French and Dutch Colonization
The Annotated Khan Course · Track B
U.S. History · Period 2 (1607–1754) · Step 1 of 18 · about 10½ minutes

How to Read This
This is a companion, not a replacement. Watch the actual video on Khan Academy, keep this page open beside it, and pause at each timecode to read the note. Nothing here is graded.
What This Video Does
Before turning to the English, Khan tours two colonies most Americans never learn about — New France and New Netherland — and shows that colonization wasn’t one thing. What a colonial power wanted determined how it treated the people already there.
In the Margins
0:42  ·  Why these tiny colonies matter.  Khan’s point isn’t trivia — it’s that goals determine relationships. Spain wanted gold and souls; France and the Netherlands wanted furs. Different hunger, different treatment of Native peoples. Keep that lens for the English, whose hunger will turn out to be land — the most dangerous hunger of all.
3:01  ·  Rivers are the highways.  Both colonies hug rivers — the St. Lawrence and the Hudson — because before railroads, water was the road. Quebec, Montreal, and New York City all sit where they sit because of this. Geography quietly writes the map of power.
4:13  ·  Trade made them almost equal.  Because the French and Dutch needed Native hunters, they met Native peoples “on something of an equal basis” — learning Algonquian, marrying into families, observing gift rituals, even fighting in Native wars. Notice the rule underneath: respect tracked need. They were decent because it paid.
6:36  ·  Look hard at that Dutch map.  It charts beavers and foxes — and renders Native villages in loving detail. Khan’s aside is the whole lesson: “It’s hard to imagine a Spanish map that would go into such detail.” What a colonizer bothers to map tells you what — and whom — they think matters.
7:35  ·  Native nations had strategies too.  The Dutch allied with the Iroquois, the French with the Algonquians — and as Khan puts it, Native Americans “recruited Europeans into their intertribal feuds” just as Europeans recruited them. The people of this continent were players, not props. Hold onto that; the English chapters will try to make you forget it.
8:24  ·  The comparison chart to carry forward.  Spain: extract, convert by force, enslave. France and the Netherlands: trade, intermarry, persuade. Khan closes by asking you to hold both models in mind as the English arrive — because the English will match neither. Their model becomes removal, and the rest of this period shows it being built.

After You Watch — Questions to Sit With
1. The French and Dutch treated Native peoples better because their business model required it. Is decency that depends on profit really decency?
1. What does a map-maker’s choice of detail reveal about power? What gets mapped carefully in your world — and what gets left blank?
1. Khan shows Native nations using European rivalries for their own ends. Why do you think the “players, not props” version of this history is so rarely taught?
An Invitation to Write
Three hungers.  Gold, furs, land. Write a few paragraphs arguing that what each empire wanted predicted how it treated the people already here — and predict, before you watch further, what a hunger for land will mean.
Where This Connects
1. Back to Track A:  the land-and-labor frame of Movement One; the Spanish model from Period 1’s “Spanish Colonization.”
1. Next:  “England in the Age of Exploration” — why the eventual winner was a hundred years late.
↩  Return to the Hub
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