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Theodore Roosevelt
The Winning of the West, Volume 1/ From
the Alleghanies to the Mississippi, 1769-1776

"O strange New World that yit wast never young,
Whose youth from thee by gripin' need was wrung,
Brown foundlin' o' the woods, whose baby-bed
Was prowled roun' by the Injun's cracklin' tread,
And who grew'st strong thru shifts an' wants an' pains,
Nursed by stern men with empires in their brains,
Who saw in vision their young Ishmel strain
With each hard hand a vassal ocean's mane;
Thou skilled by Freedom and by gret events
To pitch new states ez Old World men pitch tents.
Thou taught by fate to know Jehovah's plan,
Thet man's devices can't unmake a man.
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Oh, my friends, thank your God, if you have one, that he
"Twixt the Old World and you set the gulf of a sea,
Be strong-backed, brown-handed, upright as your pines,
By the scale of a hemisphere shape your designs."

—LOWELL.
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PREFACE

Much of the material on which this work is based is to be found in the archives of the American
Government, which date back to 1774, when the first Continental Congress assembled. The earliest
sets have been published complete up to 1777, under the title of "American Archives," and will be
hereafter designated by this name. These early volumes contain an immense amount of material,
because in them are to be found memoranda of private individuals and many of the public papers
of the various colonial and State governments, as well as those of the Confederation. The documents
from 1789 on—no longer containing any papers of the separate States—have also been gathered
and printed under the heading of "American State Papers"; by which term they will be hereafter
referred to.

The mass of public papers coming in between these two series, and covering the period
extending from 1776 to 1789, have never been published, and in great part have either never been
examined or else have been examined in the most cursory manner. The original documents are all in
the Department of State at Washington, and for convenience will be referred to as "State Department
MSS." They are bound in two or three hundred large volumes; exactly how many I cannot say,
because, though they are numbered, yet several of the numbers themselves contain from two or three
to ten or fifteen volumes apiece. The volumes to which reference will most often be made are the
following:
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No. 15. Letters of Huntington.

No. 16. Letters of the Presidents of Congress.

No. 18. Letter-Book B.

No. 20. Vol. 1. Reports of Committees on State Papers.

No. 27. Reports of Committees on the War Office. 1776 to 1778.
No. 30. Reports of Committees.

No. 32. Reports of Committees of the States and of the Week.
No. 41. Vol. 3. Memorials E. F. G. 1776-1788.

No. 41. Vol. 5. Memorials K. L. 1777-1789.

No. 50. Letters and Papers of Oliver Pollock. 1777-1792.

No. 51. Vol. 2 Intercepted Letters. 1779-1782.

No. 56. Indian Affairs.

No. 71. Vol. 1. Virginia State Papers.

No. 73. Georgia State Papers.

No. 81. Vol. 2. Reports of Secretary John Jay.

No. 120. Vol. 2. American Letters.

No. 124. Vol. 3. Reports of Jay.

No. 125. Negotiation Book.

No. 136. Vol. 1. Reports of Board of Treasury.

No. 136. Vol. 2. Reports of Board of Treasury.

No. 147. Vol. 2. Reports of Board of War.

No. 147. Vol. 5. Reports of Board of War.

No. 147. Vol. 6. Reports of Board of War.

No. 148. Vol. 1. Letters from Board of War.

No. 149. Vol. 1. Letters and Reports from B. Lincoln, Secretary at War.
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No. 149. Vol. 2. Letters and Reports from B. Lincoln, Secretary at War.

No. 149. Vol. 3. Letters and Reports from B. Lincoln, Secretary at War.

No. 150. Vol. 1. Letters of H. Knox, Secretary at War.

No. 150. Vol. 2. Letters of H. Knox, Secretary at War.

No. 150. Vol. 3. Letters of H. Knox, Secretary at War.

No. 152. Vol. 11. Letters of General Washington.

No. 163. Letters of Generals Clinton, Nixon, Nicola, Morgan, Harmar, Muhlenburg.

No. 169. Vol. 9. Washington's Letters.

No. 180. Reports of Secretary of Congress.

Besides these numbered volumes, the State Department contains others, such as Washington's
letter-book, marked War Department 1792, '3, '4, 'S. There are also a series of numbered volumes of
"Letters to Washington," Nos. 33 and 49 containing reports from Geo. Rogers Clark. The Jefferson
papers, which are likewise preserved here, are bound in several series, each containing a number of
volumes. The Madison and Monroe papers, also kept here, are not yet bound; I quote them as the
Madison MSS. and the Monroe MSS.

My thanks are due to Mr. W. C. Hamilton, Asst. Librarian, for giving me every facility to
examine the material.

At Nashville, Tennessee, I had access to a mass of original matter in the shape of files of
old newspapers, of unpublished letters, diaries, reports, and other manuscripts. I was given every
opportunity to examine these at my leisure, and indeed to take such as were most valuable to my own
home. For this my thanks are especially due to Judge John M. Lea, to whom, as well as to my many
other friends in Nashville, I shall always feel under a debt on account of the unfailing courtesy with
which I was treated. I must express my particular acknowledgments to Mr. Lemuel R. Campbell. The
Nashville manuscripts, etc. of which I have made most use are the following:
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The Robertson MSS., comprising two large volumes, entitled the "Correspondence, etc., of
Gen'l James Robertson," from 1781 to 1814.

They belong to the library of Nashville University; I had some difficulty in finding the second
volume but finally succeeded.

The Campbell MSS., consisting of letters and memoranda to and from different members of
the Campbell family who were prominent in the Revolution; dealing for the most part with Lord
Dunmore's war, the Cherokee wars, the battle of King's Mountain, land speculations, etc. They are
in the possession of Mr. Lemuel R. Campbell, who most kindly had copies of all the important ones
sent me, at great personal trouble.

Some of the Sevier and Jackson papers, the original MS. diaries of Donelson on the famous
voyage down the Tennessee and up the Cumberland, and of Benj. Hawkins while surveying the
Tennessee boundary, memoranda of Thos. Washington, Overton and Dunham, the earliest files of
the Knoxville Gazette, from 1791 to 1795, etc. These are all in the library of the Tennessee Historical
Society.

For original matter connected with Kentucky, I am greatly indebted to Col. Reuben T. Durrett,
of Louisville, the founder of the "Filson Club," which has done such admirable historical work of late
years. He allowed me to work at my leisure in his library, the most complete in the world on all subjects
connected with Kentucky history. Among other matter, he possesses the Shelby MSS., containing a
number of letters to and from, and a dictated autobiography of, Isaac Shelby; MS. journals of Rev.
James Smith, during two tours in the western country in 1785 and '95; early files of the "Kentucke
Gazette'"; books owned by the early settlers; papers of Boon, and George Rogers Clark; MS. notes on
Kentucky by George Bradford, who settled there in 1779; MS. copy of the record book of Col. John
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Todd, the first governor of the Illinois country after Clark's conquest; the McAfee MSS., consisting
of an Account of the First Settlement of Salt River, the Autobiography of Robert McAfee, and a Brief
Memorandum of the Civil and Natural History of Kentucky; MS. autobiography of Rev. William
Hickman, who visited Kentucky in 1776, etc., etc.

I am also under great obligations to Col. John Mason Brown of Louisville, another member
of the Filson Club, for assistance rendered me; particularly for having sent me six bound volumes
of MSS., containing the correspondence of the Spanish Minister Gardoqui, copied from the Spanish
archives.

At Lexington I had access to the Breckenridge MSS., through the kindness of Mr. Ethelbert D.
Warfield; and to the Clay MSS. through the kindness of Miss Lucretia Hart Clay. I am particularly
indebted to Miss Clay for her courtesy in sending me many of the most valuable old Hart and Benton
letters, depositions, accounts, and the like.

The Blount MSS. were sent to me from California by the Hon. W. D. Stephens of Los Angeles,
although I was not personally known to him; an instance of courtesy and generosity, in return for which
I could do nothing save express my sincere appreciation and gratitude, which I take this opportunity
of publicly repeating.

The Gates MSS., from which I drew some important facts not hitherto known concerning the
King's Mountain campaign, are in the library of the New York Historical Society.

The Virginia State Papers have recently been published, and are now accessible to all.

Among the most valuable of the hitherto untouched manuscripts which I have obtained are
the Haldimand papers, preserved in the Canadian archives at Ottawa. They give, for the first time,
the British and Indian side of all the northwestern fighting; including Clark's campaigns, the siege
of Boonsborough, the battle of the Blue Licks, Crawford's defeat, etc. The Canadian archivist. Mr.
Douglass Brymner, furnished me copies of all I needed with a prompt courtesy for which I am more
indebted than I can well express.

I have been obliged to rely mainly on these collections of early documents as my authorities,
especially for that portion of western history prior to 1783. Excluding the valuable, but very brief,
and often very inaccurate, sketch which Filson wrote down as coming from Boon, there are no
printed histories of Kentucky earlier than Marshall's, in 1812; while the first Tennessee history was
Haywood's, in 1822. Both Marshall and Haywood did excellent work; the former was an able writer,
the latter was a student, and (like the Kentucky historian Mann Butler) a sound political thinker,
devoted to the Union, and prompt to stand up for the right. But both of them, in dealing with the
early history of the country beyond the Alleghanies, wrote about matters that had happened from
thirty to fifty years before, and were obliged to base most of their statements on tradition or on what
the pioneers remembered in their old age. The later historians, for the most part, merely follow these
two. In consequence, the mass of original material, in the shape of official reports and contemporary
letters, contained in the Haldimand MSS., the Campbell MSS., the McAfee MSS., the Gardoqui
MSS., the State Department MSS., the Virginia State Papers, etc., not only cast a flood of new
light upon this early history, but necessitate its being entirely re-written. For instance, they give an
absolutely new aspect to, and in many cases completely reverse, the current accounts of all the Indian
fighting, both against the Cherokees and the Northwestern tribes; they give for the first time a clear
view of frontier diplomacy, of the intrigues with the Spaniards, and even of the mode of life in the
backwoods, and of the workings of the civil government. It may be mentioned that the various proper
names are spelt in so many different ways that it is difficult to know which to choose. Even Clark
is sometimes spelt Clarke, while Boon was apparently indifferent as to whether his name should or
should not contain the final silent e. As for the original Indian titles, it is often quite impossible to
give them even approximately; the early writers often wrote the same Indian words in such different
ways that they bear no resemblance whatever to one another.
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In conclusion I would say that it has been to me emphatically a labor of love to write of the great
deeds of the border people. I am not blind to their manifold shortcomings, nor yet am I ignorant of
their many strong and good qualities. For a number of years I spent most of my time on the frontier,
and lived and worked like any other frontiersman. The wild country in which we dwelt and across
which we wandered was in the far west; and there were of course many features in which the life of
a cattleman on the Great Plains and among the Rockies differed from that led by a backwoodsman
in the Alleghany forests a century before. Yet the points of resemblance were far more numerous
and striking. We guarded our herds of branded cattle and shaggy horses, hunted bear, bison, elk, and
deer, established civil government, and put down evil-doers, white and red, on the banks of the Little
Missouri and among the wooded, precipitous foot-hills of the Bighorn, exactly as did the pioneers
who a hundred years previously built their log-cabins beside the Kentucky or in the valleys of the
Great Smokies. The men who have shared in the fast vanishing frontier life of the present feel a
peculiar sympathy with the already long-vanished frontier life of the past.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

SAGAMORE HILL, May, 1889
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FOREWORD

In the year 1898 the United States finished the work begun over a century before by the
backwoodsman, and drove the Spaniard outright from the western world. During the march of our
people from the crests of the Alleghanies to the Pacific, the Spaniard was for a long period our chief
white opponent; and after an interval his place among our antagonists was taken by his Spanish-
American heir. Although during the Revolution the Spaniard at one time became America's friend in
the sense that he was England's foe, he almost from the outset hated and dreaded his new ally more
than his old enemy. In the peace negotiations at the close of the contest he was jealously eager to
restrict our boundaries to the line of the Alleghanies; while even during the concluding years of the
war the Spanish soldiers on the upper Mississippi were regarded by the Americans in Illinois as a
menace no less serious than the British troops at Detroit.

In the opening years of our national life the Western backwoodsman found the Spanish
ownership of the mouth of the Mississippi even more hurtful and irksome than the retention by
the British king of the posts on the Great Lakes. After years of tedious public negotiations, under
and through which ran a dark woof of private intrigue, the sinewy western hands so loosened the
Spanish grip that in despair Spain surrendered to France the mouth of the river and the vast territories
stretching thence into the dim Northwest. She hoped thereby to establish a strong barrier between
her remaining provinces and her most dreaded foe. But France in her turn grew to understand
that America's position as regards Louisiana, thanks to the steady westward movement of the
backwoodsman, was such as to render it on the one hand certain that the retention of the province
by France would mean an armed clash with the United States, and on the other hand no less certain
that in the long run such a conflict would result to France's disadvantage. Louisiana thus passed from
the hands of Spain, after a brief interval, into those of the young Republic. There remained to Spain,
Mexico and Florida; and forthwith the pressure of the stark forest riflemen began to be felt on the
outskirts of these two provinces. Florida was the first to fall. After a portion of it had been forcibly
annexed, after Andrew Jackson had marched at will through part of the remainder, and after the
increasing difficulty of repressing the American filibustering efforts had shown the imminence of
some serious catastrophe, Spain ceded the peninsula to the United States. Texas, New Mexico, and
California did not fall into American hands until they had passed from the Spaniard to his half-Indian
sons.

Many decades went by after Spain had lost her foothold on the American continent, and she still
held her West Indian empire. She misgoverned the islands as she had misgoverned the continent; and
in the islands, as once upon the continent, her own children became her deadliest foes. But generation
succeeded generation, and the prophecies of those far-seeing statesmen who foretold that she would
lose to the northern Republic her West Indian possessions remained unfulfilled. At last, at the close
of one of the bloodiest and most brutal wars that even Spain ever waged with her own colonists, the
United States intervened, and in a brief summer campaign destroyed the last vestiges of the mediaeval
Spanish domain in the tropic seas alike of the West and the remote East.

We of this generation were but carrying to completion the work of our fathers and of our
fathers' fathers. It is moreover a matter for just pride that while there was no falling off in the vigor
and prowess shown by our fighting men, there was a marked change for the better in the spirit with
which the deed was done. The backwoodsmen had pushed the Spaniards from the Mississippi, had
set up a slave-holding republic in Texas, and had conquered the Californian gold-fields, in the sheer
masterful exercise of might. It is true that they won great triumphs for civilization no less than for
their own people; yet they won them unwittingly, for they were merely doing as countless other strong
young races had done in the long contest carried on for so many thousands of years between the fit
and the unfit. But in 1898 the United States, while having gained in strength, showed that there had
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likewise been gain in justice, in mercy, in sense of responsibility. Our conquest of the Southwest has
been justified by the result. The Latin peoples in the lands we won and settled have prospered like
our own stock. The sons and grandsons of those who had been our foes in Louisiana and New Mexico
came eagerly forward to serve in the army that was to invade Cuba. Our people as a whole went into
the war, primarily, it is true, to drive out the Spaniard once for all from America; but with the fixed
determination to replace his rule by a government of justice and orderly liberty.

To use the political terminology of the present day, the whole western movement of our people
was simply the most vital part of that great movement of expansion which has been the central and
all-important feature of our history—a feature far more important than any other since we became a
nation, save only the preservation of the Union itself. It was expansion which made us a great power;
and at every stage it has been bitterly antagonized, not only by the short-sighted and the timid, but
even by many who were neither one nor the other. There were many men who opposed the movement
west of the Alleghanies and the peopling of the lands which now form Kentucky, Tennessee, and the
great States lying between the Ohio and the Lakes. Excellent persons then foretold ruin to the country
from bringing into it a disorderly population of backwoodsmen, with the same solemnity that has in
our own day marked the prophecies of those who have seen similar ruin in the intaking of Hawaii
and Porto Rico. The annexation of Louisiana, including the entire territory between the northern
Mississippi and the Pacific Ocean, aroused such frantic opposition in the old-settled regions of the
country, and especially in the Northeast, as to call forth threats of disunion, the language used by the
opponents of our expansion into the Far West being as violent as that sometimes used in denouncing
our acquisition of the Philippines. The taking of Texas and of California was complicated by the slave
question, but much of the opposition to both was simply the general opposition to expansion—that
is, to national growth and national greatness. In our long-settled communities there have always been
people who opposed every war which marked the advance of American civilization at the cost of
savagery. The opposition was fundamentally the same, whether these wars were campaigns in the old
West against the Shawnees and the Miamis, in the new West against the Sioux and the Apaches, or
in Luzon against the Tagals. In each case, in the end, the believers in the historic American policy of
expansion have triumphed. Hitherto America has gone steadily forward along the path of greatness,
and has remained true to the policy of her early leaders who felt within them the lift towards mighty
things. Like every really strong people, ours is stirred by the generous ardor for daring strife and
mighty deeds, and now with eyes undimmed looks far into the misty future.

At bottom the question of expansion in 1898 was but a variant of the problem we had to
solve at every stage of the great western movement. Whether the prize of the moment was Louisiana
or Florida, Oregon or Alaska, mattered little. The same forces, the same types of men, stood for
and against the cause of national growth, of national greatness, at the end of the century as at the
beginning.

My non-literary work has been so engrossing during the years that have elapsed since my fourth
volume was published, that I have been unable to go on with "The Winning of the West"; but my
design is to continue the narrative as soon as I can get leisure, carrying it through the stages which
marked the taking of Florida and Oregon, the upbuilding of the republic of Texas, and the acquisition
of New Mexico and California as the result of the Mexican war.

Theodore Roosevelt

EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, ALBANY, N. Y. January 1, 1900.
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CHAPTER 1.
THE SPREAD OF THE ENGLISH-SPEAKING PEOPLES

During the past three centuries the spread of the English-speaking peoples over the world's
waste spaces has been not only the most striking feature in the world's history, but also the event of
all others most far-reaching in its effects and its importance.

The tongue which Bacon feared to use in his writings, lest they should remain forever unknown
to all but the inhabitants of a relatively unimportant insular kingdom, is now the speech of two
continents. The Common Law which Coke jealously upheld in the southern half of a single European
island, is now the law of the land throughout the vast regions of Australasia, and of America north of
the Rio Grande. The names of the plays that Shakespeare wrote are household words in the mouths
of mighty nations, whose wide domains were to him more unreal than the realm of Prester John.
Over half the descendants of their fellow countrymen of that day now dwell in lands which, when
these three Englishmen were born, held not a single white inhabitant; the race which, when they were
in their prime, was hemmed in between the North and the Irish seas, to-day holds sway over worlds,
whose endless coasts are washed by the waves of the three great oceans.

There have been many other races that at one time or another had their great periods of
race expansion—as distinguished from mere conquest,—but there has never been another whose
expansion has been either so broad or so rapid.

At one time, many centuries ago, it seemed as if the Germanic peoples, like their Celtic foes
and neighbors, would be absorbed into the all-conquering Roman power, and, merging their identity
in that of the victors, would accept their law, their speech, and their habits of thought. But this danger
vanished forever on the day of the slaughter by the Teutoburger Wald, when the legions of Varus
were broken by the rush of Hermann's wild warriors.

Two or three hundred years later the Germans, no longer on the defensive, themselves went
forth from their marshy forests conquering and to conquer. For century after century they swarmed
out of the dark woodland east of the Rhine, and north of the Danube; and as their force spent itself,
the movement was taken up by their brethren who dwelt along the coasts of the Baltic and the North
Atlantic. From the Volga to the Pillars of Hercules, from Sicily to Britain, every land in turn bowed
to the warlike prowess of the stalwart sons of Odin. Rome and Novgorod, the imperial city of Italy as
well as the squalid capital of Muscovy, acknowledged the sway of kings of Teutonic or Scandinavian
blood.

In most cases, however, the victorious invaders merely intruded themselves among the original
and far more numerous owners of the land, ruled over them, and were absorbed by them. This
happened to both Teuton and Scandinavian; to the descendants of Alaric, as well as to the children
of Rurik. The Dane in Ireland became a Celt; the Goth of the Iberian peninsula became a Spaniard;
Frank and Norwegian alike were merged into the mass of Romance-speaking Gauls, who themselves
finally grew to be called by the names of their masters. Thus it came about that though the German
tribes conquered Europe they did not extend the limits of Germany nor the sway of the German race.
On the contrary, they strengthened the hands of the rivals of the people from whom they sprang.
They gave rulers—Kkaisers, kings, barons, and knights—to all the lands they overran; here and there
they imposed their own names on kingdoms and principalities—as in France, Normandy, Burgundy,
and Lombardy; they grafted the feudal system on the Roman jurisprudence, and interpolated a few
Teutonic words in the Latin dialects of the peoples they had conquered; but, hopelessly outnumbered,
they were soon lost in the mass of their subjects, and adopted from them their laws, their culture, and
their language. As a result, the mixed races of the south—the Latin nations as they are sometimes
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called—strengthened by the infusion of northern blood, sprang anew into vigorous life, and became
for the time being the leaders of the European world.

There was but one land whereof the winning made a lasting addition to Germanic soil; but
this land was destined to be of more importance in the future of the Germanic peoples than all their
continental possessions, original and acquired, put together. The day when the keels of the low-Dutch
sea-thieves first grated on the British coast was big with the doom of many nations. There sprang up
in conquered southern Britain, when its name had been significantly changed to England, that branch
of the Germanic stock which was in the end to grasp almost literally world-wide power, and by its
overshadowing growth to dwarf into comparative insignificance all its kindred folk. At the time, in
the general wreck of the civilized world, the making of England attracted but little attention. Men's
eyes were riveted on the empires conquered by the hosts of Alaric, Theodoric, and Clovis, not on
the swarm of little kingdoms and earldoms founded by the nameless chiefs who led each his band of
hard-rowing, hard-fighting henchmen across the stormy waters of the German Ocean. Yet the rule
and the race of Goth, Frank, and Burgund have vanished from off the earth; while the sons of the
unknown Saxon, Anglian, and Friesic warriors now hold in their hands the fate of the coming years.

After the great Teutonic wanderings were over, there came a long lull, until, with the discovery
of America, a new period of even vaster race expansion began. During this lull the nations of Europe
took on their present shapes. Indeed, the so-called Latin nations—the French and Spaniards, for
instance—may be said to have been born after the first set of migrations ceased. Their national
history, as such, does not really begin until about that time, whereas that of the Germanic peoples
stretches back unbroken to the days when we first hear of their existence. It would be hard to say which
one of half a dozen races that existed in Europe during the early centuries of the present era should
be considered as especially the ancestor of the modern Frenchman or Spaniard. When the Romans
conquered Gaul and Iberia they did not in any place drive out the ancient owners of the soil; they
simply Romanized them, and left them as the base of the population. By the Frankish and Visigothic
invasions another strain of blood was added, to be speedily absorbed; while the invaders took the
language of the conquered people, and established themselves as the ruling class. Thus the modern
nations who sprang from this mixture derive portions of their governmental system and general policy
from one race, most of their blood from another, and their language, law, and culture from a third.

The English race, on the contrary, has a perfectly continuous history. When Alfred reigned,
the English already had a distinct national being; when Charlemagne reigned, the French, as we use
the term to-day, had no national being whatever. The Germans of the mainland merely overran the
countries that lay in their path; but the sea-rovers who won England to a great extent actually displaced
the native Britons. The former were absorbed by the subject-races; the latter, on the contrary, slew or
drove off or assimilated the original inhabitants. Unlike all the other Germanic swarms, the English
took neither creed nor custom, neither law nor speech, from their beaten foes. At the time when the
dynasty of the Capets had become firmly established at Paris, France was merely part of a country
where Latinized Gauls and Basques were ruled by Latinized Franks, Goths, Burgunds, and Normans;
but the people across the Channel then showed little trace of Celtic or Romance influence. It would
be hard to say whether Vercingetorix or Caesar, Clovis or Syagrius, has the better right to stand as
the prototype of a modern French general. There is no such doubt in the other case. The average
Englishman, American, or Australian of to-day who wishes to recall the feats of power with which
his race should be credited in the shadowy dawn of its history, may go back to the half-mythical
glories of Hengist and Horsa, perhaps to the deeds of Civilis the Batavian, or to those of the hero
of the Teutoburger fight, but certainly to the wars neither of the Silurian chief Caractacus nor of his
conqueror, the after-time Emperor Vespasian.

Nevertheless, when, in the sixteenth century, the European peoples began to extend their
dominions beyond Europe, England had grown to differ profoundly from the Germanic countries
of the mainland. A very large Celtic element had been introduced into the English blood, and, in
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addition, there had been a considerable Scandinavian admixture. More important still were the radical
changes brought by the Norman conquest; chief among them the transformation of the old English
tongue into the magnificent language which is now the common inheritance of so many widespread
peoples. England's insular position, moreover, permitted it to work out its own fate comparatively
unhampered by the presence of outside powers; so that it developed a type of nationality totally
distinct from the types of the European mainland.

All this is not foreign to American history. The vast movement by which this continent was
conquered and peopled cannot be rightly understood if considered solely by itself. It was the crowning
and greatest achievement of a series of mighty movements, and it must be taken in connection with
them. Its true significance will be lost unless we grasp, however roughly, the past race-history of the
nations who took part therein.

When, with the voyages of Columbus and his successors, the great period of extra-European
colonization began, various nations strove to share in the work. Most of them had to plant their
colonies in lands across the sea; Russia alone was by her geographical position enabled to extend her
frontiers by land, and in consequence her comparatively recent colonization of Siberia bears some
resemblance to our own work in the western United States. The other countries of Europe were forced
to find their outlets for conquest and emigration beyond the ocean, and, until the colonists had taken
firm root in their new homes the mastery of the seas thus became a matter of vital consequence.

Among the lands beyond the ocean America was the first reached and the most important. It
was conquered by different European races, and shoals of European settlers were thrust forth upon
its shores. These sometimes displaced and sometimes merely overcame and lived among the natives.
They also, to their own lasting harm, committed a crime whose shortsighted folly was worse than its
guilt, for they brought hordes of African slaves, whose descendants now form immense populations
in certain portions of the land. Throughout the continent we therefore find the white, red, and black
races in every stage of purity and intermixture. One result of this great turmoil of conquest and
immigration has been that, in certain parts of America, the lines of cleavage of race are so far from
coinciding with the lines of cleavage of speech that they run at right angles to them—as in the four
communities of Ontario, Quebec, Havti, and Jamaica.

Each intruding European power, in winning for itself new realms beyond the seas, had to wage
a twofold war, overcoming the original inhabitants with one hand, and with the other warding off
the assaults of the kindred nations that were bent on the same schemes. Generally the contests of the
latter kind were much the most important. The victories by which the struggles between the European
conquerors themselves were ended deserve lasting commemoration. Yet, sometimes, even the most
important of them, sweeping though they were, were in parts less sweeping than they seemed. It
would be impossible to overestimate the far-reaching effects of the overthrow of the French power
in America; but Lower Canada, where the fatal blow was given, itself suffered nothing but a political
conquest, which did not interfere in the least with the growth of a French state along both sides of the
lower St. Lawrence. In a somewhat similar way Dutch communities have held their own, and indeed
have sprung up in South Africa.

All the European nations touching on the Atlantic seaboard took part in the new work, with
very varying success; Germany alone, then rent by many feuds, having no share therein. Portugal
founded a single state, Brazil. The Scandinavian nations did little: their chief colony fell under the
control of the Dutch. The English and the Spaniards were the two nations to whom the bulk of the
new lands fell: the former getting much the greater portion. The conquests of the Spaniards took
place in the sixteenth century. The West Indies and Mexico, Peru and the limitless grass plains of
what is now the Argentine Confederation,—all these and the lands lying between them had been
conquered and colonized by the Spaniards before there was a single English settlement in the New
World, and while the fleets of the Catholic king still held for him the lordship of the ocean. Then the
cumbrous Spanish vessels succumbed to the attacks of the swift war-ships of Holland and England,
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and the sun of the Spanish world-dominion set as quickly as it had risen. Spain at once came to a
standstill; it was only here and there that she even extended her rule over a few neighboring Indian
tribes, while she was utterly unable to take the offensive against the French, Dutch, and English. But
it is a singular thing that these vigorous and powerful new-comers, who had so quickly put a stop to
her further growth, yet wrested from her very little of what was already hers. They plundered a great
many Spanish cities and captured a great many Spanish galleons, but they made no great or lasting
conquests of Spanish territory. Their mutual jealousies, and the fear each felt of the others, were
among the main causes of this state of things; and hence it came about that after the opening of the
seventeenth century the wars they waged against one another were of far more ultimate consequence
than the wars they waged against the former mistress of the western world. England in the end drove
both France and Holland from the field; but it was under the banner of the American Republic, not
under that of the British Monarchy, that the English-speaking people first won vast stretches of land
from the descendants of the Spanish conquerors.

The three most powerful of Spain's rivals waged many a long war with one another to decide
which should grasp the sceptre that had slipped from Spanish hands. The fleets of Holland fought
with stubborn obstinacy to wrest from England her naval supremacy; but they failed, and in the end
the greater portion of the Dutch domains fell to their foes. The French likewise began a course
of conquest and colonization at the same time the English did, and after a couple of centuries of
rivalry, ending in prolonged warfare, they also succumbed. The close of the most important colonial
contest ever waged left the French without a foot of soil on the North American mainland; while their
victorious foes had not only obtained the lead in the race for supremacy on that continent, but had
also won the command of the ocean. They thenceforth found themselves free to work their will in all
seagirt lands, unchecked by hostile European influence.

Most fortunately, when England began her career as a colonizing power in America, Spain had
already taken possession of the populous tropical and subtropical regions, and the northern power
was thus forced to form her settlements in the sparsely peopled temperate zone.

It is of vital importance to remember that the English and Spanish conquests in America
differed from each other very much as did the original conquests which gave rise to the English
and the Spanish nations. The English had exterminated or assimilated the Celts of Britain, and they
substantially repeated the process with the Indians of America; although of course in America there
was very little, instead of very much, assimilation. The Germanic strain is dominant in the blood
of the average Englishman, exactly as the English strain is dominant in the blood of the average
American. Twice a portion of the race has shifted its home, in each case undergoing a marked change,
due both to outside influence and to internal development; but in the main retaining, especially in the
last instance, the general race characteristics.

It was quite otherwise in the countries conquered by Cortes, Pizarro, and their successors.
Instead of killing or driving off the natives as the English did, the Spaniards simply sat down in
the midst of a much more numerous aboriginal population. The process by which Central and
South America became Spanish bore very close resemblance to the process by which the lands
of southeastern Europe were turned into Romance-speaking countries. The bulk of the original
inhabitants remained unchanged in each case. There was little displacement of population. Roman
soldiers and magistrates, Roman merchants and handicraftsmen were thrust in among the Celtic and
Iberian peoples, exactly as the Spanish military and civil rulers, priests, traders, land-owners, and
mine-owners settled down among the Indians of Peru and Mexico. By degrees, in each case, the many
learnt the language and adopted the laws, religion, and governmental system of the few, although
keeping certain of their own customs and habits of thought. Though the ordinary Spaniard of to-
day speaks a Romance dialect, he is mainly of Celto-Iberian blood; and though most Mexicans and
Peruvians speak Spanish, yet the great majority of them trace their descent back to the subjects of
Montezuma and the Incas. Moreover, exactly as in Europe little ethnic islands of Breton and Basque
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stock have remained unaffected by the Romance flood, so in America there are large communities
where the inhabitants keep unchanged the speech and the customs of their Indian forefathers.

The English-speaking peoples now hold more and better land than any other American
nationality or set of nationalities. They have in their veins less aboriginal American blood than any of
their neighbors. Yet it is noteworthy that the latter have tacitly allowed them to arrogate to themselves
the title of "Americans," whereby to designate their distinctive and individual nationality.

So much for the difference between the way in which the English and the way in which other
European nations have conquered and colonized. But there have been likewise very great differences
in the methods and courses of the English-speaking peoples themselves, at different times and in
different places.

The settlement of the United States and Canada, throughout most of their extent, bears much
resemblance to the later settlement of Australia and New Zealand. The English conquest of India
and even the English conquest of South Africa come in an entirely different category. The first was a
mere political conquest, like the Dutch conquest of Java or the extension of the Roman Empire over
parts of Asia. South Africa in some respects stands by itself, because there the English are confronted
by another white race which it is as yet uncertain whether they can assimilate, and, what is infinitely
more important, because they are there confronted by a very large native population with which they
cannot mingle, and which neither dies out nor recedes before their advance. It is not likely, but it is at
least within the bounds of possibility, that in the course of centuries the whites of South Africa will
suffer a fate akin to that which befell the Greek colonists in the Tauric Chersonese, and be swallowed
up in the overwhelming mass of black barbarism.

On the other hand, it may fairly be said that in America and Australia the English race has
already entered into and begun the enjoyment of its great inheritance. When these continents were
settled they contained the largest tracts of fertile, temperate, thinly peopled country on the face of
the globe. We cannot rate too highly the importance of their acquisition. Their successful settlement
was a feat which by comparison utterly dwarfs all the European wars of the last two centuries; just
as the importance of the issues at stake in the wars of Rome and Carthage completely overshadowed
the interests for which the various contemporary Greek kingdoms were at the same time striving.

Australia, which was much less important than America, was also won and settled with far less
difficulty. The natives were so few in number and of such a low type, that they practically offered no
resistance at all, being but little more hindrance than an equal number of ferocious beasts. There was
no rivalry whatever by any European power, because the actual settlement—not the mere expatriation
of convicts—only began when England, as a result of her struggle with Republican and Imperial
France, had won the absolute control of the seas. Unknown to themselves, Nelson and his fellow
admirals settled the fate of Australia, upon which they probably never wasted a thought. Trafalgar
decided much more than the mere question whether Great Britain should temporarily share the fate
that so soon befell Prussia; for in all probability it decided the destiny of the island-continent that
lay in the South Seas.

The history of the English-speaking race in America has been widely different. In Australia
there was no fighting whatever, whether with natives or with other foreigners. In America for the past
two centuries and a half there has been a constant succession of contests with powerful and warlike
native tribes, with rival European nations, and with American nations of European origin. But even
in America there have been wide differences in the way the work has had to be done in different parts
of the country, since the close of the great colonial contests between England, France, and Spain.

The extension of the English westward through Canada since the war of the Revolution has
been in its essential features merely a less important repetition of what has gone on in the northern
United States. The gold miner, the transcontinental railway, and the soldier have been the pioneers of
civilization. The chief point of difference, which was but small, arose from the fact that the whole of
western Canada was for a long time under the control of the most powerful of all the fur companies,
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in whose employ were very many French voyageurs and coureurs des bois. From these there sprang
up in the valleys of the Red River and the Saskatchewan a singular race of half-breeds, with a unique
semi-civilization of their own. It was with these half-breeds, and not, as in the United States, with
the Indians, that the settlers of northwestern Canada had their main difficulties.

In what now forms the United States, taking the country as a whole, the foes who had to be
met and overcome were very much more formidable. The ground had to be not only settled but
conquered, sometimes at the expense of the natives, often at the expense of rival European races. As
already pointed out the Indians themselves formed one of the main factors in deciding the fate of the
continent. They were never able in the end to avert the white conquest, but they could often delay
its advance for a long spell of years. The Iroquois, for instance, held their own against all comers
for two centuries. Many other tribes stayed for a time the oncoming white flood, or even drove it
back; in Maine the settlers were for a hundred years confined to a narrow strip of sea-coast. Against
the Spaniards, there were even here and there Indian nations who definitely recovered the ground
they had lost.

When the whites first landed, the superiority and, above all, the novelty of their arms gave
them a very great advantage. But the Indians soon became accustomed to the new-comers' weapons
and style of warfare. By the time the English had consolidated the Atlantic colonies under their rule,
the Indians had become what they have remained ever since, the most formidable savage foes ever
encountered by colonists of European stock. Relatively to their numbers, they have shown themselves
far more to be dreaded than the Zulus or even the Maoris.

Their presence has caused the process of settlement to go on at unequal rates of speed in
different places; the flood has been hemmed in at one point, or has been forced to flow round an
island of native population at another. Had the Indians been as helpless as the native Australians
were, the continent of North America would have had an altogether different history. It would not
only have been settled far more rapidly, but also on very different lines. Not only have the red men
themselves kept back the settlements, but they have also had a very great effect upon the outcome
of the struggles between the different intrusive European peoples. Had the original inhabitants of
the Mississippi valley been as numerous and unwarlike as the Aztecs, de Soto would have repeated
the work of Cortes, and we would very possibly have been barred out of the greater portion of our
present domain. Had it not been for their Indian allies, it would have been impossible for the French
to prolong, as they did, their struggle with their much more numerous English neighbors.

The Indians have shrunk back before our advance only after fierce and dogged resistance. They
were never numerous in the land, but exactly what their numbers were when the whites first appeared
is impossible to tell. Probably an estimate of half a million for those within the limits of the present
United States is not far wrong; but in any such calculation there is of necessity a large element of
mere rough guess-work. Formerly writers greatly over-estimated their original numbers, counting
them by millions. Now it is the fashion to go to the other extreme, and even to maintain that they have
not decreased at all. This last is a theory that can only be upheld on the supposition that the whole
does not consist of the sum of the parts; for whereas we can check off on our fingers the tribes that
have slightly increased, we can enumerate scores that have died out almost before our eyes. Speaking
broadly, they have mixed but little with the English (as distinguished from the French and Spanish)
invaders. They are driven back, or die out, or retire to their own reservations; but they are not often
assimilated. Still, on every frontier, there is always a certain amount of assimilation going on, much
more than is commonly admitted;! and whenever a French or Spanish community has been absorbed

"' To this I can testify of my own knowledge as regards Montana, Dakota, and Minnesota. The mixture usually takes place in the
ranks of the population where individuals lose all trace of their ancestry after two or three generations; so it is often honestly ignored,
and sometimes mention of it is suppressed, the man regarding it as a taint. But I also know many very wealthy old frontiersmen whose
half-breed children are now being educated, generally at convent schools, while in the Northwestern cities I could point out some very
charming men and women, in the best society, with a strain of Indian blood in their veins.
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by the energetic Americans, a certain amount of Indian blood has been absorbed also. There seems
to be a chance that in one part of our country, the Indian territory, the Indians, who are continually
advancing in civilization, will remain as the ground element of the population, like the Creoles in
Louisiana, or the Mexicans in New Mexico.

The Americans when they became a nation continued even more successfully the work which
they had begun as citizens of the several English colonies. At the outbreak of the Revolution they
still all dwelt on the seaboard, either on the coast itself or along the banks of the streams flowing into
the Atlantic. When the fight at Lexington took place they had no settlements beyond the mountain
chain on our western border. It had taken them over a century and a half to spread from the Atlantic
to the Alleghanies. In the next three quarters of a century they spread from the Alleghanies to the
Pacific. In doing this they not only dispossessed the Indian tribes, but they also won the land from
its European owners. Britain had to yield the territory between the Ohio and the Great Lakes. By a
purchase, of which we frankly announced that the alternative would be war, we acquired from France
the vast, ill-defined region known as Louisiana. From the Spaniards, or from their descendants, we
won the lands of Florida, Texas, New Mexico, and California.

All these lands were conquered after we had become a power, independent of every other,
and one within our own borders; when we were no longer a loose assemblage of petty seaboard
communities, each with only such relationship to its neighbor as was implied in their common
subjection to a foreign king and a foreign people. Moreover, it is well always to remember that at the
day when we began our career as a nation we already differed from our kinsmen of Britain in blood
as well as in name; the word American already had more than a merely geographical signification.
Americans belong to the English race only in the sense in which Englishmen belong to the German.
The fact that no change of language has accompanied the second wandering of our people, from
Britain to America, as it accompanied their first, from Germany to Britain, is due to the further fact
that when the second wandering took place the race possessed a fixed literary language, and, thanks
to the ease of communication, was kept in touch with the parent stock. The change of blood was
probably as great in one case as in the other. The modern Englishman is descended from a Low-
Dutch stock, which, when it went to Britain, received into itself an enormous infusion of Celtic, a
much smaller infusion of Norse and Danish, and also a certain infusion of Norman-French blood.
When this new English stock came to America it mingled with and absorbed into itself immigrants
from many European lands, and the process has gone on ever since. It is to be noted that, of the
new blood thus acquired, the greatest proportion has come from Dutch and German sources, and the
next greatest from Irish, while the Scandinavian element comes third, and the only other of much
consequence is French Huguenot. Thus it appears that no new element of importance has been added
to the blood. Additions have been made to the elemental race-strains in much the same proportion
as these were originally combined.

Some latter-day writers deplore the enormous immigration to our shores as making us a
heterogeneous instead of a homogeneous people; but as a matter of fact we are less heterogeneous
at the present day than we were at the outbreak of the Revolution. Our blood was as much mixed a
century ago as it is now. No State now has a smaller proportion of English blood than New York or
Pennsylvania had in 1775. Even in New England, where the English stock was purest, there was a
certain French and Irish mixture; in Virginia there were Germans in addition. In the other colonies,
taken as a whole, it is not probable that much over half of the blood was English; Dutch, French,
German, and Gaelic communities abounded.

But all were being rapidly fused into one people. As the Celt of Cornwall and the Saxon of
Wessex are now alike Englishmen, so in 1775 Hollander and Huguenot, whether in New York or
South Carolina, had become Americans, undistinguishable from the New Englanders and Virginians,
the descendants of the men who followed Cromwell or charged behind Rupert. When the great
western movement began we were already a people by ourselves. Moreover, the immense immigration
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from Europe that has taken place since, had little or no effect on the way in which we extended our
boundaries; it only began to be important about the time that we acquired our present limits. These
limits would in all probability be what they now are even if we had not received a single European
colonist since the Revolution.

Thus the Americans began their work of western conquest as a separate and individual people,
at the moment when they sprang into national life. It has been their great work ever since. All other
questions save those of the preservation of the Union itself and of the emancipation of the blacks
have been of subordinate importance when compared with the great question of how rapidly and how
completely they were to subjugate that part of their continent lying between the eastern mountains
and the Pacific. Yet the statesmen of the Atlantic seaboard were often unable to perceive this, and
indeed frequently showed the same narrow jealousy of the communities beyond the Alleghanies that
England felt for all America. Even if they were too broad-minded and far-seeing to feel thus, they yet
were unable to fully appreciate the magnitude of the interests at stake in the west. They thought more
of our right to the North Atlantic fisheries than of our ownership of the Mississippi valley; they were
more interested in the fate of a bank or a tariff than in the settlement of the Oregon boundary. Most
contemporary writers showed similar shortcomings in their sense of historic perspective. The names
of Ethan Allen and Marion are probably better known than is that of George Rogers Clark; yet their
deeds, as regards their effects, could no more be compared to his, than his could be compared to
Washington's. So it was with Houston. During his lifetime there were probably fifty men who, east
of the Mississippi, were deemed far greater than he was. Yet in most cases their names have already
almost faded from remembrance, while his fame will grow steadily brighter as the importance of his
deeds is more thoroughly realized. Fortunately, in the long run, the mass of easterners always backed
up their western brethren.

The kind of colonizing conquest, whereby the people of the United States have extended their
borders, has much in common with the similar movements in Canada and Australia, all of them,
standing in sharp contrast to what has gone on in Spanish-American lands. But of course each is
marked out in addition by certain peculiarities of its own. Moreover, even in the United States, the
movement falls naturally into two divisions, which on several points differ widely from each other.

The way in which the southern part of our western country—that is, all the land south of the
Ohio, and from thence on to the Rio Grande and the Pacific—was won and settled, stands quite alone.
The region north of it was filled up in a very different manner. The Southwest, including therein what
was once called simply the West, and afterwards the Middle West, was won by the people themselves,
acting as individuals, or as groups of individuals, who hewed out their own fortunes in advance of
any governmental action. On the other hand, the Northwest, speaking broadly, was acquired by the
government, the settlers merely taking possession of what the whole country guaranteed them. The
Northwest is essentially a national domain; it is fitting that it should be, as it is, not only by position
but by feeling, the heart of the nation.

North of the Ohio the regular army went first. The settlements grew up behind the shelter of
the federal troops of Harmar, St. Claire, and Wayne, and of their successors even to our own day. The
wars in which the borderers themselves bore any part were few and trifling compared to the contests
waged by the adventurers who won Kentucky, Tennessee, and Texas.

In the Southwest the early settlers acted as their own army, and supplied both leaders and men.
Sevier, Robertson, Clark, and Boon led their fellow pioneers to battle, as Jackson did afterwards, and
as Houston did later still. Indeed the Southwesterners not only won their own soil for themselves,
but they were the chief instruments in the original acquisition of the Northwest also. Had it not been
for the conquest of the Illinois towns in 1779 we would probably never have had any Northwest
to settle; and the huge tract between the upper Mississippi and the Columbia, then called Upper
Louisiana, fell into our hands, only because the Kentuckians and Tennesseeans were resolutely bent
on taking possession of New Orleans, either by bargain or battle. All of our territory lying beyond the
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Alleghanies, north and south, was first won for us by the Southwesterners, fighting for their own hand.
The northern part was afterwards filled up by the thrifty, vigorous men of the Northeast, whose sons
became the real rulers as well as the preservers of the Union; but these settlements of Northerners
were rendered possible only by the deeds of the nation as a whole. They entered on land that the
Southerners had won, and they were kept there by the strong arm of the Federal Government; whereas
the Southerners owed most of their victories only to themselves.

The first-comers around Marietta did, it is true, share to a certain extent in the dangers of the
existing Indian wars; but their trials are not to be mentioned beside those endured by the early settlers
of Tennessee and Kentucky, and whereas these latter themselves subdued and drove out their foes,
the former took but an insignificant part in the contest by which the possession of their land was
secured. Besides, the strongest and most numerous Indian tribes were in the Southwest.

The Southwest developed its civilization on its own lines, for good and for ill; the Northwest was
settled under the national ordinance of 1787, which absolutely determined its destiny, and thereby
in the end also determined the destiny of the whole nation. Moreover, the gulf coast, as well as
the interior, from the Mississippi to the Pacific, was held by foreign powers; while in the north this
was only true of the country between the Ohio and the Great Lakes during the first years of the
Revolution, until the Kentucky backwoodsmen conquered it. Our rivals of European race had dwelt
for generations along the lower Mississippi and the Rio Grande, in Florida, and in California, when
we made them ours. Detroit, Vincennes, St. Louis, and New Orleans, St. Augustine, San Antonio,
Santa Fe, and San Francisco are cities that were built by Frenchmen or Spaniards; we did not found
them, but conquered them. All but the first two are in the Southwest, and of these two one was first
taken and governed by Southwesterners. On the other hand, the Northwestern cities, from Cincinnati
and Chicago to Helena and Portland, were founded by our own people, by the people who now have
possession of them.

The Southwest was conquered only after years of hard fighting with the original owners. The
way in which this was done bears much less resemblance to the sudden filling up of Australia and
California by the practically unopposed overflow from a teeming and civilized mother country, than
it does to the original English conquest of Britain itself. The warlike borderers who thronged across
the Alleghanies, the restless and reckless hunters, the hard, dogged, frontier farmers, by dint of grim
tenacity overcame and displaced Indians, French, and Spaniards alike, exactly as, fourteen hundred
years before, Saxon and Angle had overcome and displaced the Cymric and Gaelic Celts. They were
led by no one commander; they acted under orders from neither king nor congress; they were not
carrying out the plans of any far-sighted leader. In obedience to the instincts working half blindly
within their breasts, spurred ever onwards by the fierce desires of their eager hearts, they made in the
wilderness homes for their children, and by so doing wrought out the destinies of a continental nation.
They warred and settled from the high hill-valleys of the French Broad and the Upper Cumberland
to the half-tropical basin of the Rio Grande, and to where the Golden Gate lets through the long-
heaving waters of the Pacific. The story of how this was done forms a compact and continuous whole.
The fathers followed Boon or fought at King's Mountain; the sons marched south with Jackson to
overcome the Creeks and beat back the British; the grandsons died at the Alamo or charged to victory
at San Jacinto. They were doing their share of a work that began with the conquest of Britain, that
entered on its second and wider period after the defeat of the Spanish Armada, that culminated in
the marvellous growth of the United States. The winning of the West and Southwest is a stage in the
conquest of a continent.
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CHAPTER 11
THE FRENCH OF THE OHIO VALLEY, 1763-1775

The result of England's last great colonial struggle with France was to sever from the latter all
her American dependencies, her colonists becoming the subjects of alien and rival powers. England
won Canada and the Ohio valley; while France ceded to her Spanish allies Louisiana, including therein
all the territory vaguely bounded by the Mississippi and the Pacific. As an offset to this gain Spain
had herself lost to England both Floridas, as the coast regions between Georgia and Louisiana were
then called.

Thus the thirteen colonies, at the outset of their struggle for independence, saw themselves
surrounded north, south, and west, by lands where the rulers and the ruled were of different races,
but where rulers and ruled alike were hostile to the new people that was destined in the end to master
them all.

The present province of Quebec, then called Canada, was already, what she has to this day
remained, a French state acknowledging the English king as her over-lord. Her interests did not
conflict with those of our people, nor touch them in any way, and she has had little to do with our
national history, and nothing whatever to do with the history of the west.

In the peninsula of East Florida, in the land of the cypress, palmetto, and live oak, of open
savannas, of sandy pine forests, and impenetrable, interminable morasses, a European civilization
more ancient than any in the English colonies was mouldering in slow decay. Its capital city was quaint
St. Augustine, the old walled town that was founded by the Spaniards long years before the keel of the
Half-Moon furrowed the broad Hudson, or the ships of the Puritans sighted the New England coast.
In times past St. Augustine had once and again seen her harbor filled with the huge, cumbrous hulls,
and whitened by the bellying sails, of the Spanish war vessels, when the fleets of the Catholic king
gathered there, before setting out against the seaboard towns of Georgia and the Carolinas; and she
had to suffer from and repulse the retaliatory inroads of the English colonists. Once her priests and
soldiers had brought the Indian tribes, far and near, under subjection, and had dotted the wilderness
with fort and church and plantation, the outposts of her dominion; but that was long ago, and the tide
of Spanish success had turned and begun to ebb many years before the English took possession of
Florida?. The Seminoles, fierce and warlike, whose warriors fought on foot and 