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- one. The English population had multiplied to 55,000,
~while native peoples had diminished from an estimated
-120,000 in 1570 to barely 16,000. To the Wampanoag
 leader Metacom (also known as King Philip), the pros-

)," and
1skeha.

militiamen, accompanied by Narragansett and Mohe-
gan warriors, attacked a Pequot village and massacred
some five hundred men, women, and children. In the
months that followed, the New Englanders drove the
surviving Pequots into oblivion and divided their lands.

Believing they were God’s chosen people, Puritans
considered their presence to be divinely ordained.
Initially, they pondered the morality of acquiring
Native American lands. “By what right or warrant can
we enter into the land of the Savages?” they asked
themselves. Responding to such concerns, John
Winthrop detected God’s hand in a recent smallpox
epidemic: “If God were not pleased with our inheriting
these parts;” he asked, “why doth he still make roome
forusby diminishing them as weincrease?” Experiences
like the Pequot War confirmed New Englanders’ confi-
dence in their enterprise. “God laughed at the Enemies
of his People;” one soldier boasted after the 1637 mas-
sacre, “filling the Place with Dead Bodies”

Like Catholic missionaries, Puritans believed that
their church should embrace all peoples. However, their
strong emphasis on predestination — the idea that God
saved only a few chosen people—made it hard for
them to accept that Indians could be counted among
the elect. “Probably the devil” delivered these “miser-
able savages” to America, Cotton Mather suggested,
“in hopes that the gospel of the Lord Jesus Christ would
never come here” A few Puritan ministers committed
themselves to the effort to convert Indians. On Martha’s
Vineyard, Jonathan Mayhew helped to create an
Indian-led community of Wampanoag Christians.
John Eliot translated the Bible into Algonquian and
created fourteen Indian praying towns. By 1670, more
than 1,000 Indians lived in these settlements, but rela-
tively few Native Americans were ever permitted to
become full members of Puritan congregations.

Metacom's War, 1675-1676 By the 1670s, Euro-
peans in New England outnumbered Indians by three to

pects for coexistence looked dim. When his people cop-
ied English ways by raising hogs and selling pork in
Boston, Puritan officials accused them of selling at “an
under rate” and restricted their trade. When Indians
killed wandering hogs that devastated their cornfields,
:'a‘-,lthorities prosecuted them for violating English prop-
ety rights (American Voices, p. 68).

~Metacom concluded that the English colonists had
tobe expelled. In 1675, the Wampanoags’ leader forged
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Metacom (King Philip), Chief of the Wampanoags

The Indian War of 1675-1676 left an indelible mark on the
history of New England. This painting from the 1850s, done
on semitransparent cloth and lit from behind for effect, was
used by traveling performers to tell the story of King Philip’s
War. Notice that Metacom is pictured not as a savage but
as a dignified man. No longer in danger of Indian attack,
nineteenth-century whites in New England adopted a
romanticized version of their region’s often brutal history.

© Shelburne Museum, Shelburne, Vermont.

a military alliance with the Narragansetts and Nip-
mucks and attacked white settlements throughout New
England. Almost every day, settler
William Harris fearfully reported,
he heard new reports of the
Indians’ “burneing houses, take-
ing cattell, killing men & women
& Children: & carrying others
captive.” Bitter fighting continued
into 1676, ending only when the
Indian warriors ran short of gun-
powder and the Massachusetts Bay government hired
Mohegan and Mohawk warriors, who killed Metacom.

Metacont’s War of 1675-1676 (which English set-
tlers called King Philips War) was a deadly affair.
Indians destroyed one-fifth of the English towns in
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both increased-ih-arms; but for forty yeérs" time reports
and jealousies of war had been 'Very"fféquent"that wedid
not think that now a war was breaking forth. But about a

-week before it did we had cause to think it would; then to
endeavor to prevent it, we sent a man to Philip. .. .
1 He called his council and agreed to come to us;
. [Philip] came himself, unarmed, and about forty of his
. men, armed. Then five of us went over [to speak to the -
Indians] . Three were magistrates. We sat very friendly

L  together [June 147‘18];'Wﬁe'told him our business was to !

68

So the En hs}fWél;_ek'a:f:raid ahd'Philip wasafra1dand

 Narvative,” written in 1675, was a report o his s

-keep,ithe I

S

overnor forhis

,Squrcgg Iéh‘ri. ‘Eaéton; “A Relé'

. 1675, in Narratives of the Indiar
\Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1913

Short Narrative of My Proce
Edward Randolph, ;éfn Enghshcu ,oArvr_j\‘"s,p icia

denounced the i,n_,d‘gp_e’nﬁde'n;t pol cie

3

nies and tried to subject them to E

London:

" Various are the reports and conjectures of the causes of

the present Indian wa{r.l.‘SQine-;ifnpivi’té‘Zit to an impudent

~ zeal in the magistxgtés--gf‘Bbs;bﬁ:‘té Christianize those .

heathen bgfore'" they wé‘re‘.-éivilizédi and en]omlngthem the




strict observation of their laws, which, to a people so rude -

~and licentious, hath proved even intolerable. . . . While .
 the magistrates, for their profit, put the laws severely
;"-in execution against the Indians, the people, on the
_other side, for lucre and gain, entice and provoke the
~ Indians.. .. to drunkenness, to which those people are
. _s.q,:-genera]ly' addicted that they will strip themselves to

' ﬂieir skin to have their fill of rum and brandy. . . .

[French] priests, who have made it their business, for

'. _some years past, to go .ff0m~-S,éLCh¢m to Sachem [chiefto
 chief], to exasperate the Indians against the Englishand -

_ tobring them into a c'on_federa.cy,‘andﬁthat'they were
_promised supplies from France and other parts to.
 extirpate the English nation out of the continentof
::Arnerica, ... Others impute the cause to some injuries

 offered to the Sachem Philip; for he being possessed ofa.

f‘”;_cra“ct of Jand called Mount Hope . . . some Englishhad‘l’fa

fpr‘étghde or other to'fatt,_éih,théir end, complained of inju:
ries done by Philip and his Indians to their stockand

. magistrate, sometimes imprisoned, and never released

bu up‘Qn_p‘artk'ng 'vvi_’.tf‘i,a'c‘bris'iderablé part ofhlsland
ut the government of the Massachusetts . .. do- -

 where t‘he}‘rll"i\t/ed]; o They p_lunderéd the nearest houses |
. that the inhabitants had deserted [on the rumor of a war],
_ but as yet offered no violence to the people, at least none

' Some believe there have been vagrant and’;jesuiticél -

mmdto dispossess him thereof, who never wantingone of CgISt. Prentice’s troop, who desired 'they rrjight have

cattle; whereupon Philip was often summoned before the

were killed. . . . However, the alarm was given by their
numbers, and hostile equipage, and by the prey they
made of what they could find in the forsaken houses.

~ An express came theysa‘me day to the governor
[c. June 25], who immediately gave orders to the captains

‘ ofﬁth,e':t‘oanS to march the greatest part of their compa-
: nie_sk'ﬂ[of;'r}niliit"_i,a],‘and'to‘rendezvous,at Taunton. . : .

~ The enemy, who b'ega_nithe‘ir hostilities with plunder-
ing and destroying cattle, did not long content themselves

 with that game. They thirsted for English blood, and they

“soon bf‘oa,éhe'd it; killing two men »in‘t_he way not far from
Mr. Miles’s garrison. And soon after, eight more at Mat-

0 :’;apoisett,‘uPOn whose bodies they exercised more than
- brutish barbarities. L SR St

Ihesel»provqcatidns drew out the res_entmént»of some

iberty to go out and seek the enemy in their own qu

arters

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. Compare what these documents say about the causes of
the war. Where do the documents agree and disagree
about these causes?

2. According to Randolph, what did the magistrates of
Massachusetts Bay believe to be a major cause of the
war? Could historians verify or disprove their explana-
tion? How? What additional sources of evidence might
be useful?

3. Drawing from these sources, who was the prime instiga-
tor of the war? Which documents provide the most

compelling evidence for your conclusion? Why?




70

PART 1

Massachusetts and Rhode Island and killed 1,000 set-
tlers, nearly 5 percent of the adult population; for a
time the Puritan experiment hung in the balance. But
the natives’ losses — from famine and disease, death in
battle, and sale into slavery — were much larger: about
4,500 Indians died, one-quarter of an already dimin-
ished population. Many of the surviving Wampanoag,
Narragansett, and Nipmuck peoples moved west, inter-
marrying with Algonquian tribes allied to the French.

Over the next century, these displaced Indian peoples

would take their revenge, joining with French Catholics
to attack their Puritan enemies. Metacom’s War did not
eliminate the presence of Native Americans in south-
ern New England, but it effectively destroyed their
existence as independent peoples.

Bacon'’s Rebellion

At the same time that New England fought its war with
Metacom, Virginia was wracked by a rebellion that
nearly toppled its government. It, too, grew out of a
conflict with neighboring Indians, but this one inspired
a popular uprising against the colony’s royal governor.
Like Metacom’s War, it highlighted the way that a land-
intensive settler colony created friction with Native
American populations; in addition, it dramatized the
way that ordinary colonists could challenge the right of
a new planter elite to rule over them.

By the 1670s, economic and political power in
Virginia was in the hands of a small circle of men who
amassed land, slaves, and political offices. Through
headrights and royal grants, they controlled nearly half
of all the settled land in Virginia; what they could not
plant themselves, they leased to tenants. Freed inden-
tured servants found it ever harder to get land of their
own; many were forced to lease lands, or even sign new
indentures, to make ends meet. To make matters worse,
the price of tobacco fell until planters received only a
penny a pound for their crops in the 1670s.

At the top of Virginia’s narrow social pyramid was
William Berkeley, governor between 1642 and 1652
and again after 1660. To consolidate power, Berkeley
bestowed large land grants on members of his council.
The councilors exempted these lands from taxation
and appointed friends as justices of the peace and
county judges. To win support in the House of
Burgesses, Berkeley bought off legislators with land

grants and lucrative appointments as sheriffs and tax’

collectors. But social unrest erupted when the Burgesses
took the vote away from landless freemen, who by now
constituted half the adult white men. Although property-

TRANSFORMATIONS OF NORTH AMERICA, 1450-1700

holding yeomen retained their voting rights, they were
angered by falling tobacco prices, political corruption,
and “grievous taxations” that threatened the “utter ruin
of us the poor commonalty” Berkeley and his allies
were living on borrowed time.

Frontier War An Indian conflict ignited the flame of
social rebellion. In 1607, when the English intruded,
30,000 Native Americans resided in Virginia; by 1675,

‘ the native population had dwindled to only 3,500. By

then, Europeans numbered some 38,000 and Africans
another 2,500. Most Indians lived on treaty-guaranteed
territory along the frontier, where poor freeholders
and landless former servants now wanted to settle,
demanding that the natives be expelled or extermi-
nated. Their demands were ignored by wealthy plant-
ers, who wanted a ready supply of tenants and laborers,
and by Governor Berkeley and the planter-merchants,
who traded with the Occaneechee Indians for beaver
pelts and deerskins.

Fighting broke out late in 1675, when a vigilante
band of Virginia militiamen murdered thirty Indians.
Defying Berkeley’s orders, a larger force then sur-
rounded a fortified Susquehannock village and killed
five leaders who came out to negotiate. The Susquehan-
nocks retaliated by attacking outlying plantations and
killing three hundred whites. In response, Berkeley
proposed a defensive strategy: a series of frontier forts
to deter Indian intrusions. The settlers dismissed this
scheme as a militarily useless plot by planter-merchants
to impose high taxes and take “all our tobacco into
their own hands”

Challenging the Government Enter Nathaniel
Bacon, a young, well-connected migrant from England -
who emerged as the leader of the rebels. Bacon held a
position on the governor’s council, but he was shut out
of Berkeley’s inner circle and differed with Berkeley on
Indian policy. When the governor refused to grant him
a military commission, Bacon mobilized his neighbors
and attacked any Indians he could find. Condemning
the frontiersmen as “rebels and mutineers,” Berkeley
expelled Bacon from the council and had him arrested.
But Bacon’s army forced the governor to release their
leader and hold legislative elections. The newly elected
House of Burgesses enacted far-reaching reforms that -
curbed the powers of the governor and council and
restored voting rights to landless freemen.

These much-needed reforms came too late. Poor
farmers and servants resented years of exploitation by -
wealthy planters, arrogant justices of the peace, and
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Nathaniel Bacon

Condemned as a rebel and a traitor in his own time,
Nathaniel Bacon emerged in the late nineteenth century as

a southern hero, a harbinger of the Confederate rebels of
1860—1865. The Association for the Preservation of Virginia
Antiquities, founded in 1888, commissioned this stained-glass
window depicting Bacon in dual guises of a well-dressed
gentleman and a rebel in body armor. Installing Bacon’s por-
trait in a window of the Powder Magazine in Williamsburg
(built by Governor Alexander Spotswood in 1715), explained
a leading member of the association, would connect “present
Virginia with her great and noble past” and commemorate
those who shed their “blood for Virginia and the South.”
Preservation Virginia.

“wicked & pernicious Counsellors” As one yeoman
rebel complained, “A poor man who has only his labour
to maintain himself and his family pays as much [in
taxes] as a man who has 20,000 acres” Backed by 400
armed men, Bacon issued a “Manifesto and Declaration
of the People” that demanded the removal of Indians
and an end to the rule of wealthy “parasites” “All the
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power and sway is got into the hands of the rich;” Bacon
proclaimed as his army burned Jamestown to the
ground and plundered the plantations of Berkeley’s
allies. When Bacon died suddenly of dysentery in
October 1676, the governor took revenge, dispersing
the rebel army, seizing the estates of well-to-do rebels,
and hanging 23 men.

In the wake of Bacon’s Rebellion, Virginias leaders
worked harder to appease their humble neighbors.
But the rebellion also coincided with the time when
Virginia planters were switch-
ing from indentured servants,
who became free after four
years, to slaves, who labored for
life. In the eighteenth century,
wealthy planters would make
common cause with poorer
whites, while slaves became the
colony’s most exploited workers. That fateful change
eased tensions within the free population but commit-
ted subsequent generations of Americans to a labor
system based on racial exploitation. Bacon’s Rebellion,
like. Metacom’s War, reminds us that these colonies
were unfinished worlds, still searching for viable
foundations.

SUMMARY

During the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, three
types of colonies took shape in the Americas. In
Mesoamerica and the Andes, Spanish colonists made
indigenous empires their own, capitalizing on pre-
existing labor systems and using tribute and the dis-
covery of precious metals to generate enormous wealth,
which Philip II used to defend the interests of the
Catholic Church in Europe. In tropical and sub-
tropical regions, colonizers transferred the plantation
complex—a centuries-old form of production and
labor discipline—to places suited to growing exotic
crops like sugar, tobacco, and indigo. The rigors of
plantation agriculture demanded a large supply of
labor, which was first filled in English colonies by
indentured servitude and later supplemented and
eclipsed by African slavery. The third type of colony,
neo-European settlement, developed in North Amer-
ica’s temperate zone, where European migrants adapted
familiar systems of social and economic organization
in new settings.

Everywhere in the Americas, colonization was, first
and foremost, a process of experimentation. Asresources
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from the Americas flowed to Europe, monarchies were
strengthened and the competition among them—
sharpened by the schism between Protestants and
Catholics — gained new force and energy. Establish-
ing colonies demanded political, social, and cultural
innovations that threw Europeans, Native Americans,
and Africans together in bewildering circumstances,
triggered massive ecological change through the

TRANSFORMATIONS OF NORTH AMERICA, 1450-1700

Columbian Exchange, and demanded radical adjust-
ments. In the Chesapeake and New England — the two
earliest regions of English settlement on mainland
North America—the adjustment to new circum-
stances sparked conflict with neighboring Indians and
waves of instability within the colonies. These external
and internal crises were products of the struggle to
adapt to the rigors of colonization. ‘

CHAPTER REVIEW




