Politics and Indigenous Relations in New England
The Annotated Khan Course · Track B
U.S. History · Period 2 (1607–1754) · Step 12 of 18 · about 12 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
New England’s democratic habits — the Mayflower Compact, town meetings — and then the comparison Khan refuses to soften: in their treatment of Native peoples, the godly North and the gold-hungry South were “virtually identical.” Ends with the period’s master chart.
In the Margins
~0:30  ·  Self-rule by neglect.  Three thousand miles from a distracted crown, colonists simply governed themselves — the Mayflower Compact, then town meetings where (white, male) townsmen settled local affairs. File the habit: a people practiced at self-government for 150 years will not take kindly to sudden interference. The Revolution is being rehearsed in church basements.
~3:30  ·  Now the sentence that stings.  For all their differences, New England and Virginia were “virtually identical” in one way: their treatment of Native Americans. Hold the piety of the last video against this. The city on a hill and the tobacco swamp arrived at the same policy.
~4:15  ·  The misunderstanding that wasn’t innocent.  This is Period 1’s land-ownership clash made lethal and specific: Native signers understood treaties as sharing use; the English meant exclusive fenced title — then prosecuted Native hunters as trespassers on their own hunting grounds. English cattle trampled three-sister fields the English didn’t recognize as farms. Each side’s “property” erased the other’s. But note who had the courts, the fences, and the guns to make their definition stick.
~5:45  ·  Metacom — the war with two names.  By 1675, the leader the English called King Philip united tribes to push the colonists out. The English called it a senseless Indian attack; from the other side it was a war of survival after decades of encroachment. Names matter: “King Philip’s War” centers the English fear; Metacom’s War centers the cause. Three thousand Native dead to a thousand English; survivors executed or sold into slavery. The East Coast question is settled by force — again.
~8:30  ·  The master chart — slow down here.  Khan closes with the comparison you should be able to reproduce from memory: environment (cold/rocky vs. hot/marshy), migrants (families for faith vs. single men for fortune), labor and class (even middle vs. planter pyramid) — and the two similarities: unusually democratic local government, and wars of elimination against Native peoples. That chart is Period 2. If you can teach it to someone else, you own this unit.

After You Watch — Questions to Sit With
1. Democracy and dispossession grew together in both regions. Can you tell the story of one without the other? Should anyone?
1. “King Philip’s War” vs. “Metacom’s War” — what changes when the name changes? What other events do you know whose names take a side?
1. The English property definition won because power enforced it, not because it was truer. Where else has might made meaning?
An Invitation to Write
Virtually identical.  Take Khan’s claim — godly New England and worldly Virginia were the same where it counted most — and test it. Argue it fully, then find the strongest honest objection, and answer it.
Where This Connects
1. Back to Track A:  the land-clash of Movement One reaches its first full war here; the “different becomes beneath” pattern from Period 1’s final video is the engine.
1. Next:  the middle colonies — where, for once, the story includes genuine tolerance.
↩  Return to the Hub
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