
 

 

“It is individual’s choice to behave immorally during a time of crisis.” Explore points 

of comparison in the way this issue is dealt with in the two texts. 

Ulrika Li 

Set in the 20th century societies of Eyam and Salem, crisis has been the catalyst to drive 

individual and the society’s behaviour, resulting in various impact to the society. In the 

tragic play The Crucible and the historical fiction Year of Wonders by geralding Brooks, both 

texts explore the greed, self-preservation and abusive nature of characters, with few 

exceptions, which ultimately corrupts individuals as well as the society itself. Miller’s 

allegorical play parallels the 20th century McCarthy Communist “witch-hunt”, asserting to 

the notion that regardless of the period of time, history often repeats itself as some people 

act immorally in times of adversity in order to suit their agenda, thus resulting the 

repression in its people and the arising of new ideologies. While Miller asserts that it is in 

times of adversity that people begins to act dissolutely, leading to the sufferings of innocent 

people, Brooks highlights that crisis can also bring both corruption and benefits. 

Nevertheless, both authors convey that in a society corrupted by human actions and 

external forces, those who hold on to their morals and faith are able to take on valuable 

roles to benefit the society. 

Within the strictly governed Christian societies of Eyam and Salem, the encroachment of 

individualism results in the authorities’ abuse of power in their zeal to maintain their own 

status and the purity of their communities. In The Crucible, the self-preserving nature of the 

authority coerce those in government to abuse their power to maintain their status. 

Zealously ambitious to wipe out the “devil”, Danforth remains stubbornly adamant about 

the justification of God’s punishment, when he “dares to hang thousands that rise against 

God”, hence this form of corruption results in mass hysteria and innocent deaths, which 

ultimately destroys the social fabric of the society. Conversely, in the plague-ridden Eyam, 

Brooks highlights the flaws arise in the society when Colonel Bradford abandons his duty as 

the “landowner” and the leader in Eyam,, hence coercing those powerless people to act in 

accordance with their misplaced religious ideals such as when john Gordon commits “self-

flagellation”. Brooks displays how the absence of leadership can also breed further 

corruption and hysteria within the society. Despite the contrasting actions that The 

Bradfords and Danforth undertake to retain their power, both authors accentuate the 

indoctrination of the repressive religious ideals on the communities, asserting to the 

modern day audience the inevitability for new leadership figures to rise and benefit the 

society. 

Both texts elucidate that it is especially in these miserable times that some people with no 

legitimate power, choose to “better themselves” by exacerbating the crisis and exploitating 

the authoritative power. Persecuting Anys Gowdie and labelling her as the “devil’s servant”, 

the mob mentality incites fear and injustice among the powerless people. Similar to the 

mob, Miller stresses Abigail’s immortality through revealing the bastardisation of power 

corrupted to enact “madness”. Having Betty’s “pretending” as the catalyst, Abigail exploits 

on the superstition and the theocracy, condemning Elizabeth as the “evil spirit” in an act of 

jealousy to win Proctor over her. Unlike the mob gang who is oblivious about the 



 

 

righteousness of their acts as they are overpowered by their own fear and superstition, 

Miller highlights that is Abigail’s jealously that enables her to commit exceptional crimes as 

an ordinary servant woman, motivating her t even control the court’s jurisdiction and 

threatens Danforth with “the power of Hell that may turn [his] wits”. Both Miller and Brooks  

 


