Motivations for English Colonization
The Annotated Khan Course · Track B
U.S. History · Period 2 (1607–1754) · Step 3 of 18 · about 9½ 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
What finally pushed England into the colonial game? Khan names three engines: rivalry with Catholic Spain, a new invention called the joint-stock company — and, most important and least taught, the enclosure of England’s common lands, which made the poor poorer and convinced the rich that England had too many people.
In the Margins
0:37  ·  Faith as fuel for rivalry.  Once England settles into Protestantism, its religious energy turns outward: Spain’s gold and France’s furs aren’t just wealth, they’re Catholic wealth. Competition for riches and competition “for souls” fuse into one motive. Religion doesn’t cause the race, but it sanctifies it.
2:19  ·  An invention as important as the caravel.  The joint-stock company — ancestor of the modern corporation — spreads an expedition’s risk across many investors so no single failure ruins anyone. Pause on what this machine really does: it gathers the profits of colonization for shareholders while pushing the risks onto sailors, settlers, and the people whose land is taken. Who bears the risk and who reaps the reward — keep asking that of every institution in this course.
6:15  ·  Stop here. This is the buried lead: enclosure.  For centuries, English commons — shared fields, woods, and pasture — fed ordinary people. In this era, lords began fencing them off as private property. Khan is honest about the cost: people already on the edge “extremely poor,” hunting and grazing gone, theft a hanging crime. Hold this image hard: the fence comes to England before England brings the fence to America. The same question from Period 1 — can land be owned, and who decides? — is being answered violently inside England itself, against its own poor.
8:10  ·  “Surplus population” — the lie that launched ships.  Watch the gentry’s logic: people are starving and stealing, so instead of asking “why are people poor?” Parliament asks “what’s wrong with people?” and concludes England simply has too many of them. Khan flatly calls it “patently untrue.” But the lie was useful: it turned the displaced poor into cargo for the colonies. Colonization begins, in part, as a way to export the people enclosure had ruined.
8:54  ·  The circle closes at Jamestown.  So the people fenced off their own commons sail to fence off a continent that its inhabitants didn’t believe could be fenced at all. Carry that bitter symmetry into the next videos — it is the deep grammar of everything the English do here.

After You Watch — Questions to Sit With
1. Enclosure made the poor criminals and then called poverty a moral failure. Where have you seen that move — blaming people for conditions built around them — in your own time?
1. The joint-stock company spread risk for investors. Who actually carried the risk of colonization, and who collected the reward?
1. “Surplus population” was false but useful. What false-but-useful ideas about “too many people” or “the wrong people” circulate today?
An Invitation to Write
The fence, twice.  Write a few paragraphs on this claim: the English poor were displaced by fences at home and then used to plant fences abroad. Use enclosure, the “surplus population” argument, and what you know of Native ideas of land from Period 1 to argue it — or to complicate it.
Where This Connects
1. Back to Track A:  Movement One’s land question; the same enclosure logic returns as the Dawes Act and Indian Removal later in the course.
1. Next:  the Roanoke pair — England’s first attempt, and how a silver cup may have changed history.
↩  Return to the Hub
The People’s Share  ·  thepeoplesshare.org  ·  2026	Page 
