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   Book One


       

   


THE SETTLEMENT


As in the Arts and Sciences the first foundation is of more consequence than all the improvements afterwards, so in kingdoms, the first foundation or plantation is of more dignity and merit than all that followeth.

Francis Bacon







1 Prelude c. 30,000 BC – c. AD 1600


Karlsefni and his men sailed into the estuary and named the place Hope (Tidal Lake). Here they found wild wheat growing in fields on all the low ground and grape vines on all the higher ground. Every stream was teeming with fish. They dug trenches at the high-water mark, and when the tide went out there were halibut trapped in the trenches. In the woods there was a great number of animals of all kinds.

Eirik’s Saga1

Human history has been largely the story of migrations. The first crossings to the American continents seem to have taken place towards the end of the last Ice Age. So much water had gone to the making of the great northern ice-cap that the oceans receded from the shallow Bering Straits, and proto-Mongolians, it is thought, moved across the land-bridge thus formed. Then they gradually found their way, as generation followed generation, southwards down ice-free valleys. Their driftings went on for thousands of years. The Bering traverse may have begun before 30,000 BC. Patagonia, the extreme southern tip of South America, was reached by 9000 BC. Man established himself in all parts of the two continents and in the related islands of the Caribbean. His cultures grew to be many, varied and fascinating. None of them advanced to the use of iron or to complete literacy; by other measures of human progress the achievements were striking, especially those of the Mayan, Aztec and Inca civilizations of Central and South America. But by AD 1492 the New World, in its isolation, lagged substantially, in culture, behind the Old.

The trans-Bering migration probably ceased when the Ice Age ended and the sea rose, so that the straits appeared again, making any large movement of population impossible. Then civilization began to develop in the great river-plains of China, India and the Middle East. That process too went on for thousands of years. Cities were founded and destroyed and re-founded, empires rose and fell, nomad hordes attacked, conquered and were absorbed into more stable population groups; the stock of human knowledge slowly increased. At length one fruit of that knowledge, the perfected Scandinavian long-ship, gave such impetus to one particular migratory group that it could dare to achieve the conquest of the ocean. About AD 800 the Vikings reached the Faeroe Islands; in 870 they landed in Iceland, and by the beginning of the eleventh century Leif the Lucky had discovered Vinland the Good, part of the continent of North America. Vinland was given its name and its epithet because it was far better suited to human habitation than Greenland (settled in 981–2), or even Iceland, but the Vikings were unable to settle it. The inhabitants, whom they called Skraelings (roughly, ‘wretches’), were numerous and soon became hostile; the Vikings possessed no weapons that could compensate sufficiently for their numerical inferiority. The distances to Greenland, Iceland and Europe were too great to be conveniently and regularly crossed, even by long-ships. So Vinland was never colonized, though knowledge of it and of the regions to its north, Markland and Helluland – even a certain measure of intercourse – persisted in the Norse lands for centuries, as is shown by, among other things, the survival in Greenland of chests made apparently of larch wood from North America.

In the end worsening climatic conditions destroyed even the Greenland settlements. The Viking migrations led to nothing, unless (as is just possible) Christopher Columbus learned of the Vinland tradition.

Europe had other dreams of the West. Islands lying far out towards or beyond the sunset – the Islands of the Blest, the Garden of the Hesperides, Hy-Brasil, Atlantis, Tir-na-Og, Estotiland, the Seven Cities of Antillia – are omnipresent in legend. The Irish had traditions that St Brendan and others of his kidney, travelling in leather boats, found peaceful retreats for prayer across the seas (Irish monks do indeed seem to have got to Iceland before the Vikings, though not necessarily any further). The Welsh at some stage invented the saga of Prince Madoc, who sailed into the West, and, they eventually alleged, there became either the ancestor of the Indians or the begetter of their language (the quest for Welsh-speaking Indians was to last into the nineteenth century). From time to time significant objects were washed onto the coasts of the Old World: bodies of strange men, wood carvings, branches of unknown trees. But these clues, like Vinland, led to nothing: they were displayed to a world which for long had no particular reason to bother about them.

The rediscovery of Vinland came about through coarser circumstances. By the end of the fifteenth century the Portuguese were alarming their neighbours by their success as navigators and ocean-travellers. They had powerful motives: slaves, ivory and gold could be got from Africa, and they hoped to gain a share in the lucrative spice-trade, monopolized until then by the Venetians and the Turks. They succeeded in finding new routes to the Indies, by way of the Cape of Good Hope. Others determined to emulate them. In 1492 Isabella the Catholic, Queen of Spain, sent out a Genoese sailor of eccentric genius to find a westward route to the Indies, as he was sure he could. Instead he found the islands of the Caribbean. He made four voyages in all, on the last two of which, in 1498 and 1502, he discovered the mainland. Columbus called the Skraelings ‘Indians’ and supposed that the lands he had found were part of Asia; but at least he recognized the scope of his discoveries and prophesied their importance.

Now greed spurred on the Europeans to subdue the Americans. Even if gold and silver had not been discovered in Mexico and Peru, the quest for these metals or for a sea-route to Asia, or for such other wealth as America contained, would have drawn the white man into the New World, once he knew of its existence; but as it was, the resplendent civilizations of the Aztecs and the Incas were staggeringly effective advertisements for the enterprise. Total lack of scruple where heathen savages were concerned made the work of despoliation morally easy as well as agreeable, and conquest could further be justified by the universally accepted necessity of preaching the Christian God’s word throughout the world. European diseases destroyed the American population more effectively than any weapons and demoralized the survivors by their scale: perhaps 90 per cent of the Indians died of these infections – smallpox, measles, malaria, yellow fever – in the first century after the discoveries. Lastly, European technology had advanced greatly since the Viking era. The Spaniards and Portuguese (who divided the western and eastern hemispheres between them) had guns, swords, armour, horses, improved sailing vessels and improved navigation. They also had first-rate military and political organization, perfected in the struggle against the Moors, and easy access to America along the Trade Wind latitudes. They could go where they wanted and do as they liked. By the middle of the sixteenth century they had effectively asserted their rule over most of Central and Southern America, and the Spaniards had also acquired, and were very slowly beginning to realize, claims to the dark continent north of Mexico.

But from the beginning, and even at the height of her power, imperial Spain faced competition, especially in the North. To understand why requires an awareness of many factors.

First must be mentioned the new European state system, with its built-in tendency to conflict.

The Renaissance state resulted from the complex interplay of many powerful forces, the relative strength of which varied from one country to another. Nevertheless it is clear that it existed primarily to protect its members from violence, above all from foreign and civil war, as was demonstrated in the brilliant writings of Niccolò Machiavelli and Thomas Hobbes. So long as the threat of war was real and pressing, and so long as a state could do its job by averting that threat, so long could it count on its subjects’ support, although that support was severely qualified by a dislike of taxation so intense as to lead, frequently, to rebellion. But if the threat of war receded too completely the necessity of the state, at least in the highly centralized, oppressive, hierarchical form that it wore in the sixteenth century, would be questioned. Consequently, all those who had a stake in its continuance – kings, military aristocracies, bureaucrats and mercenary soldiers – had a vested interest, whether they admitted it or not, in perpetuating the evil that the state existed to correct. This paradox could only be resolved by an ethos which made permanent inter-state competition acceptable, if not to the poor peasants of Europe, at least to the consciences of their masters. That ethos was not lacking.

The history of each of the European states had been, during the period of its rise, a history of territorial extension. There seemed to be no reason why, in the Age of Monarchy, in the time of its maturity, a state should abandon the policy of aggrandizement. Reigning dynasties found it necessary to claim outlying provinces, ostensibly in order to maintain their legal rights and to increase the power, wealth and security of their states. Individual kings welcomed battles for new possessions, since they felt it was inglorious not to have fought valiantly in war. The aristocracy had for centuries been imbued with the idea of honour, and identified it with military virtues, which of course needed war for their display. Inferiors, ever prone to take their fashions from above, approved, or at least for the most part accepted, all these attitudes. It would have been difficult not to do so, since they were of very long standing and permeated the whole social structure. War thus seemed easy and natural to everybody.

So when Spain rose to her height as a result of the Columbian discoveries and the matrimonial expansionism of the Habsburg dynasty, all the other Old World states combined against her. In a world of inevitable war, her strength was too great to be tolerated safely. Nor did Spain do anything to conceal it, or to make it acceptable, for she too lived by the rules of the Renaissance game. And since men strike at their enemies wherever a blow is effective, Spain was challenged as much in the New World as in the Old. Her rivals hoped to win the treasure and trade of the Americas for themselves.

The English, led by another Italian, John Cabot, made the first anti-Spanish probes: they landed in Newfoundland in 1497 and discovered the great cod-fisheries, a treasure almost as precious as gold for medieval Europe, which suffered from a shortage of protein and, being Roman Catholic, needed fish to eat on Fridays and in Lent.

England laid claim to Newfoundland, but was at first too weak to make her claim good. French and Portuguese fishermen predominated on the Grand Bank.2 The French made the first effective challenge to Spain. The pirates of François I were let loose in the Caribbean half a century before Hawkins and Drake. In 1524 François employed yet another Italian, Giovanni Verrazano, to explore the Atlantic coasts of North America: this led to the discovery of Manhattan Island and the great harbour at the mouth of the Hudson river. The French had resumed the quest for the route to the Indies, and although the voyages of Verrazano and Cartier failed to find it, or to establish a French colony in the New World (attempts to wrest Florida from Spain also failed), they did lead to the thorough exploration of the north-east coast, especially of the Gulf of St Lawrence. Then the religious wars broke out, and French initiatives largely ceased.

The English returned to North America as sea-dogs, in the reign of Elizabeth I, as soon as that Queen felt it safe to challenge Spain. Their leader was Walter Ralegh. From his half-brother, Humphrey Gilbert, Ralegh had taken the notion that the region was one of the ‘rich and unknown lands, fatally and it seemeth by God’s providence, reserved for England’. Besides, the rich commerce and cities of New Spain were tempting prizes for piratical Englishmen: hence the exploits of Francis Drake in the Caribbean. On their side, the Spaniards planned to injure England by stirring up rebellion in Ireland. In revenge, Ralegh decided to establish a colony in what, in honour of the Virgin Queen, he called ‘Virginia’: that is, most of the eastern seaboard north of Florida and south of ‘Norumbega’ (the future New England). Such a colony, lying on the flank of Spain’s communications with Europe, could with luck prey successfully on the Spanish treasure-fleets as they made their way home. He did not go to Virginia himself, but with the support of his Queen he placed settlers on Roanoke Island, on the coast of what is now North Carolina, in 1585; but at their own request Sir Francis Drake carried them home in the following year. The next attempt, in 1587, was even less successful. Neglected by the home government because of the Armada crisis, the little colony, or rather the colonists, had vanished by the time that Ralegh’s ships next visited Roanoke. The only legacy of these efforts was the name, Virginia; some remarkable paintings of the natives and their villages; and a residual English interest in the area which bore fruit twenty years later.

Spain at first resisted the attempts on her American monopoly with considerable success. Time and the church eventually abated the savagery of the conquistadores; by gentler methods her devoted friars converted and pacified the Indians, so that her forts and missions could spread up the coast from Florida into what are now Georgia and the Carolinas; defences were strengthened in the Caribbean, so that Drake, in spite of all the damage he had inflicted, died at last broken-hearted after a final failure to capture and keep Panama. In time Spain weakened; but this merely increased conflict, for, as the power of the European states became more equal, one with another (as it did, on the whole, throughout the seventeenth century), so did their capacity and will to make trouble for each other. In turn, New France, New England, New Netherland, even tentative New Swedens and New Denmarks, imitated New Spain. Settlements in North America were fought and haggled over as if they were provinces in Europe: for example, the English took Quebec from the French, restoring it on payment of Queen Henrietta Maria’s dowry in 1633; New Netherland changed hands twice before becoming New York for good. The unfortunate Indians – above all, French-backed Hurons and English-backed Iroquois – found themselves and their quarrels drawn into European disputes in which they had no interest.

It must not be supposed, however, that the inter-state conflicts, important though they were, were the only causes of North American colonization, or that they were innocent of religious or popular content, or that monarchical policy was always clear-headed and ruthless. None of these things was true. Furthermore, we have seen already how strong an influence was economic greed, and this affected peoples as well as rulers. The English and the Dutch alike dragged their governments behind them as they pressed into every corner of the world looking for profit. The Newfoundland fishing led to trade with the Indians. Fur, especially that of the beaver, was as valuable a product as cod, and the Indians were willing to barter it for such European goods as ironware and bales of cloth. Trading-posts were established, and by the beginning of the seventeenth century the returning French, led by Samuel de Champlain, were pressing further and further up the St Lawrence river and securing Canada for France. Quebec was founded in 1608, Montreal in 1642. The Dutch traded and settled up the river Hudson. The beginnings of English activities are discussed in the next chapter.

To another chapter may also be left an account of the effects of the ferocious religious disputes that tormented Europe between 1517 and 1689. Here it is enough to remark that these effects were dramatic. Along with hunger for trade and treasure, the political competition and the ever-improving knowledge of the Western seas, religion forced on the opening-up of North America.

And it was so easy. The riches that the continent contained were free, it seemed, for the taking. A few years of physical suffering were all that any part of it exacted as the price of conquest. The Indians were too few to do much more than fight a rearguard action. Modern scholarship cannot yet provide agreed estimates of the size of the population of North America before the Europeans came: guesses vary from two million to eighteen million. But whatever the truth, white diseases, to which the natives had at first no immunity, eventually reduced their numbers as inexorably as they had those of Mexico and Peru. Even so late as 1838 a smallpox epidemic would clear the way for white settlers across the Great Plains. So into the comparatively empty seven million square miles of the continent the densely settled Europe could pour its surplus sons and daughters in ever-swelling numbers.

The Indians were losers, but not the only ones, nor perhaps the worst. There were others, much more numerous, who made the country a happy hunting-ground. For them it had been paradise. Beaver, buffalo, Carolina parakeets, duckhawks, elk, great auks, grizzly bears, mountain-lions, passenger pigeons, sea-minks, sea-otters, whooping cranes and many other species that have since been either nearly or quite exterminated abounded in numbers that now seem literally unbelievable. According to a distinguished modern historian, at the time of the first settlement of Virginia there were



turkeys that weighed seventy pounds or more, and ducks so numerous that flocks seven miles long shut out the sunlight as they passed overhead. Streams swarmed with fish so large that ordinary nets would not hold them and so plentiful that a horse could not wade across a river when they were running.3



Until the sixteenth century men had been too few and too weak in weapons to diminish the abundance.4 It was so enormous that for more than two centuries the Europeans were continually amazed by the beauty, numbers and novelty of the North American birds, beasts and fishes that they were destroying. Similarly, they proclaimed their admiration for the beautiful forests that they felled, the plains, rivers and mountains they despoiled. Nowadays their descendants lament a poisoned land and fear a silent spring.





2 The Roots of English Colonization


This royal throne of kings, this scept’red isle,

This earth of majesty, this seat of Mars,

This other Eden, demi-paradise,

This fortress built by Nature for herself

Against infection and the hand of war,

This happy breed of men, this little world,

This precious stone set in the silver sea,

Which serves it in the office of a wall,

Or as a moat defensive to a house,

Against the envy of less happier lands…

William Shakespeare

Why then should we stand striving here for places of habitation (where many are spending as much labour and cost to recover or keep sometimes an acre or two of Land, as would produce them many and as good or better in another Country) and in the mean time suffer a whole Continent as fruitful and convenient for the use of men to be waste without any improvement?

John Winthrop

From the heights of Olympus the English conquest of North America, protracted though it was through a century and a half, must have seemed merely an incident in the movement which carried European power and European culture to every corner of the world. But those who try to understand the origins of the United States have to decide precisely what it was that so differentiated England from her competitors within the general European movement that she was able to outstrip them all. What were the special factors in Tudor and Stuart England that augmented the general outward tendency of the Europeans?

‘Gold, trade, tillage represent the three stages in the history of colonization, and the greatest of these, because fundamentally essential to permanence, is tillage,’ says the leading historian of the American colonies.1 He is right; but it is important to notice that the Europeans did not discover this truth for over a century. Even Ralegh, most intelligent of the first English colonizers, thought of Roanoke primarily as an instrument for securing a large and early profit, either by gold-mining, plundering the Spanish, or by trade. As for the Iberian nations, they were at first content to hold Southern and Central America by force, living at ease off the labour of slaves imported from Africa (for Indians made bad slaves, dying more rapidly than they could be replaced). Yet the wealth of North America had to be worked for by Europeans, not only as traders or trappers, but as farmers and artisans also. This, as much as any of Columbus’s, was a discovery that, once made, would change the history of the world. It was not enough to mine gold, to haul fish from the waters and to take beaver from the forest by barter with the natives.

This fact implied four things about the European advance. It meant that the country would succeed most completely which could most easily export the largest number of people; which could most easily keep them supplied – in other words, which was strongest at sea over the longest period; which had colonists who brought with them the most appropriate skills; and, lastly, which had the most adaptable culture, in the widest sense of that word.

That country turned out to be England. Inferior at various times and in various respects to her rivals, she possessed, overall, a stronger hand than any of them.

Her victory was ultimately due to the fact that she was the dominant entity in an island. She was thus spared the perils and temptations that afflicted the continental powers. Ireland, so near, so alien, so vulnerable to foreign fleets, was her weak point, but the Royal Navy guarded it successfully, on the whole, against foreign attack, and the Battle of the Boyne was merely the last of many victories which in the long run put an end to any danger from the inhabitants. Unlike one of her chief rivals, Holland, England was almost impossible to invade successfully while her fleet was in being. Unlike another, France, she would not succumb to the lure of continental hegemony, because her gentry, for their own reasons, kept the King in check, as they could not have done if a long land frontier, by making a large standing army necessary, had made him their master. In some respects Spain, isolated from Europe by the sea and the Pyrenees almost as effectively as England was by the Channel, shared the insular advantage; but this was neutralized by internal particularism and by the crushing, if spectacular, inheritance of the Habsburgs in the Low Countries, Germany, Italy, Hungary and Bohemia. Unlike this ancient enemy, England had no territorial or dynastic entanglements of a kind certain to involve her in continental land war. Calais had gone under Mary Tudor, Hanover would not come until the death of Queen Anne. The result of all this good fortune was a steady husbanding of vigour and capital. Compared to the Thirty Years War, or the Swedish wars, or the wars of Louis XIV, England’s Civil Wars were mere episodes; and since their result, in the not-too-long run, was the remoulding and reinvigorating of English political institutions, which further increased the country’s strength in all forms of international competition, they are not episodes to be regretted by Englishmen or English-speaking Americans. Lying across the sea communications of half Europe with the outside world, in a period when, as has been said, European culture was coming to overpower all other groups whatever, the scept’red isle needed only the will to use its various resources to take to itself whatever it wanted – sovereignty, loot or the world’s commerce. Nor was the will lacking. On the contrary, many things fostered it.

More perils confronted England during the sixteenth century than in any other between the eleventh and the twentieth. In 1500 she did not seem well equipped to meet them. She was the weakest, militarily, politically and economically, of the leading Western states. Her trade was largely in the hands of foreigners. Her polity was still endangered by the rivalries of York and Lancaster. Her feudal institutions were in decay, her capital resources and geographical knowledge were small, Spain and Portugal were dominant in every ocean. Nor did things at once improve. Rather, the wool-trade declined, and after 1550 the cloth-trade did so too. Henry VIII involved the country in futile foreign wars to which he soon added a religious revolution. A disputed Crown and an even more bitterly disputed church settlement explain almost all the politics of Elizabeth I’s reign. Imports of American bullion helped to produce a European inflation which, in turn, generated social conflict and tension.

But danger and misfortune sharpened the wits. Throughout the century the Tudor state strengthened its efficient grip on the country. The struggle with Spain, religious in origin, quickly grew nationalistic: Drake, the principal burglar of the Spanish Main, became, in the eyes of his countrymen, a leading Protestant and English hero, as did his fellow Devonian pirates, Hawkins, Gilbert and Ralegh. Not only did he show the way to honour God and vindicate his country’s pride: his unlicensed but profitable war on the treasure-fleets of Spain seemed to point to the solution of English economic difficulties. His defeat of the Spanish Armada completed the fusion of motives. Realpolitik, covetousness and religious zeal fused in an apotheosis of patriotic triumph. Caribbean piracy was holy, lucrative and for a long time easy. It was resorted to more and more zealously, seriously weakening and deferring the first English attempts to colonize North America. Investment in buccaneering enterprises seemed surer and more pleasurable and more certainly God’s will than investment in what were called ‘plantations’.

Then in 1604 the new King, James I, made peace with the Spaniard, and English capital sought new outlets.

Thanks to various incidental factors, such as the exclusion of foreign traders and the dissolution of the monasteries, but, above all, thanks to the untiring enterprise of Tudor merchants, there had been a steady accumulation of wealth during the sixteenth century. New trading companies, regulated by royal charters, sprang up, partly to utilize, partly to increase, the new resources. The Muscovy Company, the Levant Company, the East India Company, the Guinea Company, the Eastland Company – their very names are evidence of how far English merchants were prepared to go in their search for markets. Efforts to manufacture new goods for export led to a primitive industrial revolution, which created yet more risk capital. It was certain that before long, having explored in all other directions, the companies would turn westward. Peace hastened the process, as war had retarded it.

Some had been encouraging it for years. In 1600 Richard Hakluyt, friend, counsellor and protégé of Ralegh, crowned nearly two decades of diligent propaganda by publishing the final version of his Principal Navigations, Voyages, and Discoveries of the English Nation2 to rouse the English from their ‘sluggish security’, an aim in which he was largely successful. He prevented the achievements and projects of Gilbert and Ralegh from being forgotten, even when the one was dead and the other a prisoner in the Tower. Among his readers were the large number of influential men who had been involved with Ralegh and himself in their Irish and American enterprises, men now powerful in the companies – Sir Thomas Smith, for example, who dominated the East India Company.

Hakluyt made a complete case for colonization. In his pages it is easy to learn what the Elizabethans hoped to achieve in the West. Later propaganda confirms the lesson. From the whole corpus we can discover the appeal of America to all classes, and why the English made the great discovery, that tilling the soil – not gold, or even trade – would best bring permanence and wealth to the conquerors of North America.

To the rich, it seems, Virginia meant in the first place dreams of quick profit – if not from gold-mines, then from the North-West Passage to Cathay, which was no doubt close at hand,3 or from timber, soap-manufacturing or the export of pitch. Investors were also tempted by the idea of producing Mediterranean commodities, such as wine and olive oil. Land on a scale no longer available in England was as attractive to squires pent in petty acres as it was to labourers with none.

Other factors played their part. There was the usual missionary excuse to sanctify the enterprise. Englishmen were professedly as ready as Spaniards ‘to preach and baptize into Christian Religion, and by propagation of the Gospel to recover out of the arms of the Devil a number of poor and miserable souls, wrapt up in death, in almost invincible ignorance’.4 The legend of Prince Madoc was useful reinforcement to the claim deriving from John Cabot, for it proved (at any rate to Englishmen and Welshmen) that ‘that country was by Britons discovered, long before Columbus led any Spaniards thither’. Such were the sops to conscience, which made despoiling the Indians possible. More positive appeals could be made to the desire for glory in the high Roman fashion:



You brave heroic minds [wrote Michael Drayton]

Worthy your country’s name,

That honour still pursue,

Go and subdue!

Whilst loitering hinds

Lurk here at home with shame…

And in regions far,

Such heroes bring ye forth

As those from whom we came;

And plant our name

Under that star

Not known unto our North…




(The poem ends with a puff for ‘Industrious Hakluyt’ and his Voyages.)

A less lofty motive was to be found in the general anxiety about the large vagrant population which wars, the rise in prices, enclosures and the growth of the towns had created in England. The well-to-do were vividly aware of the fragility of the social peace which the Civil Wars were soon to shatter. Hakluyt offered the New World as a literally God-given solution to the problem of ‘valiant youths rusting and hurtful by lack of employment’ – ‘idle persons’, John Donne called them, ‘and the children of idle persons’. ‘A monstrous swarm of beggars,’ said others. Prisons could be emptied of the ‘able men to serve their Country, which for small robberies are daily hanged up in great numbers’. Virginia and the voyage thither would not only free England of criminals, it would turn them into ‘sober, modest persons’, promised another authority. Unemployed soldiers could be used against the ‘stubborn Savages’ (no doubt in the intervals of preaching the gospel to them). It was all very tempting and convincing to a class which felt threatened from below. Transportation of convicts and, later, the encouragement of emigration became for centuries a settled policy of the government for dealing with this order of problems.

The upper classes were also encouraged by the precedent set in Ireland, which served as an experimental laboratory for identifying and solving the problems of colonization: the ‘wild Irish’ standing for the Indians. What seemed to be the absolute strategic necessity of securing Ireland to English rule, and the resistance of the inhabitants to that rule, had suggested the idea of colonizing the sister island; and what could be done there could be done in Virginia. By the same token, Irish setbacks inured the English rich to Virginian ones: they became prepared, in some measure, for a long haul.

The same could not be said of the English poor, who were the instruments of these schemes. Ireland as a place of settlement had little attraction for them. The soldiery knew it as a place of bad pay, food shortages, incompetent officers, native treachery and native cruelty. The civilians heard of it as a place where civilians were massacred. Both, therefore, ‘had as lief go to the gallows as to the Irish wars’; Ireland and war were nearly synonymous terms.

All this applied, with the added terrors of the stormy Atlantic, distance and the unknown, to North America. Only the strongest motives could override a distaste for colonization based on a certain knowledge of some extremely unpleasant facts. How sensible that distaste was, how reliable that knowledge, was demonstrated when at last a permanent settlement was achieved in Virginia. The first inhabitants died easily and in large numbers; and 300 of the survivors returned to England in the first nine years of the little colony’s existence.

The quest of the seventeenth-century capitalist was therefore the same as that of today’s historian. What, both asked, could induce the labouring classes of England to abandon their homes for the dangers of the Virginia voyage?

The answer cannot, today, be taken direct from the men and women best capable of giving it. To us, the poorer social classes are dumb. They had few means to tell their thoughts to posterity, since they were largely illiterate and since the presses were mostly used for the purposes of their betters, which did not include making surveys of mass opinion. However, among those purposes was a wish to induce large numbers of the better sort of lowly Englishmen to sail for the West. Successful plantations could be built only out of human material superior to that which could be swept together from the prisons, brothels and slums of London and compelled to go to America. The result was a vast literature of propaganda and persuasion directed not so much at the man looking for an investment as at the man looking for a chance in life. From that literature can be learned what their contemporaries thought would move the working men. And on such matters contemporaries are likely to be broadly right. It is only a matter of using the evidence with caution. Who could not learn a lot about the motivation of England today from such a study of English advertising?

Hakluyt was the greatest author of promotion literature, but he had countless imitators. One theme dominates overwhelmingly in their appeals to the people: land-hunger. ‘In Virginia land free and labour scarce; in England land scarce and labour plenty’ was the slogan that summed it up. In a pre-industrial age land was bound to be the most precious commodity, while the labour of his body was often all that a man had to sell. Virginia could, therefore, easily be presented as a land of unique opportunity. To the very poor, a country where an illimitable forest provided an inexhaustible supply of free fuel and free housing materials was patently a land ‘more like the Garden of Eden: which the Lord planted, than any part else of all Earth’. And, as has been noted, the very poor were very numerous in Tudor and Stuart England. So to them was sung:


To such as to Virginia

Do purpose to repair;

And when that they shall hither come,

Each man shall have his share,

Day wages for the labourer,

And for his more content,

A house and garden plot shall have

Besides ’tis further meant

That every man shall have a post

And not thereof denied

Of general profit, as if that he

Twelve pounds, ten shillings paid.




The better-off could best be tempted by larger, if similar, inducements:


With what content shall the particular person employ himself there when he shall find that for a £12 10s. adventure he shall be made lord of 200 acres of land, to him and his heirs forever. And for the charge of transportation of himself, his family and tenants he shall be allotted for every person he carries 100 acres more. And what labourer soever shall transport himself thither at his own charge to have the like proportion of land upon the aforesaid conditions and be sure of employment to his good content for his present maintenance.5




Not only was there plenty of the arable land that had grown so expensive, because so scarce, in England. In America there were none of the oppressive feudal laws that encumbered landholding in England: there, copyholders could become freeholders. No enclosing of common lands in America: there, men could eat sheep, not sheep men. It is little wonder that, according to Andrews, ‘the bulk of the colonial population was of the artisan and tenant class which in England held by some form of burgage or copyhold tenure’.6 Life in England held little charm for many such: they might reckon themselves fortunate to have a way of escape. Plague and famine are not pleasant things in themselves, and both were common; they also had disastrous effects on the economy, effects which, inevitably, bore hardest on the poorest. Misgovernment, as symbolized under James I by Alderman Cockayne’s scheme, which wrecked the cloth-trade in the 1620s, or international tragedy, such as the Thirty Years War, which completed Cockayne’s work, were only a little less inevitable. Human misfortune on a national or continental scale has been one of the most constant forces behind emigration to America from the seventeenth century to the twentieth.7

The promoters, in fact, were in a seller’s market. All they had to do was to overcome memories of Ireland by doubling and redoubling their assurances that America was the true demi-Paradise. Nor did they fail. The Reverend Daniel Price displayed the true colours of Celtic fantasy when, in a sermon in 1609, he rhapsodized that Virginia was


Tyrus for colours, Basan for woods, Persia for oils, Arabia for spices, Spain for silks, Narcis for shipping, Netherlands for fish, Pomona for fruit, and by tillage, Babylon for corn, besides the abundance of mulberries, minerals, rubies, pearls, gems, grapes, deer, fowls, drugs for physic, herbs for food, roots for colours, ashes for soap, timber for building, pastures for feeding, rivers for fishing, and whatsoever commodity England wanteth.8



Not only Wales spoke in this strain. It was an English play which, four years before Mr Price gave tongue, asserted that in Virginia ‘wild boar is as common as our tamest Bacon is here’ (the wild boar is not an American species). Curiosity and ignorance about the New World could be advantageously manipulated in a hundred ways. Thus, in 1605 five Indians were brought over and paraded round the country, to its vast excitement.9 They were an excellent advertisement for Virginia: the best sort of proof that it did actually exist. Pocahontas, the beautiful Indian ‘Princess’ whom John Rolfe married a few years later10 and brought to England, must have been an even stronger stimulus to the imagination.

It is true that another motive, the religious, played a major, indeed a heroic part in stimulating English settlement in America; but it can best be studied through the history of New England. And many years before the Pilgrims sailed, the twin desires of the capitalists for gain and of the poor for land, both stimulated by the tribe of Hakluyt, succeeded at last in planting Englishmen permanently in the New World. As a motive, materialism had proved sufficient. In 1605 two companies, for London and for Plymouth, were chartered, their business being to establish colonies in America. After some exploratory journeys and yet another abortive attempt by the Plymouth Company to establish a settlement (this time at Sagadahoc, in what is now the state of Maine) the London Company founded the first enduring English plantation, on 24 May 1607, on the James river in Virginia. It was small, and already unfortunate, since of the company of 144 that had embarked in three little ships (Susan Constant, Godspeed, Discovery) only 105 had survived the voyage. The place they founded, Jamestown, has long been abandoned.11 But with Jamestown begins the history proper of the people known as Americans.





3 The Planting of Virginia 1607–76



And cheerfully at sea

Success you still entice

To get the pearl and gold,

And ours to hold

Virginia,

Earth’s only paradise.

Where nature hath in store

Fowl, venison, and fish,

And the fruitfull’st soil

Without your toil

Three harvests more,

All greater than your wish.

And the ambitious vine

Crowns with his purple mass

The cedar reaching high

To kiss the sky,

The cypress, pine,

And useful sassafras.1

Michael Drayton



Disaster dogged the first Virginians, and disappointment their patrons, for nearly twenty years.

The reasons were many and complicated.

Nothing, on a long view, could be said against the region that they had chosen for their experiment. The James river winds, wide and deep, fifty miles into the interior and is only one of a score of navigable waterways. The coast, in fact, is extravagantly indented and proved ideal for that seaborne traffic with the outer world without which the colony could not have lived. The land itself, sloping gently upwards towards the foothills of the Alleghenies, was extremely fertile, rich in game and timber.2 The local Indians, though fully capable of resenting and punishing injuries, were less formidable and thinner on the ground (thanks to European diseases) than many tribes to be encountered elsewhere, by others, later on. The frightful American climate – jungle-hot in summer, tundra-cold in winter, unbearably humid whenever it isn’t freezing – is, as it happens, far more agreeable in Virginia3 than in most of the rest of the Eastern seaboard. Captain John Smith summed it up accurately:


The summer is hot as in Spain; the winter cold as in France or England. The heat of summer is in June, July, and August, but commonly the cold breezes assuage the vehemency of the heat. The chief of winter is half December, January, February, and half March. The cold is extreme sharp, but here the proverb is true, that no extreme long continueth.




Certainly it is not the damp and mild climate of England;4 but many could be found to say that this is no disadvantage. Thomas Jefferson, for example, at the end of the eighteenth century, exulted in the fact that whereas in Europe one never saw a wholly blue sky, quite innocent of cloud, in Virginia it was common.

So much is true; but it is equally true that the new colony more than once came within a hair’s breadth of sharing the fate of Roanoke and Sagadahoc.

In 1610 the settlers had actually abandoned the site and were sailing down-river when they met the new Governor, Lord De La Warr, sailing up it, with men and supplies sufficient to allow the enterprise to be renewed. At that time – only three years after its founding – Jamestown appeared


rather as the ruins of some ancient fortification, than that any people living might now inhabit it. The pallisadoes… torn down, the ports open, the gates from the hinges, the church ruined and unfrequented, empty houses (whose owners’ untimely death had taken newly from them) rent up and burnt, the living not able, as they pretended, to step into the woods to gather other firewóod.




And in 1617 a new Deputy-Governor found it much the same: ‘… but five or six houses, the church down, the palisadoes broken, the bridge in pieces, the well of fresh water spoiled…’ The more the early history of Virginia is studied, the more it must (and did) appear miraculous that the colony survived.


Three things explain the miracle.

First, in time, importance and honour, must be placed the spirit of some of the colonists, and some of their leaders. Captain John Smith may be taken as the type of both, partly because he has left remarkable accounts of himself and his experiences, partly because of his general importance, as propagandist, to the colonization movement as a whole, partly because without him the Virginian settlement must have foundered within two years of its birth.

Captain Smith (1579–1631) was a soldier of fortune who sailed with the first settlers. A man with, as it proved, justified faith in his own abilities and no weak reluctance to make enemies, he was actually placed under arrest for mutiny before the little fleet reached the Canaries, and remained in duress until it was found that the London Company’s sealed orders made him a member of the council that was to rule the colony. This, his high reputation among the settlers and the good offices of the Company’s chaplain restored him to freedom, which he proceeded to make the most of. During the summer he bestirred the Company into building adequate shelters; he hunted on its behalf and intimidated the Indians into providing maize for it. A map-maker, he energetically explored the area, with never more than a handful of companions. On one of these expeditions, during the winter, he was captured by Indians and taken to Powhatan, chief of the confederacy of that name. Powhatan might have killed Smith, but at the last moment Pocahontas, ‘the King’s dearest daughter’, ‘got his head in her arms, and laid her own upon his to save him from death’. This led to a temporary reconciliation with Powhatan, who gave the Englishman the name ‘Nantaquaus’ and received in return two cannons and a millstone from Jamestown. On his return to that place Smith found his fellow-settlers preparing to abandon the undertaking and sail in the pinnace for England or Newfoundland; but he, threatening the boat with cannon from the shore, forced them to stay or sink. It was his third such intervention: on an earlier occasion one of the would-be fugitives had been executed for mutiny. This time the leading mutineers were merely sent as prisoners to England.

By the spring Captain Smith, though still, officially, no more than a member of the council, had emerged as the master-spirit of the enterprise. No wonder. He seems to have been born with all the gifts of a frontiersman, including the knack of handling Indians, gifts such as were to prove their value again and again during the conquest of North America. The body of the settlers were sensible enough to recognize it. They chose him as their President in September 1608. His ascendancy was not to be seriously shaken until the accident that put an end to his Virginian career, although after that accident (the explosion of a bag of gunpowder, ‘which tore the flesh from his body and thighs’) a plot was laid to assassinate him. But ‘his heart did fail him that should have given fire to that merciless pistol,’ Smith explains. Some later Presidents were to be less fortunate.

Smith left in September 1609. The two preceding years had seen him face, and for the most part overcome, a multitude of hideous problems.

First and worst was the recurrent threat of starvation. There never were nor could be adequate food supplies from home; ships reached Virginia only four times between 1607 and 1609. The English were slow to master the arts of catching or killing American game, which was not, in any case, invariably plentiful. During the frequent quarrels with the Indians barter for food ceased. In 1608 Smith organized the successful planting and reaping of the colony’s own corn; but rats, come into Virginia off the ships, devoured almost the whole, so that the settlers had to be boarded out with the Indians. Nevertheless, by the end of his Presidency he had secured the food supply. The colonists had enjoyed a second harvest, and their European livestock – pigs, hens, goats and some sheep – were proliferating satisfactorily.

Next only to starvation as an enemy was disease. Jamestown had been founded on an isthmus that was ideal for military defence,5 but, surrounded by marshes, was fatal to the health of all too many. Malaria came with Caribbean mosquitoes, like the rats, in the first ships. Plague and yellow fever came with the later ships; so, apparently, did jail-fever. Bad diet bred scurvy. Bad water bred dysentery. The damps and colds of winter were no discouragement to rheumatic disorders. Finally, psychological ailments may have appeared: in 1619 one of the settlers (who, it is true, did not live at Jamestown) insisted that Virginia was healthy, and that ‘more do die here of the disease of their mind than of their body by having this country victuals over-praised unto them in England and by not knowing they shall drink water here’. The contrast between conditions in their new and their old homes must surely have seemed unduly sharp to many. But in view of the physical predicament mental causes need scarcely be invoked to explain the fact that by the end of 1607 only thirty-eight men survived of the hundred or so who had originally landed.

Leadership could do little against bacteria or melancholy. It became accepted that it was necessary to ‘season’ settlers;6 and, of course, the process of acclimatization often failed. So of the hundreds of settlers, including, from 1611 onwards, women and children, who were poured into Virginia, hundreds continued to die or to flee back to England, so that the population did not pass the thousand mark until the twenties; and still there were fluctuations. In 1628 there were reckoned to be 3,000 Virginians; in 1630 only ‘upwards of 2,500’. By 1643, it is true, there had been a dramatic increase, to nearly 5,000. Seasoning remained a slow business.

Death, disease and the Indian were to stalk the frontier of settlement throughout its history; they imposed a corresponding necessity on the frontiersmen and women to be incessantly watchful, prudent and hardworking. Yet Smith’s little band contained many who did their best to evade the necessity. Some, as has been seen, tried to abandon Virginia entirely; others deserted to the Indians; private trading undermined Smith’s attempts to regulate relations with the aborigines, and laxness enabled these to steal from the Company’s few precious stores. Mutiny was endemic, quarrelling incessant. And all too many of the settlers – ‘drunken gluttonous loiterers’ – were simply not prepared to turn their hands to the mundane tasks of obtaining food, either by hunting or agriculture, or of building shelters.

These last Smith eventually dealt with by swearing to turn off all who would not work to starve in the wilderness; but the moral he drew was that settlers who were merely gentlemen or soldiers were worse than useless. ‘Good labourers and mechanical men’ were what was wanted, and there were far too few of these among the first Virginians – perhaps some two dozen. ‘All the rest were poor gentlemen, tradesmen, serving men, libertines, and such like, ten times more fit to spoil a commonwealth, than either begin one, or but help to maintain one.’ ‘When you send again,’ he wrote to the London Company, ‘I entreat you rather send but thirty carpenters, husbandmen, gardeners, fishermen, blacksmiths, masons and diggers up of trees, roots, well provided; than a thousand of such as we have: for except we be able both to lodge them, and feed them, the most will consume with want of necessaries before they can be made good for anything.’ Smith, at least, rapidly learned the lessons of tillage, and saw through some of the delusive visions that were encouraging the Virginia voyage in England.

The Virginia Company of London was little quicker to learn than the generality of Englishmen, and Smith complained bitterly about the unrealistic orders it sent him, commanding him to find gold-mines, and the passage to the South Sea, and Ralegh’s lost colonists, and not to fight the Indians, and to crown Powhatan King and vassal of James I. But though it is possible to sympathize with the Captain, it is not entirely possible to take his grievances as solemnly as he did himself. For the second factor, for lack of which Virginia would certainly have foundered, was the steady support that the parent company gave to its creation.

Smith left in the autumn of 1609. The incompetents whom he had superseded had returned, and the new rulers of the colony, Sir Thomas Gates and Lord De La Warr, had not yet arrived. Jamestown, which Smith had left tolerably well ordered, immediately began to fall to pieces, and there ensued the ‘Starving Time’. Yet as we have seen, the colony survived, if only just. The London Company continued to find for it money, and women and men (of an improved quality). It sent out efficient and unsentimental soldiers, such as Thomas Dale and Samuel Argall, to govern it à la Smith (that is to say, autocratically) until it had found its feet, and then it began gracefully to relinquish its absolute control as private enterprise became desired and possible.7 And when emergencies occurred it did all it could to come to the rescue. The worst such emergency was in 1622. By then the colony had spread far up both sides of the James, as far as the falls where Richmond now stands. Powhatan and Pocahontas were both dead, and the leadership of the Indians had devolved on the understandably bitter Opechancanough. On 22 March, ‘at eight of the clock on that fatal Friday morning’, he launched a carefully planned massacre which killed a third or so of the 1,200 settlers. On receiving the news the Company immediately applied to the King for leave to send to the beleaguered colonists ‘certain old cast arms remaining in the Tower and the Minorites’. The arms were sent, and used to such effect that the colonists soon reduced the Indians to submission. There was to be no more serious trouble with them for twenty years; and the next uprising (in 1644) was the last.

It was not easy for the Company to be so steadfast. One of the necessities which most plagued both the colony and its promoters was that of, somehow, showing a profit for the adventurers (that is, stockholders). It is thought that the Company gained great strength from being based on the comparatively vast resources of London, rather than on the slender funds which were all that Ralegh and the out-ports (Plymouth, etc.) had been able to raise for Roanoke; nevertheless even Londoners did not like throwing good money after bad. And profit proved very hard to come by. Consequently, after the glorious dispatch (and apparent failure) of the first few voyages, investors grew wary. The Company, whose original members could not, by themselves, raise more money, had already expanded its membership, selling shares at £12 10s. each and granting special privileges to those who would buy two or four such shares. In 1612 it hit on the idea of running a lottery. Royal permission was given, and until 1621, when the permission was revoked, the lottery was ‘the real and substantial food by which Virginia hath been nourished’. Its ending was a leading cause of the collapse of the Company, which came about in 1624. With a treasury emptied by the insatiable requirements of the colony and its leaders at bitter odds, the organization had outlived its usefulness. Virginia became a colony under the direct government of the King.

But before then the Company had redoubled its services to Virginia. During its first and greatest period its head, or treasurer, was Sir Thomas Smith, the old associate of Ralegh and the leading London merchant. He held office from 1609 to 1618 and conducted affairs ably and sensibly – much more ably than his successors. Several of the most valuable developments of the Company’s policy seem to have originated in his time. But in 1618 he was dislodged by a cabal headed by Sir Edwin Sandys, a somewhat impetuous, visionary man. He and Smith had dominated the Company since its beginnings, and their quarrel, which rapidly became many other quarrels involving many other persons – an amoeba of a quarrel – was, when all is said, the root cause of the Company’s fall. But perhaps the quarrel and the consequent fall of Smith were necessary. For Sandys, during his brief ascendancy, gave life to two policies which were to be of the very greatest importance for the future of America.

First, he launched the headright system of land allotment. Under this arrangement, which replaced the old system of Company monopoly, a prospective settler received fifty acres for himself and as much again for every additional person whom he brought with him to Virginia – family or servants. The land was to be his and his heirs’ forever. In return, he had only to pay a fixed rent, to the Company, or towards the recruitment and support of the clergy, or towards the support of a college, depending on what portion of the public lands he had been allotted. This system spread from Virginia to many of the other colonies and became a Virginian right, as its name indicates, after the fall of the Company which had conferred it as a privilege. Under it, as the figures of population and occupation suggest, the growth of the colony was steady, if not swift: not even the great massacre could long interrupt it. The dream of landed independence in the New World began to come true, and accordingly the lure of Virginia was strengthened.

This reform was at least as important as the other with which Sandys’ name is associated: the establishment, under the Company’s patronage, of the General Assembly of the colony, the Virginian parliament, in which representatives of the settlers – called, for this purpose, burgesses – met, from 1619 onwards, to discuss and pass upon their common affairs. The rise of this body was very swift. It took almost fewer years than the House of Commons took centuries to reach maturity. By 1635, in which year the burgesses deposed a Governor of Virginia, it had become the central institution of the colony. Such precocity demands explanation.

The fact is that it would have been impossible to govern the colony, once private enterprise and private landholding had been sanctioned, without machinery for consulting the colonists and obtaining their assent to proposed measures. The mutinous strain in the earliest settlers – men who were facing death and whose only hope lay in cooperation – has already been stressed. The same strain was to express itself again and again in Virginian history, right down to the Revolution, if not beyond.8 The King had no army in Virginia, while the Virginians not only had arms but a very lively sense of their own interests. When in difficulty, they could always vanish for a time into the unknown wilderness. The assertion of authority by force was thus even more difficult than it was in England. Some machinery of consent, of compromise, was therefore a governmental necessity, and was early recognized as such, first by the royal Governors and then by the King himself (in 1639). Such necessity would have made itself felt even without the rather weak English representative tradition, or the originality of Sir Edwin Sandys. But he and the Company deserve credit for being the first to accept the facts; for the machinery of consent is, of course, the very essence of the Western tradition of freedom, and was to have an extraordinary flowering on American soil. The root and stem of that flower were the institutions set up in Virginia and New England in the early seventeenth century.

The hard-won arts of survival on the frontier and the wise dispositions of the Company largely account, then, for the success of the third attempt to colonize Virginia. But not all the intelligence in the world can prevail without the means of success. And until 1612 it seemed at times as if there were no such means. It was not just that Virginia seemed fatally lacking in those resources which would guarantee a profit to the Company’s shareholders; it seemed lacking in the resources needed to support the colonists themselves. It was true that, given the fertility of the land, they might grow enough to feed and clothe themselves; but if subsistence farming was to be the destiny of Virginians, there was no sense in having come so far: it was available at home. Right until the end of the twentieth century, the chief lure of North America for prospective immigrants was the opportunity for a higher standard of living. So unless the colony could really promise such an opportunity, it would fail. And all promises would be delusory unless a way could be found by which Virginia could pay, with her exports, for the goods which she would for long be obliged to import. In the early seventeenth century these goods were almost everything, from books to whipsaws, from armour to vinegar, which the colonists could either need or desire.

John Smith and the Company alike tried to solve this problem by encouraging silk-manufacturing, glass-manufacturing, soap-manufacturing, the export of timber products, of grain, of wine, of anything but the one thing which proved to be the third necessity for the salvation of Virginia: tobacco. This they fiercely opposed, in the teeth of the colonists’ insistence on producing almost nothing else. For the dangers of an economy absolutely dominated by a single staple crop were as clear in the seventeenth century as they are nowadays. Dependence on one primary product leaves the producers at the mercy of the market, with its recurring gluts and lowered prices, and its recurring shortage of money. Primary producers are normally at the mercy of their customers anyway: but if they have diversified their products they can at least hope to live off the sales of the others when the sales of one – say, cocoa – have declined, in volume or in value. To these theoretical objections may be added the detail that the seventeenth-century world market was far from encouraging to the Virginians. Smoking was by no means a novel disease. Indians, of course, throughout both Americas, smoked. From them the habit spread to Portugal (1558), Spain (1559) and, through the ubiquitous sea-dogs, to England in 1565. Inevitably, it was Sir Walter Ralegh who made tobacco fashionable. He started to smoke after the first Roanoke expedition and ‘took a pipe of tobacco a little before he went to the scaffold’. His example meant that his dread sovereign’s thunders against sotweed, as it was sometimes called, or ‘this chopping herb of hell’, were thunders in vain. John Rolfe, Pocahontas’s husband, the first to grow tobacco in Virginia (1612) and to ship it to England, was himself a habitual smoker. He can have been under little illusion that the Virginian leaf would find it easy to compete with West Indian, Spanish or even English-grown tobacco. And in fact by 1630 the Virginians had helped to cause a glut on the world’s market.

Rolfe and the others felt, however, that they had little choice. Tobacco could be sold at a profit, though the profit might be uncertain, irregular and low. Anyone could grow it. To the unskilled Virginians these two arguments were irresistible. They took the plunge, and soon the first great boom in American history was under way. At one stage even the streets of Jamestown were sown with tobacco; and the zeal to plant more and more greatly encouraged the spread of population up the James river and, in the thirties, up and down the coast, on every inlet between the river Potomac and the Dismal Swamp. This movement was in part caused by the fact that tobacco exhausted the soil in seven years, so that tobacco planters were constantly in search of new lands. This explains also the steady move westward of Virginians in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries and the eventual ruin of Virginia when, at the beginning of the nineteenth century, the state had run out of fresh land suitable for cultivation.

Thus the destiny of Virginia was fixed. Prices went down, production went up: in 1619 the colony produced 20,000 pounds of tobacco at three shillings a pound, in 1639, 1,500,000 pounds at threepence. A year later the population of the colony was over 10,000, making Virginia the largest English settlement (which it remained until the Revolution). Its life, whether economic or social, was dominated by a numerous yeoman-planter class: not until the next century was tobacco to support an
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