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The Gendered Metaphysics of Puritan Culture: Towards an

Interpretive Explanation of the Salem Witch Trials
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Abstract: This paper contributes to an explanation of the largest witch hunt in
North American history via reference to the cultural structuring of action. To
understand and explain how and why the Salem Witch Trials happened requires

inquiry into the complex and deeply felt meanings active in Puritan life at the
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time. Such an investigation reveals a crisis in Puritan culture. The Trials which
resulted in the hanging of 19 English men and women were led by accusers,
ministers and judges embedded within, operating with, and ultimately
defending via legally sanctioned violence a meaningful worldview. That
worldview is reconstructed, in this paper, in terms of its points of tension and
controversy: the place of women in society, the relationship of the Colony to God,
and metaphysical beliefs about of how the world worked (e. g. witcheraft and spell-
casting). This investigation of the Salem Witch Trials raises questions about culture,
interpretation, and sociological explanation. In answer to these questions, the paper
suggests that explanations in cultural sociology: (1) include, but also move beyond,
the stated intentions, conscious and spoken meanings, and strategic maneuvers of
actors; (2) consider the intersection of symbolic structures with political economy,
but do not reduce the former to the latter; and (3) that the direction that a crisis or
event takes is intertwined with the interpretation of that crisis by those participating in
it. This suggests, then, that cultural sociology transcends the longstanding distinction
between understanding and explanation, offering instead a causal hermeneutics of
social life.

Keywords: cultural sociology, the cultural structuring of action, puritan

culture, the Salem Witch Trials

19
9 o
(complexity) (contigency)
9 ’

(Mann, 1993),



(counterpoint) —— ) “ 7
“ ” (agency) ,
. (Bourdieu and
Wacquant,1992) , (Alexander, 1982) .
(Powell and Dimaggio,1991), o ,19
20 ) N
21 s
o b b (
) o )
. , 21 ,
b o b 20
”
20 N



+ 2015« 4

(fabric) , .
(Glaeser,2010) , (Reed, 2013)——
”(ideational) (Somers and Block,2005)

(Alexander, 2008; Alexander, et al., 2012)——

’

“ ” . (signs)
(symbols) )
(semiotic) o
(force) (form) (Reed, 2011: 123—162),

.« 76 o



“ ”»

. (Jr. William SewelD) 1996
, “(D ,(2)
, (3) ”(Sewell, 2005:228),
R (interpreted)
(Marshall Sahlins) , “ (dislocations)
(transformative rearticulations)” (Sewell, 2005: 245),
, (

) ’ b
7 , (Francois Furet) “

”(Furet,1997. 204),

”(eventful temporality) (Sewell, 2005)

o b
o b
o b ’
b o b
“ ”»
’
(fissure) ,
AY o b

(inform) “ ”

o« 77 .



+ 2015« 4

(shape)

“
b

(city upon a hilD)

“ ”

), ,1692
(D (accusers) ,
. (11 12

.« 78 o

o

N

”(errand in the wilderness) .

1692

”



(2) (accused) , , 19 .

. s s 1680
(3 “ ” (prosecution) , ;
N ( N N ) .
(4) (judges) » . \ .
. ) . o
(5 “ ” (observers) ,
b
. 1692
. “ ”»
b .
b - o
“ ” “
b
”»
b o
b ’

“ ” (afflict)

“ ” . 19 (13

« 79



+ 2015« 4

29
1692 ,

ST
legal system)?2

“

o

" (spectral evidence)

18

(fabric)
1979,
o b
)
19
“
Y
’
“ ”»
b
1. 1697 s —
(Demos, 2004:386) ,
17

2.

« 80 -

), 10
(Calefin Burr, 2002),
. 1692 )
(adversarial
s ( )

(Demos, 2004 ; Hansen, 1969 ; Butler,

1692

(Demos, 2004:387)



R 20 70 s s s
“ ” (nomothetic) “ ”(ideographic)  —
, (D
5 (2) ( )
5 (3) o
( ),

N

(Thomas, 1971:490—498),

o . (Thomas,
1971, . (Macfarlane, 1970) , .
(Weisman,1984) s
“ ” (maleficium)3——
’ N v ’
4
3. maleficium , . , N s
“ (evildoing) (malevolent sorcery)”, ———
4., B A WA . B (il will) ,
A B . « » . A B

.« 8] o



+ 2015« 4

(Boyer and Nissenbaum,

1974) 4 ) (Salem Possessed ) o
( )
( ) (Cohn,
2001), . (Larner,1981)

(Ben— Yehuda, 1980,1983,1985)

5
o ( Weisman,
1984) (17 \ » ( Witcheraft , Magic »

and Religion in 17" Century Massachusetts)

o

http://en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Dominican

Order,

.« 82 .



(Evans-Pritchard,1976)

b

)

identity) ,

(the sense of mission)

” o 1684—1692

b b

, 1692

(Erikson, 1966) {

o

( community

oooooo

(Ben-Yehuda, 1980:13—14),

(the experience of the wilderness)

, (

. 83 o



+ 2015« 4

) ,
(Erikson, 1966), (Weisman, 1984.
135) “ ” s

b

(Barry,er al. » 19965 Briggs, 1996; Geis and Bunn, 1997; Purkiss,

1996 ; Sharpe, 1996; Willis, 1995; Winship, 1996), ,
” , . (Bostridge,1997)  (
:1650—1750 ), s
, 1688 ¢ ” ,
. (Girard,2005) ,
, ,78% s
6. s s Smith, 1992,

o« 84 o



(Karlsen, 1998) ., ,

. .

N . (Boyer and
Nissenbaum, 1974. 133—154) . s 6 s
4 . 1 y “ ”’
. 1
, 30 s

( Thickstun, 1988; Westerkamp, 1993; Norton,
1984; Garrett, 1977; DBalfe, 1978; Honegger, 1979; Moia, 1979;
Barstow, 1994; Hester, 1992; Karlsen, 1998; Heinemann, 2000) .
) . (Whitney,1995)

“ ”

”(from below) . :
T Em T AR ﬁ?ﬁmﬂ’ﬁ EOI 2 TTRLD JizA
A H A AT AT B AT R R, A AT K AT R
F 7K e B AL AL T e % T R 2 A & T & AR € 4T 3
ik RS UK B AT R FE MO L KA KT R S S F
HREHARAANTNM, KR SEIEIRT — LA
RO IR Je B AL T Ty AP 09 B A X AL R VA MR Y R A AT
AT R F W SRR A — AR AW LA, AR AATIA
Ky R L B T Ty AL — A 4o K R 4F AR, EI%IT%K%

&ﬁ#&nﬁtﬂﬁi$#%}?lﬂ R, Bk — P8 T RR %

e AR A 4 dobk B X BRE A X AP 7 XAk s &, )&,FF/\?T‘E}J
?kﬂliﬁ‘ﬁiﬁ?iﬂi’f?ﬂfl”?ﬂiﬁ*%Eké‘)-ﬂ-ﬂiﬁ)ﬁa%j——i«zn/iﬂ‘&

H iy %k I (Whitney, 1995; 77—78),

b



+ 2015« 4

(dynamic)
“ ”» “ ”»
, ) (inverted) ,
(Clark, 1980,1997,2001),

AT EMEAFRAMLAFSNE —FF &
E R LIS S N N Oy EEK A FEFRL LY
MANFS ZFAGIBAFE MA—NTRERKA G K
JregiE o R, ARKRF AR AR 9, A
TR A S, ST 17T s 2 E Rk
HoAESRBKE P AL —F A A EZ Y% A (Boyer and
Nissenbaum, 1974:103),

. 86 o



, 1692

s ° s M (Clark,

1980.:90) W 7

b o

b

’ 9

s N N . 1692

o« 87 o



+ 2015« 4

17 s “ ”» R
, (magic) , “ 7
“ ”(Hall, 1990: 32),
s (Hall, 1990;: 17—18).
(Hall, 1990
_70)0 ’ ’
(Durkheim, 1995) s

(Hall,1990:19)
# 3| Jé‘ﬁmkb-iy WA AT A 2R T Re A ik —

BH R & T — ) & B 5
A Skt 8 Ao R A 0 4T F

b

( Hansen, 1969: 7—8),

. 88 .

R MR B R R 6

KK

ERER.FF,

21



( ) .
1692 — —
. (rubric)
. 1692 s N s
. ( .
) (Jeske, 1986;Solberg, 1987), .

(Weisman, 1984 31—32,55—
57,1503 Merton, 1970) .

” , (
) s
(Weisman, 1984:33—34,104), “
”(errand in the wilderness) (Miller, 1984),

¢« 89 .



+ 2015« 4

b

) (Taylor, 2001 158 —187),
1670 s ,
. . . (Bercovitch,
1978. 73—92), . 1681 1
(Foster, 1991. 231), ,
. 1670 . , “
” , 1681 o
. (William Stoughton)  { : bi
( New-England’ s True Interest : Not to Lie) (1668 ,1670 )
y ”(Foster, 1991
214), , s 1692

(Foster, 1991 215—216),
” (Foster,

1991, 217—218), . 1674

T4 1674 S, £ R 09 BE XL T ) (The Day of Trouble in
Near) —H P MZRGHHEE " XRXNMNRETHRE LB &K
EMFLEEHMEEFZNFZE—R; EFMTFE. KL TR
VEES S8 TR0 IR I T G
EENRBEL—ERATHNH L REEHRTZS N,
1248 1675—1676 F 5 HEAG TR IR P M — N K%
BaE W R R R B A ESBTRO A EFTAARE

7. , (Metacom) s 1675
1676 . s . s 1692
Lepore, 1999,
”(covalent) s Drake, 1999,

. 90



(Foster, 1991. 219—220),

1684 , :

— 17 . 1662 8
) (Miller, 1953), ,
. (Hall, 1990:111)

A B A 0 [ A AT A 7 0 A %@]W)Eﬂwx%‘ﬁ%d%,
MmAEPR AR BOER THEEEE ANEZRE D
WEF Ao i3 X R AE AP IT 69 o R A5 3620 K A, fefiled AR
—HEREESAR AR ELFOER, ZEMERMHES
Ff E e AP T I F LR IANE, A E T A% & 09 F P4
HERE KB BRI E, wmuwt#uéﬁﬁ%mﬁT —A
BTEAE ERGAANERG RS, A, XEER A B E
ALAL % B ML AT 48 %ﬁuﬁ%?x%%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ

( Bulter,
1979),
. (D
5 (2) 5 (3)

8. (Halfway Covenant) , 1662 (partial

church membership) , . (Solomon Stoddard)

s o , (full membership)

http://en. wikipedia. org/wiki/Hal{-Way Covenant, ——

« 9] .



+ 2015« 4

(Reis, 1999),

b

“ 7, . (Elizabeth Reis)
. (Karlsen, 1998:173—181) s
. 17
( . ,  Burr, 2002:145—162),
o ) (
) o

e 92 .



(possession) ” (obsession) (Harley, 1996),

b o
b ’ b
“ ”
o b b
b
“ ”
b o b
— N —
.
b ’
b o
s , (
) . o
( ) , ,
.
o
o b
, 4 19 o
b b
“ ”»
b
b o *
(Kibbey.1982:126) :
”
b o
N
“ ”
b b
b
b
o ., 17 y
s (transcendental invisible) ?
(“concrete”invisible) . ,
- ° )
b b

¢« 03



+ 2015« 4

(Godbeer, 2005; Burr, 2002; Karlsen,

1998)., , ,
— . (Norton, 2003)
, , ( )
( R . ,

’

o
( ) “ ”»
b ’
o b 2

7 (Burr,2002: 104, 100), o

e 94 o



. 1692 3 27

”(Boyer and Nissenbaum, 1993: 130), . ¢
, ” (Boyer
and Nissenbaum, 1993. 126), ,
/ (Karlsen, 1998
142—149), ,
o 17 ,
“ ” (helpmeet) , ,
/ .
o (the visible world) o



+ 2015« 4

b o b
, (maleficium) ,
o , (practical
expertise) s s
(teche) , (internal soul) ;
“ ”»
“ ”
(cunning) , .
. b
, 1692
“ ”»
b
. . 1692 3 24
b b b

“ ” “ ”(Lawson in

o , (GEEN
. ) ,
-4/ NETTRTH VRN TR E B E R R EIKZ I £ 09 5 X ke B

NTEGAAT £ AL E MR R R EANAALFTHRIEE
P AAT e 3K B AL A — AP ARIT R E A B AT AN R BT
B 2 HE e EFHFAGAEAEF . EERETFERT W4

e« 06 o



o REIR A X — 35 =4, (Kibbey.1982:140)

b

“

”(cunning folk)

’

Norton, 2003: 123—132),

) / o ,
1692 )
) ( .
. ) (Weisman, 1984.: 13), , )
) ) ( )
“ v . (John Willard)

.« 97 .

o ’



+ 2015« 4

17 s
. , “ ” (model
for) * ”(model of) (Geertz, 2000a: 93),
(Alexander and Smith, 2004) .
(Foucault, 1972,1978;Butler, 1989,1993),
, (Sahlins, 1976,1981),
(interpret) R
y 1692 o

« 98 .



7 ( 1692 5 31 . s
Silverman, 1971: 37), , ,
, 1692
(References)

Alexander, Jeffrey C. 1982. Theoretical Logic in Sociology, Volume 1. Berkeley:
University of California Press.
Alexander, Jeffrey C. 2008. “Iconic Experience in Art and Life: Surface/Depth Beginning
with Giacometti’s Standing Woman. ” Theory, Culture & Society 25(2): 1—19.
Alexander, Jeffrey C. and Philip Smith. 2004. *The Strong Program in Cultural
Sociology: Elements of a Structural Hermeneutics,” in J. Alexander edited, The
Meanings of Social Life. NY: Oxford University Press:11—26.

Alexander, Jeffrey C., Dominik Bartmanski and Bernhard Giesen. 2012. Iconic Power :
Materiality and Meaning in Social Life. Palgrave Macmillan.

Balfe, Judith H. 1978. “Comment on Clarke Garrett’s * Women and Witches”” Signs 4
(1): 201—202.

Barry, Jonathan, Marrianne Hester, and Gareth Roberts. 1996. Witchcraft in Early Modern
Europe . Studies in Culture and Belief. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Barstow, Anne Llewellyn. 1994. Wiwchcraze: A New History of the European Witch Hunts.
San Francisco: Pandora Books.

Ben-Yehuda, Nachman. 1980. “The European Witch Craze of the 14" to 17" Centuries: A
Sociologist”s Perspective. ” American Journal of Sociology 86 (1): 1—31.

Ben-Yehuda, Nachman. 1983. *“ The European Witch Craze: Still a Sociologist” s
Perspective. ” American Journal of Sociology 88 (6) . 1275—1279.
Ben-Yehuda, Nachman. 1985. Deviance and Moral Boundaries: Witchcraft, the Occult ,
Science Fiction , Deviant Sciences and Scientists. Chicago: Chicago University Press.
Bercovitch, Sacvan. 1978. The American Jeremiad. Madison, WI. University of Wisconsin
Press.

Bostridge, lan. 1997. Witchcraft and Its Transformations ¢. 1650 — ¢. 1750. Oxford:
Clarendon Press.

Bourdieu, Pierre, and Loic JD Wacquant. 1992. An Inuitation to Reflexive Sociology.



+ 2015« 4

University of Chicago Press.

Boyer, Paul and Steven Nissenbaum. 1974. Salem Possessed: The Social Origins of
Witcheraft. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Boyer, Paul and Steven Nissenbaum. 1993. Salem Village Witchcraft: A Documentary
Record of Local Conflict in Colonial New England. Boston: Northeastern University
Press.

Burr, George Lincoln. 2002. Narratives of the New England Witcheraft Cases. New York:
Dover.

Butler, Jon. 1979. “Magic, Astrology and Early American Religious Heritage, 1600 —
1760.” American Historical Review 84 (2): 317 — 346.

Butler, Judith. 1989. Gender Trouble : Feminism and the Subversion of Identity. New York:
Routledge, Kegan &. Paul.

Butler, Judith. 1993. Bodies that Matter: On the Discursive Limits of Sex. New York:
Routledge.

Clark, Stuart. 1980. “Inversion, Misrule, and the Meaning of Witchcraft.” Past and
Present 87 ; 98— 127.

Clark, Stuart. 1997. Thinking with Demons: The Idea of Witchcraft in Early Modern
Europe. New York: Oxford University Press.

Clark, Stuart. 2001. Languages of Witchcraft : Narrative , Ideology s and Meaning in Early
Modern Culture. New York: St. Martin’s Press.

Cohn, Norman. 2001. Europe’s Inner Demons: The Demonization of Christians in Medieval
Christiandom. Chicago; University of Chicago Press.

Demos, John. 2004. Entertaining Satan . Witchcraft and the Culture of Early New England.
New York: Oxford University Press.

DiMaggio, Paul J., and Walter W. Powell. 1991. The New Institutionalism in
Organizational Analysis. Vol. 17. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Drake, James. 1999. King Philip’ s War: Civii War in New England, 1675 — 1676.
Ambherst: University of Massachusetts Press.

Durkheim, Emile. 1995. The Elementary Forms of Religious Life. Translated by Karen
Fields. New York: Free Press.

Erikson, Kai. 1966. Wayward Puritans: A Study in the Sociology of Deviance. New York:
John Wiley and Sons.

Evans-Pritchard, E. E. 1976. Witchcraft, Oracles, and Magic Among the Azande. New
York: Oxford University Press.

Foster, Stephen. 1991. The Long Argument : English Puritanism and the Shaping of New England
Culture , 1570 —1700. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press.

Furet, Francois. 1981. Interpreting the French Rewolution. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

Garrett, Clarke. 1977. “Women and Witches: Patterns of Analysis.” Signs 3 (2):
461—470.

Geertz, Clifford. 2000a. “Religion as a Cultural System,” in The Interpretation of
Cultures. New York: Basic Books:87 —125.

Geertz, Clifford. 2000b. “ Thick Description: Toward and Interpretive Theory of
Culture,” in The Interpretation of Cultures. New York: Basic Books:3—30.

Gies, Gilbert and Ivan Bunn. 1997. A Trial of Wiitches: A Seventeenth-Century Witchcraft
Prosecution. New York: Routledge.

Girard, Rene. 2005. Violence and the Sacred. Translated by Patrick Gregory. London:
Continuum,.

+ 100 -



Glaeser, Andreas. 2010. Political Epistemics: The Secret Police s the Opposition s and the End
of East German Socialism. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Godbeer, Richard. 2005. Esaping Salem : The Other Witch Hunt of 1692. New York:
Oxford University Press.

Hall, David D. 1990. Worlds of Wonder, Days of Judgment . Popular Religious Belief in
Farly New England. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Hansen, Chadwick. 1969. Wichcraft at Salem. New York: George Braziller.

Harley, David. 1996. “Explaining Salem: Calvinist psychology and the Diagnosis of
Possession. ” American Historical Review 101: 307 —333.

Heinemann, Evelyn. 2000. Witches: A Psychoanalytical Exploration of the Killing of Women.
London: Free Association Books.

Hester, Marianne. 1992. Lewd Women and Wicked Witches : A Study of the Dynamics of Male
Domination. New York: Routledge.

Honegger, Claudia. 1979. “Comment on Garrett’s ‘ Women and Witches’. ” Signs 4 (4) :
792—1798.

Jeske, Jeffrey. 1986. “Cotton Mather: Physico-Theologian. ” Journal of the History of Ideas
47(4): 583—594.

Karlsen, Carol F. 1998. The Devil in the Shape of a Woman : Witcheraft in Colonial New
England. New York: Norton.

Kibbey, Ann. 1982. * Mutations of the Supernatural: Witchcraft, Remarkable
Providences, and the Power of Puritan Men. ” American Quarterly 34 (2): 125—148.

Knight, Janice. Orthodoxies in Massachusetts : Rereading American Puritanism. Cambridge,
MA: Harvard University Press.

Larner, Christina. 1984. Witcharaft and Religion: The Politics of Popular Belief. New
York: Basil Blackwell.

Lepore, Jill. 1999. The Name of War: King Philip’ s War and the Origins of American
Identity. New York: Vintage.

Mann, Michael. 1993. The Sources of Social Power. Volume 2. New York: Cambridge
University Press.

Merton, Robert K. 1970. Science s Technologys and Society in Seventeenth Century England.
New York: Harper and Row.

Middlekauff, Robert. The Mathers: Three Generations of Puritan Intellectuals, 1596 —
1728. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Miller, Arthur. 2003. The Crucible. New York: Penguin Classics.

Miller, Perry. 1953. The New England Mind : From Colony to Province. Cambridge, MA.
Harvard University Press.

Miller, Perry. 1984. Erand into the Wilderness. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press.

Moia, Nelly. 1979. *Comment on Garrett’s * Women and Witches”.” Signs 4 (4):
798—802.

Norton, Mary Beth. 1984. “The Evolution of White Women’ s Experience in Early
America. ” American Historical Revieww 89: 593 —619.

Norton, Mary Beth. 2003. In the Devil’ s Snare: The Salem Witchcraft Crisis of 1692.
New York: Vintage.

Purkiss, Diane. 1996. The Witch in History: Early Modern and Twentieth-Century
Representations. New York: Routledge.

Reed, Isaac Ariail. 2011. Interpretation and Social Knowledge : On the Use of Theory in the
Human Sciences. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

+ 101 -



+ 2015« 4

Reed, Isaac Ariail. 2013. “Power: Relational, Discursive, and Performative Dimensions. ”
Sociological Theory 31(3): 193—218.

Reis, Elizabeth. 1999. Damned Women . Sinners and Witches in Puritan New England.
Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Sahlins, Marshall. 1976. Culture and Practical Reason. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Sahlins, Marshall. 1981. Historical Metaphors and Mythical Realities : Structure in the Early
History of the Sandwich Islands Kingdom. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Sewell, Jr. William. 2005. Logics of History: Social Theory and Social Transformation.
Chicago Studies in Practices of Meaning. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Sharpe, James. 1996. Instruments of Darkness: Witchcraft in England 1550 — 1750. New
York: Penguin.

Smith, Philip. 1992. “A Quantitative Evaluation of Demographic, Gender, and Social
Transformation Theories of the Rise of European Witch Hunting 1300 — 1500.”
Historical Social Research 17 (4): 99—118.

Solberg, Winton U. 1987. “Science and Early Religion in America: Cotton Mather’ s
‘ Christian Philosopher’.” Church History 56 (1) . 73—92.

Somers, Margaret R. and Fred Block. “From Poverty to Perversity: Ideas, Markets, and
Institutions over 200 Years of Welfare Debate. ” American Sociological Review 70(2) :

260—287.
Swidler, Ann. 2001. Talk of Love: How Culture Maitters. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press.

Taylor, Alan. 2001. American Colonies: The Settling of North America. New York:
Penguin Putnam.

Thickstun, Margaret O. 1988. Fictions of the Feminine: Puritan Doctrine and the
Representation of Women. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Thomas, Keith. 1971. Religion and the Decline of Magic. New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons.

Vaughan, Alden T. 1997. The Puritan Tradition in America, 1620 —1730. Hanover, NH:
The University Press of New England.

Weber, Max. 1978. Economy and Society: An Outline of Interpretive Sociology s edited by
Guenther Roth and Claus Wittich. Berkeley: University of California Press.

Weisman, Richard. 1984. Witcheraft . Magic, and Religion in 17" Century Massachusetts.
Amherst, MA: University of Massachusetts Press.

Westerkamp, Marilyn J. 1993. *Puritan Patriarchy and the Problem of Revelation.”
Journal of Interdisciplinary History 23 (3): 571—595.

Whitney, Elspeth. 1995. “International Trends: The Witch “She”/The Historian “He”:
Gender and the Historiography of the European Witch-Hunts. ” Journal of Women’ s
History 7 (3): 77—101.

Willis, Deborah. 1995. Malewlent Nurture: Witch-hunting and Maternal Power in Early
Modern England. Tthaca: Cornell University Press.

Winship, Michael. 1996. Seers of God: Puritan Providentialism in the Restoration and Early
Enlightenment. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins.

y

+ 102 -



