
 

 

Compare what these texts say about the effects of fear on communities  

Crisis can alter the way communities act in tandem with its members. Both Arthur Miller and 
Geraldine Brooks explore this through the devout societies of Eyam and Salem. Miller presents 
Salem’s interpretation of God as punitive however Brooks depicts Eyam’s community as having been 
influenced by the enlightenment, a movement that favoured scientific thinking over biblical. Both 
communities when enduring crisis rely heavily on good leadership to take control of their fears and 
ensure hysteria doesn’t overpower the community. While leadership is paramount in these 
societies, the rational thinking of individuals also effects the ability of communities to withstand 
crisis. 

Miller portrays bad leadership as detrimental to the community, however even more so during crisis. 
Reverend Samuel Parris’ leadership was condemned by many prior to the threat of witchcraft as he 
preferred to “preach only hellfire and damnation.” Throughout the crisis, fear for his position caused 
him, and many other officials, to grasp more strongly to their beliefs. Parris’ and Danforth’s refusal 
to bend their will as it will “speak a floundering on [their] part” allows the threat of witchcraft to run 
rampant and the crisis to escalate rapidly. The willed ignorance exhibited by Danforth, where he 
believes that the “voice of Heaven is speaking through the children” despite the contrary words of 
those with solid reputations within Salem, is evidence of his wish to uphold his reputation by not 
admitting to wrongdoing. This desperate attempt to preserve his authority allow people such as 
Abigail to take advantage of it to manipulate Danforth’s absolute belief in God and the Devil, 
plunging the community into deeper hysteria. The community’s reliance on Danforth to control the 
situation results in a fear breaking out when Danforth fails to reassure the town, the fear 
compounding until Salem is plagued with pandemonium. Danforth’s binary thinking where “a person 
is either with this court or…against it, there [is] no road between” creates a divide within Salem, 
breaking down an already weakened and fragile community. Miller condemns the disregard for their 
responsibilities poor leaders have and cautions the detrimental effect that has on the community.  

Brooks agrees that feeble leadership is detrimental to a community in crisis however expresses it 
through advocating for the ability for respectable leaders to bring hope to their community in times 
of triumph. As the threat of the plague spread through Eyam, along with it fear and desperation, 
many turned to superstition and as a consequence, turned on one another resulting in the tragic 
deaths of Anys and Mem Gowdie, both renowned and condemned for their medicinal knowledge. 
Despite this outbreak of poor judgment, Rector Michael Mompellion, despite being new and young, 
was able to unite the community and bring hope to an otherwise disparaged Eyam. Mompellion’s 
interpretation of God is much more loving and merciful than Parris’ punitive one. Mompellion 
presents the plague not as God’s punishment, but rather a “gift” from God, an “opportunity” sent to 
the villagers because of “His great love for [the people].” Mompellion, while a new and controversial 
leader in Eyam due to his differing beliefs, is much more effective in consoling the community, 
instilling in them hope rather than fear. The community of Eyam’s belief that their plague is a 
“casket of gold” sent by God rather than Salem’s belief that God is smiting them allows for more 
harmony among Mompellion and the broader society instead of the resentment towards its leaders 
residing in Salem. Due to the stronger relationship Mompellion had with the community, Eyam’s 
worries centred not around fear of others, but fear of the plague. The harmony fortified the public 
and while niggles occurred, Eyam was united in their fear and together worked to overcome and 
survive the plague. Mompellion proves himself to be a much more effective leader than Danforth by 
leading by example, keeping his promise that “no one in this village will face their death alone” along 
with his firm resolve to dig graves rather than burden others. The respect Mompellion garners, along 
with his more solid relationship with the community, results in less pressure on Mompellion’s 
position. Unlike Danforth, Mompellion’s lack of concern for his respectability allows him to lead 
more effectively and rationally, resulting in a more functional community. While Miller depicts a 
poor leaders’ rigid adherence to their belief as a destructive force bringing about the division of the 



 

 

community when faced with fear, Brooks portrays the power of a good leader as paramount in 
uniting and bringing harmony to a community in times of crisis. 

While leaders in times of crisis would hold true to their beliefs, individuals within communities may 
deviate from that belief, possibly inspiring others to follow suit. John Proctor, as a result of the 
leaders’ response to the crisis, lost faith in the institution of the church. His belief that the church’s 
interpretation of God has diverged so far from the fundamentals to the point where “God is dead” is 
ultimately shared by many. The persecution and execution of not only innocent, but noble 
townspeople based on the evidence given by teenage servant girls is recognised by Proctor as 
absurd and irrational. While these views aren’t shared by Danforth and other judges, it is common 
amongst many moral and respected individuals such as Rebecca Nurse. The execution of many 
esteemed characters such as Rebecca, who is regarded as “the very brick and mortar of the church,” 
and John Proctor, both of which refused to submit to Danforth’s commands, undermined the 
church’s validity to the community. The moral decision made by these individuals was a catalyst for 
“the power of theocracy” to be broken. While Proctor renounced his belief in the church as it is clear 
that he has “no love for Mr Parris,” his belief in the fundamentals of Christianity remains where he 
still “surely love[s]” God. While Miller depicts individuals abandoning their belief in the manmade 
institution of God, Brooks portrays those abandoning their belief in God completely. Many in Eyam, 
in their desperation, turned to avenues far from God’s will to explain their misfortune. Like the 
Crucible, there are individuals who embrace a rigid and punitive interpretation of religion as an 
answer to their issues, with others following their practices. However, Brooks explores many other 
conclusions individuals in the community have drawn as an answer to the crisis. Less educated 
townsfolk such as Kate Tabolt however are open to manipulation when their belief in God is waning, 
falling victim to being scammed in a time of fear and desperation for their lives as “that which [they] 
do believe has failed [them].” In response to fear of the plague and getting infected, the community 
desperately seek to find answers however diverge into more taboo sources as answers for their 
woes.  Anna, however, due to her newfound ability to learn and practice in medicinals without risk 
of punishment, is able to understand the nature of the plague better than others, allowing her 
thoughts to be more rational and her cures logical. This new though process empowers Anna to 
reject her religious belief entirely and instead embrace a more scientific way of thinking. While a 
community is able to together, withstand the threat of crisis, fear and hysteria stemming from the 
crisis can lead to individuals deviating from the group’s ideals. While Miller depicts strong individuals 
whose faith resides purely in God condemning the artificial institution of the church, Brooks presents 
a society influenced by the enlightenment where individuals are able to abandon their belief in God 
and religion altogether.  

Distress within a society in response to major predicaments can have disastrous effects on the whole 
community if left unchecked. Both Miller and Brooks strongly agree of the importance of an 
effective leader in guiding a community through crisis and the fear and hysteria that stems from it. 
Brooks, however, depicts a society where scientific thought is more widely accepted and less taboo, 
allowing for a more effective strategy for coping with crisis. However, both depict the importance of 
not only the leaders’, but also the people in a community’s cooperation as vital to combating qualms 
raised from uncertainties.  

 


