enunciates the principles never acted upon in 
the Colony, and finally dismisses the case on a false issue. 

The questions to be answered are why the General Assembly refused 
to take jurisdiction and why the Court at first refused to take jurisdic-
tion, referring the petition to the Assembly and when compelled to do 
so by the action of the Upper House, perverted its office unanimously. 
The key is supplied by Arnold, in these words, 

We know of but one cause that can explain all this, in a single word— 
party spirit. The strife between Ward, then chief-justice, and Hopkins, 
then governor, was at its height, resulting in the defeat of Hopkins at the 
ensuing election. Some of the details of that contest, herein recorded, 
exhibit as gross violations of right and of usage as docs this decision, but 
none so utterly absurd. 

Stephen Hopkins became governor in 1755 and up to 1768 was 
elected ten times. He was one of the most prominent and able men in 

" A r n o l d , op. cit., I I , 4 9 4 - 4 9 6 . 
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the Colony, a charter member and trustee of Brown University, and 
later a delegate to the Continental Congress. His rival for the office of 
governorship was Samuel Ward of Westerly, who was elected three 
times, including 1762, the year of the Lopez decision. Judges were lay-
men and elected annually. Elections were held annually, the result being-
decided by the narrow margin created by a few pounds or shillings dis-
tributed to the right voters. The feud between these two men was bitter 
—personal and political—and for thirteen years kept the Colony in 
turmoil. Behind the feud was the struggle between Providence and 
Newport for dominance as well as conflict between the landholders and 
commercial interests. 

Aaron Lopez came to Newport in 1752 and rapidly rose to become a 
merchant prince and ship owner, one of the wealthiest men in Newport. 
He carried on an extensive business with the Browns of Providence, 
taking the greater part of their production of iron at the Hope Furnace. 
Nicholas Brown and he were business partners in various ventures. 
At the solicitation of Nicholas Brown he contributed ten thousand board 
feet of lumber to the first building of Brown University (University 
Hall) and chartered a vessel to the government during the Revolution. 

One of the most important industries in New England as well as one 
of the most competitive was that of the production of spermaceti and oil 
from the head matter of whales for the manufacture of candles and oil 
for lamps. In 1761 Lopez; Jacob Rodrigues Riveira, his father-in-law; 
Moses Lopez, his brother; Naphthali Hart ; the Browns of Providence; 
and four other manufacturers formed T h e United Company of Sper-
maceti Chandlers, one of the first price fixing monopolies in America.12 

This agreement was renewed on April 13, 1763, when the Browns were 
allotted one-fifth of the raw material purchased and the four Jewish 
firms one-third. T h e agreement was policed by Riveira. As their leader 
Lopez, being of Newport, could easily have incurred the displeasure of 
Ward and his party. 

The Browns and Lopez were closely associated in many business ven-
tures and there can be little doubt "that the Browns supported the Hop-
kins political faction with all the resources at their command, including 
the brazen and unabashed use of money to buy the votes of the elector-
ate."1 '5 The buying of votes directly was a common practice. 

' - B r o c h e s , op. cit., I I , 4 1 - 4 4 . Lee M . F r i e d m a n , Jewish Patriots and Pioneers 
(Phi lade lphia , 1 9 4 2 ) , 3 0 9 - 3 1 4 . 

1 3 J a m e s B. Hedges, professor of history, Brown Universi ty , letter to the writer , 
August 12, 1951 . 
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The different decisions by the Upper and Lower Houses of the Gen-
eral Assembly would indicate that the control of the two Houses was 
divided between the governor and the chief justice. In the vernacular 
Lopez was in the middle. Political affairs follow industrial and private 
business. 

Lopez, upon the advice of his Boston agent, took up residence in 
Swansea and was naturalized at Taunton, Massachusetts; and Elizcr 
went to New York, where he was naturalized. Both of them came back 
to Newport to live and to carry on business until the Revolutionary War 
broke out. 

The Declaration of Independence by Rhode Island in May, 1776, 
found the colony divided between Tories and Loyalists, a situation which 
was fertile ground for a campaign of hysteria, snooping, and smearing. 
In this atmosphere the Assembly passed restrictive legislation, providing 
for a loyalty test. Seventy-seven persons in Newport, suspected as inimi-
cal to the United Colonies of America, were summoned to appear before 
a committee and take the loyalty test. Among them were four Jews: 
Rabbi Isaac Touro, Isaac Hart, Myer Pollock, and Moses Hayes. Rabbi 
Touro and Pollock refused to sign on religious grounds, but Hart and 
Hayes refused on grounds that the test was not general. Hayes had 
already subscribed to a general oath in June and resenting the suspicion 
in which he was held, left the following written copy of his remarks to 
the committee: 

I have and ever shall hold the strongest principles and attachments to 
the just rights and privileges of this my native land, and ever have and 
shall conform to the rules and acts of this government and pay as I 
always have my proportion of its exigencies. I always have asserted my 
sentiments in favor of America and confess the War on its part just. 
I decline subscription to the Test at present from these principles first, 
that I deny ever being inimical to my country and call for my accusers 
and proof of conviction. Second, that I am an Israelite and am not 
allowed the liberty of a vote, or voice in common with the rest of the 
voters though consistent with the Constitution, and the other Colonies. 
Thirdly, because the Test is not general and consequently subject to 
many glaring inconveniences. Fourthly, Continental Congress nor the 
General Assembly of this nor the Legislature of the other Colonies have 
never in this contest taken any notice or countenance respecting the 
society of Israelites to which I belong. When any rule order or direction 
is made by Congress or General Assembly, I shall to the utmost of my 
power adhere to the same.14 

1 4 Archives of S t a t e of R h o d e Is land, Revolut ionary W a r , Suspected Persons (1 7 7 5 -
1 7 8 3 ) , I I , 8 , 9, 14, 18. 
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Nor would Hayes let the matter rest there, but addressed a petition 
to the General Assembly, protesting the humiliation to which he had 
been subjected and requesting vindication. As a result the law was 
changed to apply to everyone generally. 

From 1761 until 1843, when the State Constitution was adopted, 
there was persistent, continuous and ever-increasing agitation on the 
part of the inhabitants for the removal of the political disabilities under 
which they lived. This agitation resulted in the repeal in 1783 of the 
Anti-Catholic clause and extended to Catholics the same rights as 
Protestants to he admitted freemen. Many abortive attempts were 
made to pass a new State Constitution. 

From earliest days Quakers and Jews were exempt from the marriage 
laws of the colony but these exemptions were not formally enacted into 
law until 1701 in the case of the Quakers and until 1764 in the case of 
the Jews. These acts legalized marriage practices which had prevailed 
among Jews from time immemorial and have been carried down to this 
day in the law of the State, including the right of marriage within 
degrees of consanguinity denied to non-Jews. 

As a further evidence of tolerance Sabbatarians and Jews were per-
mitted to follow their vocations as well as travel by carriage on the first 
day of the week. In 1739 Joseph Jacobs "a Jew in whom there was no 
guile" loaned the Colony sixteen hundred pounds for the building of 
the Beaver Tail lighthouse in Jamestown. 

Censors have frequently been reminded by our courts that words 
and phrases taken out of context are misleading and often result in con-
clusions which arc the opposite of those intended. This is particularly 
true when words, taken out of their historical context are accorded 
meaning of to-day. The words, "freeman," "stranger," "forrcigner," 
and "inhabitant" had special, political application in colonial days. 
Freemen were fixed inhabitants, planters and landholders who had the 
right to vote and hold office, a right which was also accorded their 
eldest sons without regard to property. But non-freemen were not slaves. 
Strangers were transient inhabitants with no land, therefore no tax-
able property but not necessarily peculiar in any other respect. Pioneer 
communities of slender means were constantly on the alert against 
impecunious settlers who might become a public charge. Such were 
"warned out" of the Colony. A person required permission to become 
an inhabitant and thereby acquired status. "Forreigners" were persons 
from other colonics as well as from lands across the seas. 
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In I 738 the colony was confronted w ith a cost of living and tax 
problem reminiscent of our own day. "Forreigners and other Persons 
Inhabitants of the neighboring governments" came into the colony to 
trade and monopolized certain imports, raising the prices of such com-
modities to the injury of the merchants and inhabitants of the colony. 
Inasmuch as they were not landholders they escaped taxation and the 
whole burden of defraying the expenses of government fell on the local 
inhabitants. Accordingly the general assembly passed an Act empower-
ing the towns to appoint three "discreet" and prudent persons, to rate 
and assess such "Forreigners and Strangers," in proportion to their 
trade or business. 

In 1742 the Town of New port appointed three such rate-makers and 
assessors to assess transient Persons and Strangers as in Justice they might 
think right. Fourteen persons, including five Jews, were assessed from 
three to ten pounds each. All paid, except Jacob Isaacs, Abraham Hart 
and Issachar Pollock. Constable Dyrc, on behalf of the town seized 
three pieces of Sagathees belonging to Isaacs, three linen and silk Per-
sians belonging to Hart and seven rugs belonging to Pollock, whereupon 
they brought action in the Superior Court of Common Pleas against 
Dyre. The jury found for Isaacs, Hart and Pollock in each case "if the 
Statutes of William and Mary were still in force," otherw ise for Dyre. 
The defense put in affidavits showing that they had lived in the colony 
continuously a substantial length of time or that they had done watch-
ing or paid for the same. The Superior Court found for the plaintiffs 
in each case. Upon appeal by Dyre, the Superior Court of Judicature 
affirmed the decisions of the lower Court. Dyrc on behalf of the Town, 
appealed to the Equity Court in each case and prevailed. 

The Digest of the Laws in 1798 contains a re-enactment of the Vir-
ginia Bill for establishing religious freedom. That Act was originally 
written by Thomas Jefferson in 1779 and was passed by Virginia in 
1786. In ringing phrases it confirmed the broad principles of Roger 
Williams that men had a natural right to freedom of conscience and 
should not be coerced into supporting any religion. Jefferson regarded 
his authorship of this Bill and the Declaration of Independence as more 
important than his Presidency. Its enactment by the Rhode Island 
General Assembly repudiated the doctrine enunciated by the Superior 
Court of Judicature of Newport in the matter of the naturalization of 
Lopez and Elizer and removed all religious disqualifications for political 
office. 

Present day compulsions toward uniformity of opinion in the political 
field arc comparable to those in the religious field in the colonies. The 
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following quotations from the Act are a landmark in man's advance 
toward self-government: 

"WHEREAS Almighty God hath created the mind free . . . that our 
civil rights have no dependence on our religious opinions . . . that to 
suffer the civil magistrate to intrude his powers into the field of opinion 
. . . is a dangerous fallacy . . . that it is time enough, for the rightful pur-
poses of civil government, for its officers to interfere when principles 
break out into overt acts against peace and good order; and finally that 
truth is great and will prevail, if left to herself; that she is the proper and 
sufficient antagonist to error, and has nothing to fear from the conflict, 
unless by human interposition disarmed of her natural weapons, free 
argument and debate; errors ceasing to be dangerous, when it is per-
mitted. freely to contradict them. 

"And WHEREAS a principal object of our Venerable Ancestors, in 
their migration to this country, and settlement of this State, was, as they 
expressed it, to hold forth a lively experiment, that a most flourishing 
civil state may stand, and best he maintained with a full liberty in 
religious concernments: 

"Be it therefore enacted by the General Assembly . . . that all men shall 
be free to profess, and by argument to maintain, their opinions in mat-
ters of religion, and that the same shall in no wise diminish, enlarge or 
affect their civil capacities." 

There is no question but that there was discrimination against Jews, 
but such discrimination was incidental to the fact that the Colony oper-
ated under the original charter, which placed the power of admission 
of freemen in the hands of landed proprietors and their successors. Con-
trol was absolute and possibly accounts for the stability of the colonial 
government in spite of the fact that it harbored a "motley crew of Dis-
senters and Non-Conformists." Even after the Revolution and statehood 
the colony continued to be governed under the colonial charter. In 
1841 out of 14,000 persons who voted on the People's Constitution, 
9,000 did not have the right to vote under the Charter. The political 
discrimination to which Jews were subject was also directed against 
Catholics and Protestants as well. 

The occupation of Newport by the British during the Revolution 
and losses during the War of 1812 destroyed the business and commerce 
of that city with a resulting loss of half its population, including Jews, 
the last of whom left Newport in 1822. Court records show that many 
Jewish merchants from New York and Newport did business in Provi-
dence throughout the eighteenth century. Although the Lopez, Riveira, 
and Mendes families stopped in Providence for a short time in 1776,ir> 

Jews did not permanently settle in Providence until after the adoption 
of the State Constitution. 

™Ihid. List of Inhab i tants of the T o w n of Providence, J u l y 18-23 , 1776 . 
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"And though all the winds of Doctrine were let loose to play upon the 
earth, so Truth be in the field, we do injuriously by licensing and pro-
hibiting to misdoubt her strength. Let her and Falsehood grapple ; who-
ever knew Truth put to the worse, in a free and open encounter?" 

Acreopagitica 
John Milton 

"But when men have realized that time has upset many fighting piths, 
they may come to believe even more than they believe the very founda-
tions of their own conduct that the ultimate good desired is better reached 
by free trade in ideas—that the best test of truth is the power of the 
thought to get itself accepted in the competition of the market, and that 
truth is the only ground upon which their wishes safely can be carried 
out that, at any rate, is the theory of our Constitution. It is an experiment, 
as all life is an experiment." 

Dissent of Justice Holmes 
Abrams vs. U. S. 

250 U.S. 616 (1919) 

"But if there is any principle of the Constitution that more impera-
tively calls for attachment than any other it is the principle of free 
thought not free thought for those who agree with us but freedom for 
the thought that we hate." 

Dissent of Justice Holmes 
U.S. vs. Schwiminer 
279 U.S. 644 (1928) 

Jefferson followed Milton and Holmes confirmed both. 


