Chapter One

Europe Discovers America
Who discovered America? This is not an easy question to answer. The first human beings to set foot on the continents of North and South America came from

Asia. Tens of thousands of years ago they settled an area stretching from northeastern Siberia through the Aleutian islands in Alaska. Scholars refer to the region as

"Beringia," named after the explorer Vitus Bering. Most of the area is now submerged beneath the Bering Strait and adjacent waters. During the Ice Age, however, when

more precipitation was trapped on land as snow or ice, the ocean was far shallower, exposing much of the ocean bed. During this period, some of the people of

"Beringia" moved in search of game and green grass to what is now the North American continent. Almost certainly the settlers of the Americas, the ancestors of the modern
Indians, were unaware that they were entering "new" territory. So we must look elsewhere (and much later in time) for the "discoverer" of America as we use that word.

Columbus and the "Discovery" of America 
Probably the first European to reach America was a Norseman, Leif Eriksson. He ventured, before the day of the compass, into the void of the North Atlantic and, around the year 1000, reached the shores of Labrador. But Eriksson's discovery passed practically unnoticed. It was roughly 500 years later, about two o'clock in the morning of October 12, 1492, that a sailor named Roderigo, de Triana, clinging in a gale to the mast of the ship Pinta, saw a gleam of white on the moonlit horizon and shouted, "Tierra! Tierra!" The land he had spied was an island in the West Indies, a place distinguished for neither beauty nor size. Nevertheless, when Triana's master, Christopher Columbus, went ashore bearing the flag of Castile, he named it San Salvador, or Holy Savior. Columbus selected this imposing name for the island out of gratitude and wonder at having found it-he had sailed with three frail vessels more than 3,000 miles for 33 days without sight of land. The name was appropriate, too, from history's far larger viewpoint. Neither Columbus nor any of his men suspected it, but the discovery of San Salvador was probably the most important event in the history of Western civilization since the birth of Christ. 

San Salvador was the gateway to two continents. Columbus did not know it, and he refused to learn the truth, but his voyage threw open to exploitation by the peoples of western Europe more than a quarter of all the land in the world, a region of more than 16 million square miles, an area lushly endowed with every imaginable resource. He made possible a mass movement from Europe (and later from Africa and to a lesser extent from other regions) into the New World. This movement gathered force rapidly and has not slackened to this day. Something on the order of seventy million persons have been involved in the migration to the American continent. 

Columbus was an intelligent as well as a dedicated and skillful mariner. However, he failed to grasp the significance of his accomplishment. He was seeking a way to China and Japan and the Indies, the amazing countries described by the Venetian Marco Polo in the late thirteenth century. 

Having read carefully Marco Polo's account of his adventures in the service of Kublai Khan, Columbus had decided that these rich lands could be reached by sailing directly west from Europe. The idea was not original, but whereas others merely talked about it, Columbus acted. If one could sail to Asia directly, the trading possibilities and the resulting profits would be limitless. Asian products were highly valued all over Europe. Spices such as pepper, cinnamon, ginger, nutmeg, and cloves were of first importance, their role being not so much to titillate the palate as to disguise the taste of spoiled meats in regions that had little ice. Europeans also prized such tropical foods as rice, figs, and oranges, as well as perfumes (often used as a substitute for soap), silk and cotton, rugs, textiles such as muslin and damask, dye stuffs, fine steel products, precious stones, and various drugs. 

But the cost of Asian products remained high. To transport spices from the Indies, silk from China, or rugs, cloth, and steel from the Middle East was extremely costly. The combined sea-land routes were long and complicated-across strange seas, through deserts, over high mountain passes-with pirates or highwaymen a constant threat. Every petty tyrant through whose domain the caravans passed levied taxes, a quasi-legal form of robbery. Few merchants operated on a continental scale; typically, goods passed from hand to hand and were loaded and unloaded many times between Eastern producer and Western consumer, with each middleman exacting as large a profit as he could. In the end the western European consumer had to pay for all this. 

If Asian produce could be carried to Europe by water, the trip would be both cheaper and more comfortable. The goods would have to be loaded and unloaded only once. A small number of sailors could provide all the necessary labor, and the free wind would supply the power to move the cargo to its destination. By the fifteenth century, this idea was beginning to be transformed into action. 

The great figure in this transformation was Prince Henry the Navigator, third son of John I, king of Portugal. Henry was deeply interested in navigation and exploration. Sailing a vessel out of sight of land was still, in Henry's day, more an art than a science and was extremely hazardous. Ships were small and clumsy. Primitive compasses and instruments for reckoning latitude existed, but under shipboard conditions they were very inaccurate. Navigators could determine longitude only by keeping track of direction and estimating speed; even the most skilled could place little faith in their estimates. 

Henry attempted to improve and codify navigational knowledge. To his court at Sagres, hard by Cape St. Vincent, the extreme southwestern point of Europe, he brought geographers, astronomers, and mapmakers, along with Arab and Jewish mathematicians. He built an observatory and supervised the preparation of tables measuring the declination of the sun and other navigational data. Searching for a new route to east Asia, Henry's captains sailed westward to the Madeiras and the Canaries and south along the coast of Africa, seeking a way around that continent. In 1445 Dinis Dias reached Cape Verde, site of present-day Dakar. 

Henry was interested in trade, but he cared more for the advancement of knowledge, for the glory of Portugal, and for spreading Christianity. When his explorers developed a profitable business in slaves, he tried to stop it. Nevertheless, the movement he began had, like the Crusades, important commercial overtones. Probably half of the Portuguese voyages were undertaken by private merchants. Without the gold, ivory, and other African goods, which brought great prosperity to Portugal, the explorers would probably not have been so bold and persistent. Yet, like Henry, they were idealists, by and large. The Age of Discovery was in a sense the last Crusade; its leaders displayed mixed religious and material motives along with a love of adventure. In any case, the Portuguese realized that if they could find a way around Africa, they might well sail directly to India and the Spice Islands.* The profits from such a voyage would surely be spectacular. 

For 20 years after Henry's death in 1460, the Portuguese concentrated on exploiting his discoveries. In the 1480s King John 11 undertook systematic new explorations focused on reaching India. Gradually his caravels probed southward along the sweltering coast-to the equator, to the region of Angola, and beyond. 

Into this bustling, prosperous, expectant little country in the corner of Europe came Christopher Columbus in 1476. Columbus was a weaver's son from Genoa, born in 145 1. He had taken to the sea early, ranging widely in the Mediterranean. For a time he became a chart maker in Lisbon. He married a local woman. Then he was again at sea. He cruised northward, perhaps as far as Iceland, south to the equator, westward in the Atlantic to the Azores. Had his interest lain in that direction, he might well have been the first person to reach Asia by way of Africa, for in 1488, in Lisbon, he met and talked with Bartholomeu Dias, who just returned from his voyage around the southern tip of Africa, which had demonstrated that the way lay clear for a voyage to the Indies. 

But by this time Columbus had committed himself to the westward route. When King John II refused to finance him, he turned to the Spanish court, where, after many disappointments, he finally persuaded Queen Isabella to equip his expedition. In August 1492 he set out from the port of Palos with his tiny fleet, the Santa Maria, the Pinta, and the Nina. A little more than two months later, after a stopover in the Canary Islands to repair the Pinta's rudder, his lookout sighted land. 

Columbus's success was due in large part to his single-minded conviction that the Indies could be reached by sailing westward for a relatively short distance and that a profitable trade would develop over this route. His conviction cost him dearly. He refused to accept the plain evidence, which everywhere confronted him, that this was an entirely new world. Searching for treasure, he pushed on to Cuba. When he heard the native word Cubanocan, meaning "middle of Cuba," he mistook it for El Gran Can (Marco Polo's "Grand Khan") and sent emissaries on a fruitless search through the tropical jungle for the khan's palace. He finally returned to Spain relatively empty-handed, but certain that he had explored the edge of Asia. Three later voyages failed to shake his conviction. 

Spain's American Empire
Columbus died in 1506. By that time other captains had taken up the work, most of them more willing than he to accept the New World on its own terms. As early as 1493, Pope Alexander VI had divided the non-Christian world between Spain and Portugal. The next year, in the Treaty of Tordesillas, these powers negotiated an agreement about exploiting the new discoveries. In effect, Portugal continued to concentrate on Africa, leaving the New World, except for what eventually became Brazil, to the Spanish. Thereafter, from their base on Hispaniola (Santo Domingo), founded by Columbus, the Spaniards quickly fanned out through the Caribbean and then over large parts of the two continents that bordered it. 

In 1513 Juan Ponce de Leon, a shipmate of Columbus on the Admiral's second voyage, made the first Spanish landing on the mainland of North America, exploring the east coast of Florida in 1513. In the 1520s Panfilo de Narvaez explored the Gulf Coast of North America westward from Florida, and after his death his lieutenant, Alvar Nunez Cabeza de Vaca, wandered for years in the region north of the Gulf. Finally, along with three companions, one a black slave named Esteban, Cabeza de Vaca made his way across what is now New Mexico and Arizona and then south to Mexico City. Between 1539 and 1543 Hernando de Soto traveled north from Florida to the Carolinas, then westward to the Mississippi River. During the same period Francisco Visquez de Coronado ventured as far north as Kansas and west to the Grand Canyon. Fifty years after Columbus's first landfall, Spain was master of a huge American empire covering all of South America except Brazil, and also the southern fringe of North America, extending from California east to Florida. By the early 1600s Spanish explorers had reached Virginia, and there were small Spanish settlements at Saint Augustine in Florida and at Santa Fe in New Mexico. 

The Spanish developed a distinct civilization in this enormous region. By the 1570s they had founded about 200 cities and towns, set up printing presses and published pamphlets and books, and established universities in Mexico City and Lima. With the help of Indian artisans, they had constructed and decorated lavishly a large number of impressive cathedrals. 

What explains this mighty surge of exploration and conquest? Greed for gold and power, a sense of adventure, the desire to Christianize the Indians-mixed motives propelled the conquistadores onward. Some saw the New World as a reincarnation of the Garden of Eden, a land of infinite promise. Ponce de Leon and many others actually expected to find the Fountain of Youth in America. Their vision, at once so selfish and so exalted, reveals the central paradox of New World history. This immense land brought out both the best and the worst in the conquistadors. "Virgin" America inspired conflicting feelings in their hearts. They worshiped it for its purity and promise, yet they could not resist the opportunity to take advantage of its innocence. 

The Indian and the European: Cultures in Collision
The conquistadores were brave and imaginative men, well worthy of their fame. It must not, however, be forgotten that they wrenched their empire from innocent hands. In an important sense, the settlement of the New World, which the historian Francis Jennings has called "the invasion of America," ranks among the most flagrant examples of unprovoked aggression in human history. When Columbus landed on San Salvador he planted a cross, "as a sign," he explained to Ferdinand and Isabella, "that your Highnesses held this land as your own." Of the Lucayans, the native inhabitants of San Salvador, Columbus wrote: 

The people of this island ... are artless and generous with what they have, to such a degree as no one would believe .... If it be asked for, they never say no, but rather invite the person to accept it, and show as much lovingness as though they would give their hearts. 

The Indians of San Salvador behaved this way because the Spaniards seemed the very gods. "All believe that power and goodness dwell in the sky," Columbus reported, "and they are firmly convinced that I have come from the sky." The products of Europe fascinated them. For a bit of sheet copper an inch square, they would part with a bushel of corn; knives, hatchets, and fishhooks made of metal were even more precious to a people whose own technology was still in the Stone Age. 

But the Spaniards would not settle for the better of the bargain. Columbus also remarked of the Lucayans: "These people are very unskilled in arms ... with fifty men they could all be subjected and made to do all that one wished." He and his compatriots tricked and cheated the Indians at every turn. Before entering a new area, Spanish generals customarily read a Requerimiento (requirement) to the inhabitants. This long-winded document recited a Spanish version of the history of the human race from the Creation to the division of the non-Christian world by Pope Alexander VI and then called on the Indians to recognize the sovereignty of the reigning Spanish monarch. ("If you do so ... we shall receive you in all love and charity.") If this demand was rejected, the Spanish promised: "We shall powerfully enter into your country, and ... shall take you, your wives, and your children, and shall make slaves of them.... The death and losses which shall accrue from this are your fault." This arrogant harangue was read in Spanish and often out of earshot of the Indians. When they responded by fighting, the Spaniards decimated them, drove them from their lands, and held the broken survivors in contempt. As Bartolome de las Casas, a priest among them, said, the conquistadores behaved "like the most cruel Tygres, Wolves, and Lions, enrag'd with a sharp and tedious hunger." 

Wherever they went, the Europeans mistreated the people they encountered. When the Portuguese reached Affica, they carried off thousands into slavery. The Dutch behaved shamefully in the East Indies, as did the French in their colonial possessions-although, in North America at least, the French record was better than most. 

English settlers described the Indians as being "of a tractable, free, and loving nature, without guile or treachery," yet in most instances they exploited and all but exterminated them. "Why should you take by force from us that which you can obtain by love?" one puzzled chief asked an early Virginia colonist, according to the latter's own account. The first settlers of New England dealt fairly with the local inhabitants. They made honest, if somewhat misguided, efforts to Christianize and educate them and to respect their rights. But within a few years their relations with the Indians deteriorated, and in King Philip's War (1675-1676), proportionately the bloodiest in American history, they destroyed the tribes as independent powers. 

Native American Civilizations
Of course the victims of the Europeans' cruelty were not innocent "noble savages." Being human, Indians suffered from all the human failings in one form or another. During thousands of years they had multiplied, occupying the hemisphere from Alaska to Tierra del Fuego. By 1500 there were somewhere between 50 and 60 million Indians, I or 2 million living in what is now the United States. 

In the course of many centuries the Indians' cultures had evolved in different ways. Climate, soil conditions, wars, and other factors, including pure chance, shaped their ways of life profoundly, just as these forces shaped the civilizations that had developed over the ages in Asia, Africa, and Europe. More than a thousand languages were spoken in North and South America at the time of Columbus. 

Even in the relatively limited area that the first Spanish explorers visited, the native cultures displayed an extraordinary variety. If the people who greeted Columbus were relatively primitive, the civilizations of the Incas of Peru and the Aztecs of Mexico were in many respects as highly developed as any in Europe or Asia. The Incas built roads as enduring as those of the Romans. Montezuma, the Aztec emperor, lived in a great palace surrounded by courtiers and servants in a city as large as and far more impressive architecturally than Madrid, the home of Cortes's master, King Charles V. 

Cortes was thunderstruck by the Great Market in Tenochtitlan, at which 60,000 people shopped each day, and also by the city's lush gardens and arboretums, and exotic aviaries. The splendors of the Aztecs, Cortes wrote to his king, were "so many and so wonderful that they seem almost unbelievable." 

North of Mexico no such imposing civilizations existed, but the number of different patterns of life was great Some groups were nomads who lived by hunting and fishing. Others lived settled lives based on hunting and agriculture. 

The Indians had certain traits in common, and many of these the Europeans shared. Cruelty and war, slavery and plunder existed in the New World long before Columbus. The priest who claimed that Indians were "without evil and without guile" was as far off the mark as the Spaniard who claimed that they indulged in "every kind of intemperance and wicked lust." Indian men were by modern standards chauvinists, as indeed were most Europeans of that day. Hunting and fishing which, again like many Europeans, the Indians regarded as sports as well as sources of food-were usually male occupations, as was warfare. In agricultural communities, men and women shared other tasks; in general, the men did the heavy work of clearing land and building shelters; the women did the planting, cultivating, and harvesting. When Indians observed European men planting seeds and weeding their fields, they scoffed at them for being effeminate. 

Most of the terrible decimation that was everywhere the Indians' fate was caused by European diseases such as smallpox and measles. The population of Mexico was at least 20 million when Cortes invaded the country and only 2 million a century later. The population of Hispaniola fell from perhaps 8 million when Columbus first touched there to a couple of hundred 50 years later. 

The Europeans could not be blamed for these deaths. They did not understand the diseases any better than the Indians did. The fact remains, however, that in conflicts between Indians and whites, far more often than not the whites were the main cause of the trouble. 

Most Europeans simply assumed that non-Europeans were inferior beings. Apparently their prejudices were not always of racial origin; some early colonists considered Indians members of the white race whose skin had been darkened by exposure to the elements. The term red man did not become current until the eighteenth century.  The relativity of cultural values escaped all but a handful of the Europeans. If some of the natives were naive in thinking that the invaders, with their huge ships and their potent fire sticks, were gods, these "gods" were equally naive in their thinking. Because the Indians did not worship the Christian God and indeed worshiped a large number of other gods, the Europeans dismissed them as contemptible heathens. "Probably the devil decoyed these miserable savages hither," one English colonist explained. 

In fact, most Indians were deeply religious people. But their religious values were so different from those of the Europeans that many of the latter believed that even if the Indians were not minions of Satan, they were unworthy of becoming Christians. Others, such as the Spanish friars, did try to convert the Indians, and with considerable success; but as late as 1569, when Spain introduced the Inquisition into its colonies, the natives were exempted from its control on the ground that they were incapable of rational judgment and thus not responsible for their "heretical" religious beliefs. 

Most Indians adapted to and took advantage of their environment (for example, by trapping fur-bearing animals in winter and netting fish during spring spawning runs); the notion that they allowed it to remain pristine is a myth. Historical geographers have shown that even before contact with the Europeans, Indians throughout the Americas "modified vegetation and wildlife, caused erosion, and created earthworks, roads, and settlements." The Europeans, nevertheless, left a far deeper imprint upon the American landscape. Their iron-tipped ploughs dug deep into the earth and made more of it accessible to cultivation, and their iron axes and saws enabled them to clear vast forests and use the lumber for construction. 

Indians who depended on hunting and fishing had small use for personal property that was not easily portable. They had little interest in amassing wealth, as individuals or as tribes. Even the Aztecs, with their treasures of gold and silver, valued the metals for their durability and the beautiful things that could be made with them rather than as objects of commerce. 

This lack of concern for material things led Europeans to conclude that the native people of America were childlike creatures, not to be treated as equals. Indians "do but run over the grass, as do also foxes and wild beasts," an Englishman wrote in 1622, "so it is lawful now to take a land, which none useth, and make use of it." In the sense that Indians lived in close harmony with nature, the first part of this statement contained a grain of truth, though of course the second did not follow from it logically. 

Other troubles grew out of similar misunderstandings. English colonists assumed that Indian chiefs ruled with the same authority as their own kings. When Indians, whose loyalties were shaped by complex kinship relations more than by identification with any one leader, sometimes failed to honor commitments made by their chiefs, the English accused them of treachery. 

For their part, Indians found many aspects of European society incomprehensible. When a group of Indians were presented to the 12-year-old king of Spain, Charles IX, they could not understand why his Swiss guards, "so many grown men, bearded, strong, and armed ... should submit to obey a child" instead of putting one of their members in command. 

The Europeans' inability to grasp the communal nature of land tenure among Indians also led to innumerable quarrels. Traditional tribal boundaries were neither spelled out in deeds or treaties nor marked by fences or any other sign of occupation. Often corn grown by a number of families was stored in a common bin and drawn upon by all as needed. Such practices were utterly alien to the European mind. On the other hand, Indians put more emphasis on who was using land than on who first obtained or "owned" it. Among some agricultural tribes, if a farmer failed to cultivate a plot of land, another could take over no matter how long the first had previously used it. 

Nowhere was the cultural chasm between Indians and Europeans more evident than in warfare. Indians did not seek to possess land, so they sought not so much to destroy the enemy as to display their valor, to avenge an insult or perceived wrong, or to acquire captives who could take the place of missing family members. The Europeans preferred to fight in heavily armed masses in order to obliterate the enemy. But the Indians preferred to ambush an opponent and seize the stragglers; when confronted by a superior force, they usually melted into the woods. 

An American Holocaust? 
Scholars agree on only one fact concerning the population history of the North American Indians following the arrival of Columbus: the number of Indians declined. The magnitude of the decline has been the source of a protracted and important debate. Some contend that the Indian population on the eve of European contact was 145 million throughout the western hemisphere, including 18 million in the area of what is now the United States; others propose totals less than a tenth of these figures. Whatever the precise Indian population in 1492, it fell sharply throughout the western hemisphere thereafter. At the turn of the twentieth century, the Indian population of the United States reached a nadir of about 375,000 and subsequently increased. 

Historians who accept the higher estimates for precontact population contend that Columbus initiated a "genocide" or holocaust that nearly expunged the Americas of its native peoples. 

Terms such as "holocaust" and "genocide" usually refer to the systematic destruction of entire peoples, such as the Nazi attempt to exterminate the European Jews. But the motivations and objectives differed among those who came to the Americas from across Europe: soldiers, adventurers, farmers, traders, artisans, servants, merchants, and missionaries, female as well as male, Protestants as well as Catholics and Jews. Many colonists depended on the Indians: the Spanish needed them to work the mines, till the soil, and build roads and buildings; French traders needed them to provide furs and other items for export; English settlers depended on them for additional food and knowledge. For most Europeans, a live Indian was better than a dead one. 

Yet millions did die; and from the outset of the European invasion of the New World, sensitive observers had been appalled by the barbarity of the conquest. The first to come under sharp scrutiny were the Spaniards. Bartolome de Las Casas, a Dominican missionary who arrived in Hispaniola nearly a decade after Columbus, compiled a passionate and grisly indictment:  It was the general rule among Spaniards to be cruel; not just cruel, but extraordinarily cruel so that harsh and bitter treatment would prevent Indians from daring to think of themselves as human beings or having a minute to think at all. So they would cut an Indian's hands and leave them dangling by a shred of skin and they would send him on saying "Go now, spread the news to your chiefs." They would test their swords and their manly strength on captured Indians and place bets on the slicing off of heads or the cutting of bodies in half with one blow. 

These and countless similar stories gave rise to the "Black Legend" of Spanish tyranny and oppression, a standard so low that English and French colonists believed they could not sink beneath it. In fact,  t, as historian Jill Lepore has observed, English barbarities rivaled those of the Spaniards. In Virginia in 1610, for example, George Percy, an English officer, when ordered to punish a Powhatan chief for insolence, proudly described how his men marched into an Indian town, seized some of the natives, "putt some fiftene or sixteen to the Sworde" and cut off their heads. Then he ordered his men to burn the houses and crops. When the expedition returned to its boats, his men complained that Percy had spared an Indian "queen and her Children." Percy relented, and threw the children overboard "shoteinge owtt their Braynes in the water." His men insisted that he burn the queen alive, but Percy mercifully stabbed her to death. 

Disease and Population Loss
Of all the weapons the Europeans brought to the New World, the most potent was one they could not see and of which they were unaware: microorganisms that carried diseases such as smallpox, measles, bubonic plague, diphtheria, influenza, malaria, yellow fever, and typhoid. For countless generations, these diseases had swept back and forth across Europe, Africa, and Asia. Millions died, but the survivors acquired antibodies that helped them resist further outbreaks. 

Geography had long protected the peoples of the western hemisphere from these epidemics. About 10,000 years ago, rising global temperatures melted the northern ice, raised ocean levels, and flooded most of Beringia. The New World was cut off from many of the microorganisms of the Old. When Europeans carrying these unfamiliar microbes came into contact with the Indians, who lacked the requisite antibodies and generations' worth of genetic hardening, the result was lethal. 

The Spanish Decline
While Spain waxed fat on the wealth of the Americas, the other nations of western Europe did little. In 1497 and 1498 King Henry VII of England sent John Cabot to the New World. Cabot visited Newfoundland and the northeastern coast of the continent. His explorations formed the basis for later British claims in North America, but they were not followed up for many decades. In 1524 Giovanni da Verrazano made a similar voyage for France, coasting the continent from Carolina to 

Nova Scotia. Some 10 years later the Frenchman Jacques Cartier explored the St. Lawrence River as far inland as present-day Montreal. During the sixteenth century, fishermen from France, Spain, Portugal, and England began exploiting the limitless supplies of cod and other fish they found in the cold waters off Newfoundland. They landed at many points along the mainland coast from Nova Scotia to Labrador to collect water and wood and to dry their catches, but they made no permanent settlements until the next century. 

There were many reasons for this delay, the most important probably being that Spain had achieved a large measure of internal tranquility by the sixteenth century, whereas France and England were still torn by serious religious and political conflicts. The Spanish also profited from having seized those areas in America best suited to producing quick returns. Reinforced by the treasure of the Aztecs and the Incas, Spain seemed too mighty to be challenged in either the New World or the Old. Under Philip II, who succeeded Charles in 1556, Spanish strength seemed at its peak, especially after Philip added Portugal to his domain in 1580. But the great empire was in trouble. The corruption of the Spanish court had much to do with this. Even more important was the disruption of the Catholic church throughout Europe by the Protestant Reformation. 

The Protestant Reformation
The spiritual lethargy and bureaucratic corruption besetting the Roman Catholic church in the early sixteenth century made it a fit target for reform. A thriving business in the sale of indulgences, payments that were supposed to win forgiveness of earthly sins for departed loved ones and thus release them from purgatory, was a public scandal. The luxurious lifestyle of the popes and the papal court in Rome was another. Yet the fact that the movement launched by Martin Luther in 1517 and carried forward by men like John Calvin addressed genuine shortcomings does not entirely explain why the Protestant Reformation led so directly to the rupture of Christendom. Probably more important were the political possibilities let loose by their challenge to Rome's spiritual authority. German princes seized upon Luther's campaign against the sale of indulgences to stop all payments to Rome and to confiscate church property. Swiss cities like Geneva and Zurich joined the Protestant revolt for spiritual reasons, but also to win independence from Catholic kings. The efforts of Spain to suppress Protestantism in the Low Countries stimulated nationalist movements there, especially among the Dutch. 

The decision of Henry VIII of England to break with Rome was also political. The refusal of Pope Clement VII to agree to an annulment of Henry's marriage of 20 years to Catherine of Aragon, the daughter of Ferdinand and Isabella, provided the occasion. Catherine had given birth to six children, but all were girls; Henry was without a male heir. By repudiating the pope's spiritual authority and declaring himself head of the English (Anglican) church in 1534, Henry freed himself to divorce Catherine and to marry whomever-and however often-he saw fit. By the time of his death, five wives and 13 years later, England had become a Protestant nation. 

The growing political and religious conflict had economic overtones. In some lands the business classes tended to support Protestant leaders, in part because the new sects, stressing simplicity, made fewer financial demands on the faithful than the Catholics did. And as the commercial classes rose to positions of influence, England,

France, and the United Provinces of the Netherlands experienced a flowering of

trade and industry. Dutch traders captured most of the Far Eastern business once

monopolized by the Portuguese, and they infiltrated Spain's Caribbean stronghold.

A number of English merchant companies, soon to play a vital role as colonizers,

sprang up in the last half of the sixteenth century. These joint-stock companies, ancestors of the modern corporation, enabled groups of investors to pool their capital

and to limit their individual responsibilities to the sums actually invested-a very important protection in such risky enterprises.

English Beginnings in America
English merchants took part in many kinds of international activity. The Muscovy Company spent large sums searching for a passage to China around Scandinavia and dispatched six overland expeditions in an effort to reach East Asia by way of Russia and Persia. In the 1570s Martin Frobisher made three voyages across the Atlantic, hoping to discover a northwest passage to cast Asia or new gold-bearing lands. 

Such projects, particularly in the area of America, received strong but concealed support from the Crown. Queen Elizabeth I invested heavily in Frobisher's expeditions. England was still too weak to challenge Spain openly, but Elizabeth hoped to break the Spanish overseas monopoly just the same. She encouraged her boldest sea dogs to plunder Spanish merchant ships on the high seas. When Captain Francis Drake was about to set sail on his fabulous round-the-world voyage in 1577, the queen said to him: "Drake! ... I would gladly be revenged on the King of Spain for divers injuries that I have received." Drake took her at her word. He sailed through the Strait of Magellan and terrorized the west coast of South America, capturing the Spanish treasure ship Cacafuego, heavily laden with Peruvian silver. After exploring the coast of California, which he claimed for England, Drake crossed the Pacific and went on to circumnavigate the globe, returning home in triumph in 1580. Although Elizabeth took pains to deny it to the Spanish ambassador, Drake's voyage was officially sponsored. 

When schemes to place settlers in the New World began to mature at about this time, the queen again became involved. The first English effort was led by Sir Humphrey Gilbert, an Oxford-educated soldier and courtier with a lifelong interest in far-off places. Gilbert owned a share of the Muscovy Company; as early as 1566, he was trying to get a royal grant for an expedition in search of a northeast passage to the Far East. But soon his interests concentrated on the northwest route. He read widely in navigational and geographical lore and in 1576 wrote a persuasive Discourse, . . to prove a passage by the north west to Cathaia. Two years later the queen authorized him to explore and colonize "heathen lands not actually possessed by any Christian prince." 

We know almost nothing about Gilbert's first attempt except that it occurred in 1578-1579; in 1583 he set sail again with five ships and over 200 settlers. He landed them on Newfoundland, then evidently decided to seek a more congenial site farther south. However, no colony was established, and on his way back to England his ship went down in a storm off the Azores. 

Gilbert's half brother, Sir Walter Raleigh, took up the work. Handsome, ambitious, and impulsive, Raleigh was a great favorite of Elizabeth. He sent a number of expeditions to explore the east coast of North America, a land he named Virginia in honor- of his unmarried sovereign. In 1585 he settled about a hundred men on Roanoke Island, off the North Carolina coast, but these settlers returned home the next year. In 1587 Raleigh sent another group to Roanoke, including a number of women and children. Unfortunately, the supply ships sent to the colony in 1588 failed to arrive; when help did get there in 1590, not a soul could be found. The fate of these pioneers has never been determined. 

One reason for the delay in getting aid to the Roanoke colonists was the attack of the Spanish Armada on England in 1588. Angered by English raids on his shipping and by the assistance Elizabeth was giving to the rebels in the Netherlands, King Philip II had decided to invade England. His motives were religious as well as political and economic, for England was now seemingly committed to Protestantism. His great fleet of some 130 ships bore huge crosses on the sails as if on another crusade. The Armada carried 30,000 men and 2,400 guns, the largest naval force ever assembled up to that time. However, the English fleet badly mauled this armada, and a series of storms completed its destruction. Thereafter, although the war continued and Spanish sea power remained formidable, Spain could no longer block English penetration of the New World. 

Experience had shown that the cost of planting settlements in a wilderness 3,000 miles from England was more than any individual purse could bear. (Raleigh lost about L40,000 in his overseas ventures; early on he began to advocate government support of colonization.) As early as 1584, Richard Hakluyt, England's foremost authority on the Americas, made a convincing case for royal aid. In his Discourse on Western Planting, Hakluyt stressed the military advantages of building "two or three strong fortes" along the Atlantic coast of North America. Ships operating from such bases would make life uncomfortable for "King Phillipe" by intercepting his treasure fleets--a matter, Hakluyt added coolly, "that toucheth him indeede to the quicke." 

Queen Elizabeth read Hakluyt's essay, but she was too cautious and too devious to act boldly on his suggestions. Only after her death in 1603 did full-scale efforts to found English colonies in America begin, and even then the organizing force came from merchant capitalists, not from the Crown. This was unfortunate, because the search for quick profits dominated the thinking of these enterprisers. Larger national ends, although not neglected because the Crown was always involved, were subordinated. On the other hand, if private investors had not taken the lead, no colony would have been established at this time. 

The Settlement of Virginia
In September of 1605 two groups of English merchants petitioned the new king, James I, for a license to colonize Virginia, as the whole area claimed by England was then named. This was granted the following April, and two joint-stock companies were organized, one controlled by London merchants, the other by a group from the area around Plymouth and Bristol. 

This first charter revealed the commercial motivation of both king and company in the plainest terms. Although it spoke of spreading Christianity and bringing "the Infidels and Savages, living in those Parts, to human Civility," it stressed the right "to dig, mine, and search for all Manner of Mines of Gold, Silver, and Copper." On December 20, 1606, the London Company dispatched about 100 settlers aboard the Susan Constant, Discovery, and Godspeed. This little band reached the Chesapeake Bay area in May 1607 and founded Jamestown, the first permanent English colony in the New World. 

From the start everything seemed to go wrong. The immigrants established themselves in what was practically a malarial swamp simply because it appeared easily defensible against Indian attack. They failed to get a crop in the ground because of the lateness of the season and were soon almost without food. Their leaders, mere deputies of the London merchants, did not respond to the challenges of the wilderness. The settlers lacked the skills that pioneers need. More than a third of them were "gentlemen" unused to manual labor, and many of the rest were the gentlemen's body servants, almost equally unequipped for the task of colony building. During the first winter more than half of the settlers died. 

All the land belonged to the company, and aside from the gentlemen and their retainers, most of the settlers were only hired laborers who had contracted to work for it for seven years. This was most unfortunate. The situation demanded people skilled in agriculture, and such a labor force was available. In England times were bad. The growth of the textile industry had led to an increased demand for wool, and great landowners were dismissing laborers and tenant farmers and shifting from labor-intensive agriculture to sheep raising. Inflation, caused by a shortage of goods to supply the needs of a growing population and by the influx of large amounts of American silver into Europe, worsened the plight of the dispossessed. Many landless farmers were eager to migrate if offered a decent opportunity to obtain land and make new lives for themselves. 

The merchant directors of the London Company, knowing little or nothing about Virginia, failed to provide the colony with effective guidance. They set up a council of settlers, but they kept all real power in their own hands. Instead of stressing farming and public improvements, they directed the energies of the colonists into such futile labors as searching for gold (the first supply ship devoted precious space to two goldsmiths and two "refiners"), glass blowing, silk raising, wine making, and exploring the local rivers in hopes of finding a water route to the Pacific and the riches of China. 

One colonist, Captain John Smith, tried to stop some of this foolishness. He quickly realized that building houses and raising food were essential to survival, and he soon became an expert forager and Indian trader. He did not hesitate to take advantage of the Indians when the opportunity arose, but he recognized the limits of the colonists' power and the vast differences between Indian customs and values and his own. 

Smith pleaded with company officials in London to send over more people accustomed to working with their hands, such as farmers, fishermen, carpenters, masons, and "diggers up of trees." "A plaine soldier who can use a pickaxe and a spade is better than five knights," he said. Whether Smith was actually rescued from death at the hands of the Indians by the princess Pocahontas is not certain, but there is little doubt that without his direction the colony would have perished in the early days. However, he stayed in Virginia only two years. 

The Settlement of Jamestown 
Lacking competent leaders and faced with appalling hardships, the Jamestown colonists failed to develop a sufficient sense of common purpose. Each year they died in wholesale lots. The causes of death were disease, starvation, Indian attack, and above all, ignorance and folly. Between 1606 and 1622 the London Company invested more than L160,000 in Virginia and sent over about 6,000 settlers. Yet no dividends were ever earned, and of the settlers, fewer than 2,000 were still alive in 1622. In 1625 the population was down to about 1,300. The only profits were those taken by certain shrewd investors who had organized a joint-stock company to transport women to Virginia "to be made wives" by the colonists. 

One major problem, the mishandling of the local Indians, was largely the colonists' doing. It is quite likely that the settlement would not have survived if the Powhatan Indians had not given the colonists food in the first hard winters, taught them the ways of the forest, introduced them to valuable new crops such as corn and yams, and showed them how to clear dense timber by girdling the trees and burning them down after they were dead. The settlers accepted Indian aid, then took whatever else they wanted by force. The Indians did not submit meekly to such treatment. 

They proved brave, skillful, and ferocious fighters, once they understood that their very existence was at stake. The burden of Indian fighting might easily have been more than the frail settlement could bear. What saved the Virginians was not the brushing aside of the Indians but the realization that they must produce their own food and the cultivation of tobacco, which flourished there and could be sold profitably in England. Once the settlers discovered tobacco, no amount of company pressure could keep them at wasteful tasks, like looking for gold. With money earned from the sale. of tobacco, the colonists could buy the manufactured articles they could not produce in a raw new country; this freed them from dependence on outside subsidies. It did not mean profit for the London Company, however, for by the time tobacco caught on, the surviving original colonists had served their seven years and were no longer hired hands. To attract more settlers, the company had permitted first tenancy and then outright ownership of farms. Thus the profits of tobacco went largely to the planters, not to the "adventurers" who had organized the colony. 

Important administrative reforms helped Virginia to forge ahead. A revised charter in 1612 extended the London Company's control over its own affairs in Virginia. Despite serious intracompany rivalry between groups headed by Sir Thomas Smythe and Sir Edwin Sandys, a somewhat more intelligent direction of Virginia's affairs resulted. First the merchants appointed a single resident governor and gave him sufficient authority to control the settlers. Then they made it much easier for settlers to obtain land of their own. In 1619 a rudimentary form of self-government was instituted: a House of Burgesses, consisting of delegates chosen in each district, met at Jamestown to advise the governor on local problems. The company was not bound by the actions of the burgesses, but from this seed sprang the system of representative government that became the American pattern. 

These reforms, however, came too late to save the fortunes of the London Company. In 1619 the Sandys faction won control and started an extensive development program, but in 1622 a bloody Indian attack took the lives of 347 colonists. Morale sank and James 1, who disliked Sandys, decided that the colony was being badly managed. In 1624 the charter was revoked and Virginia became a royal colony. 

Although the prospect of a better material life brought most English settlers to America, for some, economic opportunity was not the only reason they abandoned what their contemporary, William Shakespeare, called "dead mother England." A profound unease with England's spiritual state explains why many colonists embarked on their "errand into the wilderness." 

The Anglican church became once and for all the official Church of England during the long reign of Elizabeth I (1558-1603). Like her father, Henry VIII, Elizabeth took more interest in politics than religion. So long as England had its own church, with her at its head, she was content. The Anglican church under Elizabeth closely resembled the Catholic church it had replaced. 

This middle way satisfied most, but not all, of Elizabeth's subjects. Steadfast Catholics could not accept that the church was headed by a monarch instead of the pope. Some left England; the rest practiced their faith in private. At the other extreme, more radical Protestants claimed that the Anglican church was still too much like the Church of Rome. They objected to the richly decorated vestments worn by the clergy and to the use of candles, incense, and music in church services. They insisted that emphasis should be put on reading and analyzing the Bible in order to encourage ordinary worshipers to truly understand their faith. Because they wanted to "purify" Anglicanism, these critics were called Puritans. 

Puritans objected to the way Elizabeth's bishops interpreted the Protestant doctrine of predestination. The Anglican clergy did not come right out and say that good works could win a person admission to Heaven-that heresy was called Arminianism. But they implied that although God had already decided whether or not a person was saved, an individual's efforts to lead a good fife could somehow cause God to change His mind. 

Some Puritans-later called Congregationalists-favored a completely decentralized arrangement, with the members of each church and their chosen minister beholden only to one another. Others, called Presbyterians, favored some organization above the local level, but one controlled by elected laymen, not by the clergy. 

Puritans were also of two minds as to whether reform could be accomplished within the Anglican church. During Elizabeth's reign most hoped that it could. After King James I succeeded Elizabeth I in 1603, however, their fears that the royal court might be backsliding into its old "popish" ways mounted. James was married to a Catholic, and the fact that he favored toleration for Catholics gave further substance to the rumor that he was himself a secret member of that church. This rumor proved to be false, but in his 22-year reign (1603-1625) James did little to advance the Protestant cause. His one contribution-which had a significance far beyond what he or anyone else anticipated was to authorize a new translation of the Bible. The King James Version (1611) was both a monumental scholarly achievement and a literary masterpiece of the first order. 

Of Plymouth Plantation
In 1606, worried about the future of their faith, members of the church in Scrooby, Nottinghamshire, "separated" from the Anglican church, declaring it corrupt beyond salvage. In seventeenth -century England, Separatists had to go either underground or into exile. Because only the second would permit them to practice their religious faith openly, exile it was. In 1608 some 125 members of the group departed England for the Low Countries. They were led by their pastor, John Robinson, church elder William Brewster, and a young man of 16, William Bradford. After a brief stay in Amsterdam, the group settled in the town of Leyden. In 1619, however, disheartened by the difficulties they had encountered in making a living and distressed because their children were being "subjected to the great licentiousness of the youth" in Holland, these "Pilgrims" decided to move again-to seek "a place where they might have liberty and live comfortably." 

Negotiations with the head of the Virginia Company in London, Sir Edwin Sandys, raised the possibility of America. Although unsympathetic to their religious views, Sandys appreciated the Pilgrims' inherent worth and supported their request to establish a settlement in the Virginia Company's grant. Because the Pilgrims were short of money, they formed a joint-stock company with other prospective emigrants and some optimistic investors who agreed to pay the expenses of the group in return for half the profits of the venture. In September of 1620 about 100 strong--only 35 of them Pilgrims from Leyden-the group set out from Plymouth, England, on the ship Mayflower. 

Had the Mayflower reached their intended destination, the Pilgrims might have been soon forgotten. Instead their ship touched America slightly to the north, on Cape Cod Bay. Unwilling to remain any longer at the mercy of storm-tossed December seas, they decided to settle where they were. Because they were outside the jurisdiction of the London Company, some members of the group claimed to be free of all governmental control. Therefore, before going ashore, the Pilgrims drew up the Mayflower Compact. "We whose names are underwritten," the Compact ran, do by these Presents, solemnly and mutually in the presence of God and one another covenant and combine ourselves under into a civil Body Politick and by Virtue hereof do enact ... such just and equal laws ... as shall be thought most meet and convenient for the general Good of the Colony. 

Thus early in American history the idea was advanced that a society should be based on a set of rules chosen by its members, an idea carried further in the Declaration of Independence. The Pilgrims chose William Bradford as their first governor. The story of the first 30 years of the colony has been preserved in his Of Plymouth Plantation. Having landed on the bleak Massachusetts shore in December, at a place called Plymouth, the Pilgrims had to endure a winter of desperate hunger. About half of them died. 

But by great good luck there was an Indian in the area, named Squanto, who spoke English. Squanto had been kidnapped in 1615 by an English sea captain, Thomas Hunt, who took him to Spain and sold him as a slave. Squanto escaped, however, and somehow made his way to England. He fell in with people involved in colonization and exploring. He spent some time in Newfoundland in 1617-1618, returned to England, and in 1619 made another voyage to America as a pilot. This time he remained. 

It is easy to understand why the Pilgrims believed that Squanto was "a special instrument sent of God for their good." In addition to serving as an interpreter, he showed them the best places to fish and what to plant and how to cultivate it. They, in turn, worked hard, got their crops in the ground in good time, and after a bountiful harvest the following November, they treated themselves and their Indian neighbors to the first Thanksgiving feast. Although they grew neither rich nor numerous on the thin New England soil, their place in American history was assured. That place is one of honor for, among other reasons, the integrity that characterized their dealings with the Indians. Theirs were victories won not with sword and gunpowder like those of Cortes or with bulldozer and dynamite like those of modern pioneers, but with simple courage and practical piety. 

A Puritan Commonwealth
The Pilgrims were not the first English colonists to inhabit the northern regions. The Plymouth Company had settled a group on the Kennebec River in 1607. These colonists 

gave up after a few months, but fishermen and traders continued to visit the area, which was christened New England by Captain John Smith after an expedition there in 1614. 

In 1620 the Plymouth Company was reorganized as the Council for New England. More interested in real estate deals than in colonizing, the council disposed of a number of tracts in the area north of Cape Cod. The most significant of these grants was a small one made to a group of Puritans from Dorchester, who established a settlement at Salem in 1629. Later that year these Dorchester Puritans organized the Massachusetts Bay Company and obtained a royal grant to the area between the Charles and Merrimack rivers. The Massachusetts Bay Company was organized like any other commercial venture, but with single-minded determination the Puritans made it a way of obtaining religious refuge in America. 

Unlike the Separatists in Plymouth, most Puritans had managed to satisfy both Crown and conscience while James I was king. James had been content to keep Puritans at bay, but Charles, who succeeded to the throne in 1625, and his favorite Anglican cleric, William Laud, intended to bring them to heel. Laud tightened the central control that the Puritans found so distasteful and removed ministers with Puritan leanings from their pulpits. No longer able to remain within the Anglican fold in good conscience and now facing prison if they tried to worship in the way they thought right, the Puritans decided to migrate to America in force. In the summer of 1630 nearly 1,000 of them set out from England, carrying the charter of the Massachusetts Bay Company with them. By the fall, they had founded Boston and several other towns. The Puritan commonwealth was under way. 

Massachusetts settlers suffered fewer hardships in the early years than had the early Jamestown and Plymouth colonists. Luck played a part in this, but so did careful planning. They also benefited from a constant influx of new recruits. Continuing bad times and the persecution of Puritans at home led to the Great Migration of the 1630s. Only a minority came to Massachusetts (many thousands more poured into new English colonies in the West Indies), but by 1640 well over 10,000 had arrived. This concentrated group of industrious, well-educated, and fairly prosperous colonists swiftly created a complex and distinct civilization on the very edge of what a pessimist among them called "a hideous and desolate wilderness, full of wild beasts and wild men." 

The directors of the Massachusetts Bay Company believed their enterprise to be divinely inspired. Before leaving England, they elected John Winthrop, a 29-year-old lawyer, as governor of the colony. Winthrop spoke for the solid and sensible core of the Puritans. His lay sermon, "A Modelle of Christian Charity," made clear his sense of the momentousness of that experiment:   Wee must Consider that wee shall be as a Citty upon a Hill, the eies of all people are upon us; soe that if wee shall deale falsely with our god ... and soe cause him to witbdrawe his present help from us, wee shall be made a story and a by-word through the world.... 

The colonists also established an elected legislature, the General Court. Their system was not democratic in the modern sense because the right to vote and hold office was limited to church members. But this did not mean that the government was run by clergymen or that it was not sensitive to the popular will. Clergymen were influential, but because they were not allowed to hold public office, their authority was indirect and based on the respect of their parishioners, not on law or force. Until the mid-1640s, most families contained at least one adult male church member. Because these "freemen" soon secured the right to choose the governor and elect the representatives ("deputies") to the General Court, a kind of practical democracy existed. 

The Puritans had a clear sense of what their churches should be like. After getting permission from the General Court, a group of colonists who wished to form a new church could select a minister and conduct their spiritual affairs as they saw fit. Membership, however, was restricted to those who could present satisfactory evidence of their having experienced "saving grace," such as by a compelling recounting of some extraordinary emotional experience, some mystical sign of intimate contact with God. During the 1630s, however, few applicants were denied membership. Having removed oneself from England was considered in most cases sufficient proof of spiritual purity. Indeed, as Winthrop had more than one occasion to lament, most of the colony's early troublemakers came not from those of doubtful spiritual condition but from its "visible saints." 

Troublemakers
The "godly and zealous" Roger Williams was a prime example, even by Plymouth's standards, of an extreme separatist. He arrived in Massachusetts in 1631 and was elected minister of the church in Salem in 1635. But his opposition to the alliance of church and civil government had turned both ministers and magistrates of the colony against him. Magistrates should have no voice in spiritual matters, he insisted 

"forced religion stinks in God's nostrils." He also advanced the radical idea that it was "a Nationale sinne" for anyone, including the king, to take possession of any American land without buying it from the Indians. For these heresies he was banished by the General Court. Williams departed Massachusetts in January 1636, traveling south to the head of Narragansett Bay. There he worked out mutually acceptable arrangements with the local Indians and founded the town of Providence. In 1644, after obtaining a charter from Parliament, he established the colony of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations. The government was relatively democratic, all religions were tolerated, and church and state were rigidly separated. Whatever Williams's temperamental excesses, he was more than ready to practice what he preached when given the opportunity. 

Anne Hutchinson, who arrived in Boston in 1631, was another "visible saint" who went too far. Hutchinson was not to be taken lightly. According to Governor Winthrop, her husband William was "a man of mild temper and weak parts, wholly guided by his wife." (He was not so weak as to be unable to father Anne's 15 children, however.) Where virtually all the ministers in the Bay Colony went wrong, she contended, was in emphasizing the obligation of the saved to lead morally pure lives. By taking the Puritan view that there was no necessary relationship between moral conduct and salvation to its extreme limits, she concluded that those possessed of saving grace were exempt from the rules of good behavior and the laws of the commonwealth. This was the heresy known as antinomianism, or "belief against the law." 

In 1636 the General Court charged Hutchinson with defaming the clergy. At her trial she coolly announced that even the Ten Commandments must yield to one's own insights if these were directly inspired by God. When pressed for details, she acknowledged that she was a regular recipient of such divine insights. The General Court banished her from the commonwealth and she and her followers then moved to Rhode Island. 

The banishment of dissenters like Roger Williams and Anne Hutchinson did not endear the Massachusetts Puritans to posterity.  Yet Williams and Hutchinson posed genuine threats to the Puritan community. Could it accommodate such uncooperative spirits and remain intact? When forced to choose between the peace of the commonwealth and sending dissenters packing, Winthrop, the magistrates, and the ministers did not hesitate. 

Other New England Colonies
From the successful Massachusetts Bay Colony, settlement radiated outward to other areas of New England, propelled by an expanding population and Puritan intolerance. What are now New Hampshire and Maine were gradually absorbed, New Hampshire becoming a separate colony in 1680. 

Meanwhile, beginning in 1635, a number of Massachusetts congregations had pushed southwestward into the fertile valley of the Connecticut River. A group headed by the Reverend Thomas Hooker founded Hartford in 1636. Hooker was influential in the drafting of the Fundamental Orders, a sort of constitution creating a government for the valley towns, in 1639. The government resembled that of Massachusetts, except that it did not limit voting to church members. Other groups of Puritans came directly from England to settle towns in and around New Haven in the 1630s. These were incorporated into Connecticut shortly after the Hooker colony obtained a royal charter in 1662. 

French and Dutch Settlements
While the English were settling Virginia and New England, other Europeans were challenging Spain's monopoly in the New World. French explorers had pushed up the St. Lawrence River as far as the site of Montreal in the 1530s, and beginning in 1603, Samuel de Champlain made several voyages to the region. In 1608 he founded Quebec, having penetrated as far inland as Lake Huron before the Pilgrims left Leyden. The French also planted colonies in St. Christopher, Guadeloupe, Martinique, and other islands in the West Indies after 1625. 

Through their West India Company, the Dutch also established themselves in the West Indies. On the mainland they founded New Netherland in the Hudson Valley, basing their claim to the region on the explorations of Henry Hudson in 1609. As early as 1624, there was a Dutch outpost, Fort Orange, on the site of present-day Albany. Two years later New Amsterdam was located at the mouth of the Hudson River, and Manhattan Island was purchased from the Indians by Peter Minuit, the director-general of the West India Company, for trading goods worth about 60 guilders. 

The Dutch traded with the Indians for furs and plundered Spanish colonial commerce enthusiastically. Through the Charter of Privileges of Patroons, which authorized large grants of land to individuals who would bring over 50 settlers, they tried to encourage large-scale agriculture. Only one such estate-Rensselaerswyck, on the Hudson south of Fort Orange, owned by the rich Amsterdam merchant Kiliaen Van Rensselaer-was successful. Peter Minuit was removed from his post in New Amsterdam in 1631, but he organized a group of Swedish settlers several years later and founded the colony of New Sweden on the lower reaches of the Delaware River. New Sweden was in constant conflict with the Dutch, who finally overran it in 165 5. 

Maryland and the Carolinas
The Virginia and New England colonies were essentially corporate ventures. Most of the other English colonies in America were founded by individuals or by a handful of partners who obtained charters from the ruling sovereign. It was becoming easier to establish settlements in America, for experience had taught the English a great deal about the colonization process. Settlers knew better what to bring with them and what to do after they arrived. Moreover, the psychological barrier was much less formidable. Like a modem athlete seeking to run a mile in less than four minutes, colonizers knew after about 1630 that what they were attempting could be accomplished. 

Numbers of influential Englishmen were eager to try their luck as colonizers. The grants they received made them "proprietors" of great estates that were, at least in theory, their personal property. By granting land to settlers in return for a small annual rent, they hoped to obtain a steadily increasing income while holding a valuable speculative interest in all undeveloped land. 

One of the first of the proprietary colonies was Maryland, granted by Charles I to George Calvert, Lord Baltimore. Calvert had a deep interest in America, being a member of both the London Company and the Council for New England. He hoped to profit financially from Maryland but, because he was a Catholic, he also intended the colony to be a haven for his co-religionists. Calvert died shortly before Charles approved his charter, so the grant went to his son Cecihus. The first settlers arrived in 1634, founding St. Mary's just north of the Potomac. The presence of the now well-established Virginia colony nearby greatly aided the Marylanders; they had little difficulty in getting started and in developing an economy based, like Virginia's, on tobacco. 

The Maryland charter resembled the charter of the old county palatine of Durham in the north of England, whose bishop-overlords had possessed almost regal authority. Lord Baltimore had the right to establish feudal manors, hold people in serfdom, make laws, and set up his own courts. He soon discovered, however, that to attract settlers he had to allow them to own their farms and that to maintain any political influence at all he had to give the settlers considerable say in local affairs. Other wise concessions marked his handling of the religious question. He would have preferred an exclusively Catholic colony, but although Catholics did go to Maryland, there existed from the beginning a large Protestant majority. Baltimore dealt with this problem by agreeing to a Toleration Act (1649) that guaranteed freedom of religion to anyone "professing to believe in Jesus Christ." Even so, there were constant religious conflicts in the early years. However, because the Calverts adjusted their pretensions to American realities, they made a fortune out of Maryland and maintained an influence in the colony until the Revolution. 

During the period of the English Civil War and Oliver Cromwell's Protectorate, no important new colonial enterprises were undertaken. With the restoration of the monarchy in 1660 came a new wave of settlement. Most of the earlier colonies were organized by groups of merchants; those of the Restoration period reflected the concerns of great English landowners. They granted generous terms to settlers-easy access to land, religious toleration, and political rights-all far more extensive than those available in England. 

The first new venture involved a huge grant south of Virginia to eight proprietors with large interests in colonial affairs, including the Earl of Clarendon, Sir Anthony Ashley Cooper, and Sir William Berkeley, a former governor of Virginia. These men did not intend to recruit large numbers of European settlers. Instead they depended on the "excess" population of New England, Virginia, and the West Indies. They (and the Crown) hoped for a diversified economy, the charter granting tax concessions to exporters of wine, silk, oil, olives, and other exotic products. The region was called Carolina in honor of Charles I. 

The Carolina charter, like Maryland's, gave the proprietors wide authority. With the help of the political philosopher John Locke, they drafted a grandiose plan of government called the Fundamental Constitutions, which created a hereditary nobility and provided for huge paper land grants to a hierarchy headed by the lords proprietors and lesser "landgraves" and "caciques." The human effort to support the feudal society was to be supplied by peasants (what the Fundamental Constitutions called "leet-men.") 

This pretentious system proved unworkable. The landgraves and caciques got grants, but they could not find leet-men willing to toil on their domains. Probably the purpose of all this elaborate feudal nonsense was promotional; the proprietor hoped to convince investors that they could make fortunes in Carolina rivaling those of English lords. Life followed a more mundane pattern similar to what was going on in Virginia and Maryland, with property relatively easy to obtain. 

The first settlers arrived in 1670, most of them from the sugar plantations of Barbados, where slave labor was driving out small independent farmers. Charles Town (now Charleston) was founded in 1680. Another center of population sprang up in the Albemarle district, just south of Virginia, settled largely by individuals from that colony. Two quite different societies grew up in these areas. The Charleston colony, with an economy based on a thriving trade in furs and on the export of foodstuffs to the West Indies, was prosperous and cosmopolitan. The Albemarle settlement, where the soil was less fertile, was poorer and more primitive. Eventually, in 1712, the two were formally separated, becoming North and South Carolina. 

The Middle Colonies
Gradually it became clear that the English would dominate the entire coast between the St. Lawrence Valley and Florida. After 1660 only the Dutch challenged their monopoly. The two nations, once allies against Spain, had fallen out because of the fierce competition of their textile manufacturers and merchants. England's efforts to bar Dutch merchant vessels from its colonial trade also brought the two countries into conflict in America. Charles 11 precipitated a showdown by granting his brother James, Duke of York, the entire area between Connecticut and Maryland. This was tantamount to declaring war. In 1664 English forces captured New Amsterdam without a fight-there were only 1,500 people in the town-and soon the rest of the Dutch settlements capitulated. New Amsterdam became New York. The duke did not interfere much with the way of life of the Dutch settlers, and they were quickly reconciled to English rule. New York had no local assembly until the 1680s, but there had been no such body under the Dutch either. 

In 1664, even before the capture of New Amsterdam, the Duke of York gave New Jersey, the region between the Hudson and the Delaware, to Lord John Berkeley and Sir George Carteret. To attract settlers, these proprietors offered land on easy terms and established freedom of religion and a democratic system of local government. A considerable number of Puritans from New England and Long Island moved to the new province. 

In 1674 Berkeley sold his interest in New Jersey to two Quakers. Quakers believed that they could communicate directly with their Maker; their religion required neither ritual nor ministers. Originally a sect emotional to the point of fanaticism, by the 1670s the Quakers had come to stress the doctrine of the Inner Light-the direct, mystical experience of religious truth-which they believed possible for all persons. They were at once humble and fiercely proud, pacifistic yet unwilling to bow before any person or to surrender their right to worship as they pleased. They distrusted the intellect in religious matters and, although ardent proselytizers of their own beliefs, they tolerated those of others cheerfully. When faced with opposition, they resorted to passive resistance, a tactic that embroiled them in grave difficulties in England and in most of the American colonies. In Massachusetts Bay, for example, four Quakers were executed when they refused either to conform to Puritan ideas or to leave the colony. 

The acquisition of New Jersey (when Sir George Carteret died in 1680, they purchased the rest of the colony) gave the Quakers a place where they could practice their religion in peace. The proprietors, in keeping with their principles, drafted an extremely liberal constitution for the colony, the Concessions and Agreements of 1677, which created an autonomous legislature and guaranteed settlers freedom of conscience, the right of trial by jury, and other civil rights. 

The main Quaker effort at colonization came in the region immediately west of New Jersey, a fertile area belonging to William Penn, the son of a wealthy English admiral. Penn had early rejected a life of ease and had become a Quaker missionary. As a result, he was twice jailed. Yet he possessed qualities that enabled him to hold the respect and friendship even of people who found his religious ideas abhorrent. From his father, Penn had inherited a claim to L16,000 that the admiral had lent Charles 11. The king, reluctant to part with that much cash paid off the debt in 1681 by giving Penn the region north of Maryland and west of the Delaware River, insisting only that it be named Pennsylvania, in honor of the admiral. The Duke of York then added Delaware, the region between Maryland and Delaware Bay, to Penn's holdings. 

William Penn considered his colony a "Holy Experiment." He treated the Indians fairly, buying title to their lands and trying to protect them in their dealings with settlers and traders. Anyone who believed in "one Almighty and Eternal God" was entitled to freedom of worship. Penn's political ideas were paternalistic rather than democratic-the assembly he established could only approve or reject laws proposed by the governor and council-but individual rights were as well protected in Pennsylvania as in New Jersey. 

Penn's altruism, however, did not prevent him from taking excellent care of his own interests. He sold land to settlers large and small on easy terms but reserved huge tracts for himself and attached quitrents to the land he disposed of. He promoted Pennsylvania tirelessly, writing glowing, although perfectly honest, descriptions of the colony that were circulated widely in England and, in translation, on the Continent. These attracted many settlers, including large numbers of Germans-the Pennsylvania "Dutch" (a corruption of deursch, meaning "German"). By 1685 there were almost 9,000 European settlers in Pennsylvania and by 1700 twice that number, a heartening contrast to the early history of Virginia and Plymouth. Pennsylvania produced wheat, corn, rye, and other crops and sold its surpluses in West Indian sugar islands. 

Indians and Europeans as "Americanizers"
Interaction with the native peoples was characteristic of life in all the English settlements. Colonists learned a great deal about how to live in the American forest from the Indians: the names of plants and animals (hickory, pecan, raccoon, skunk, moose); what to eat in their new home and how to catch or grow it; what to wear (leather leggings and especially moccasins); how best to get from one place to another; how to fight; in some respects how to think. 

Although the colonists learned from the Indians how to use many wild plants and animals for food and clothing, they would probably have discovered most of these on their own. Corn, however, was something the Indians had already domesticated. Its contribution to the success of English colonization was enormous. The colonists also took advantage of that marvel of Indian technology, the birchbark canoe. For their part, the Indians adopted European technology eagerly. All metal objects were indeed of great usefulness to them, though most of the products that metals replaced were neither crude nor inefficient in most cases. (To say that a gun is a more deadly weapon than a bow is true only of modern guns. A bowman could get off six times as many shots in a given time as a soldier armed with a clumsy seventeenth-century firelock and would probably hit the target more frequently.) 

Indians also took on many of the whites' attitudes. Some tribes used the products of European technology to tyrannize over tribes in more remote areas. During wars, as we shall soon be pointing out, Indians fought almost as often with colonists against other Indians as with other Indians against colonists. 

The fur trade illustrates the pervasiveness of Indian-white interaction. It was in some ways a perfect business arrangement. The colonists got "valuable" furs for "cheap" European products, and the Indians got "priceless" tools, knives, and other trade goods in exchange for "cheap" beaver pelts and deerskins. The demand for furs caused the Indians to become more efficient hunters and trappers. Hunting parties became larger. Farming tribes shifted their villages in order to be nearer trade routes and waterways. In some cases small groups combined into confederations in order to control more territory. As one historian puts it, "the fur trade set off a chain reaction ... within the Indian world." 

Although the colonists learned much from the Indians, their objective was not to be like the Indians, whom they considered the epitome of savagery and barbarism. Their fear of becoming "Indianized," the historian James Axtell notes, is clear from the adage "It is very easy to make an Indian out of a white man, but you cannot make a white man out of an Indian." Yet the constant conflicts with Indians forced the colonists to band together and in time gave them a sense of having shared a common history. And later, when they broke away from Great Britain, they used the image of the Indian to symbolize the freedom and independence they sought for themselves. 

In sum, during the 200-odd years that followed Columbus's first landfall in the Caribbean, a complex development had taken place in the Americas, one that profoundly affected the civilizations of the people who preceded Columbus and those who followed him. We shall now turn to a more detailed look at how this happened in one part of that vast region, the part on which our own civilization has evolved. 

.
