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dark again, with fortunes changing hands ;
Lawrence seemed to be frying to evade rec-
ognition and thought of this thing with its
seal of agony that hung so unfailingly be-
fore his eyes. Now and then he forsook
that hannted home and his wife there for
weeks without a word, vouchsafing no ex-
planation on his return—his absence to her
a misery, his return a thing to dread. The
splendid color left her cheek, the bright
light left her eye; he could no longer call
her mere flesh—she was developing a soul,
a soul born with great throes out of sorrow.
If, seldom, he remembered that the fault was
his, his more than hers, and bore himself to-
ward her with some unaccustomed tender-
ness that made her heart bound and her
tears start—to such pass had she come—
then in the midst of it that face came float-
ing before his eyes, and it was all naught
again.,  “The man is mad!” she said.

So day followed day, year followed year.
They were years, indeed, long years—ten
long years—in which Valeria was tortured,
as he was, like vietims at a slow fire. In
that time she buried her mother, felt herself
as alone in the world, as one lost in a wilder-
ness, and saw Gueltan Place go under the
hammer.

Are there any of us quite ontside the pos-
sibility of forgiveness? Are agonized devo-
tion and patience and long unspoken pain
no reparation, no cleansing, for sin? If Va-
leria sinned, she suffered, and faith and de-
termination never once forsook her. Only
when Gueltan Place had gone did her long
faith and patience do their work—did that
haunting face cease to hover before Law-
rence’s eyes.

“Is it worth the toss-up?’ he said; for
white and statuesque and sad as Niobe, in
her black clothes, the sight of her had late-
ly softened him. “Would you lay it down
now #” he exclaimed, defiantly, “or would
you begin life again at thirty-five, and with-
ouf a penny ¥

“ Begin !” said Valeria.

He glanced up in amazement at the bright
ring in her voice—in amazement, too, at the
flush that his unwonted address had brought
to her colorless cheels.

“ 8hall you begin with me ?” he said, after
a strange hesitation. In his ruin he turned
to the one thing that had not deserted him,

“With you?” she eried, the smothered
fire of years breaking out. “Oh, I will live
in a hovel, sleep on ashes, eat crusts, if youn
forgive me the wrong I did, the work I
wrought, and give me only a kind look now
and then!”

So they went ouf over seas into the wide
world together—the aunts and uneles still
living, but living to themselves, as of old.
Effort bronght success. Valeria’s smile nev-
er faltered, her tender word never failed him.
After all,hers was the stronger nafure ; trial
had strengthened it for nobler use ; and her
fate had been more cruel than Emily’s. In
some dim sense Lawrence recognized it, and
would have atoned to her for those dark
years. “I was mad then” he used to say.
“There is a strange vein in my race.”

Dark years; but they were growing light.
For when at last a little child was born to
them, it seemed like Heaven’s forgiveness,
Heaven's blessing, and the apple of Sodom
that they had plucked was not all ashes to
their teeth.

THE FIRST CENTURY OF THE REPUBLIC.
[@enth Paper.]

GROWTH AND DISTRIBUTION OF
POPULATION.

; T the five maps which illustrate the

present paper, the first exhibits the ac-
quisition of territory by the United States
from 1776 to the present time. The second
shows the areas actually covered by popu-
lation at each alternate decenmial census
from 1790 to 1870. The third presents the
movement of the centre of population, the
“gtar of empire,” if fhe reader please, across
the face of the country from east to west,
upon the line of the thirty-ninth degree
north latitude, from its first recorded posi-
tion, twenty-three miles east of Baltimore,
in 1790, to its resting-place in 1870, forty-
eight miles east by north of Cincinnati. We
said its resting-place: we should have said
its last recorded position, for the time has
not yet come for it to stand in its place above
any favored town or city in the land. Its

course is still westward ; and while we wrife
it is pressing on with an equable motion of
seventy or seventy-five feet a day in a direc-
tion generally west, but also slightly north.
The fourth map is illustrative of interstate
migration; showing the habitat at 1870 of the
natives of New York and of South Carolina
severally. The fifth exhibits in three de-
grees the density of population within the
area setfled at 1870 east of the one-hun-
dredth meridian.

If we examine the first of these maps, we
shall find ten divisions of the existing ter-
ritory of the United States noted thereon ;
but these, for our present purpose, may be
consolidated into seven, namely: the origi-
nal thirteen States; the original Western
Territory (embracing the territory north-
west of the river Ohio, Kentucky and Ten-
nessee, and the Mississippi Territory); the
French cession of 1803 (called Louisiana);
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the Spanish cession of 1819 (Florida) ; the | or

Texan annexation of 1845 ; the Mexican ces-
sions of 1848 and 1853; and last, though,
perhaps unfortunately, not least, the Rus-
sian cession of 1868 (Alaska).

Of these the first comprises 420,892 square
miles, and contained in 1870 about eighteen
millions of inhabitants; the second com-
prises 406,952 square miles, with thirteen
and a half millions of inhabitants; the
third, 1,171,931 square miles, with five and a
quarter millions of inhabitants ; the fourth,
59,268 square miles, with less than two hun-
dred thonsand inhabitants; the fifth, 376,133
sqnare miles, with about eight hundred and
thirty thousand inhabitants; the sixth,
591,318 square miles, with about fhe same
population as the fifth; the seventh, 577,390
square miles, with but four or five hundred
white inhabitants.*

Although the Spanish dnd Mexican ces-
sions comprise towns which far antedate
the earliest settlements within the original
thirteen States, it is to the latter that we
must first turn in any attempt to broadly
grasp the history of population within the
United States. But we shall fail to reach
the full significance of the situation if we
only give to ourselves, as reasons for treat-
ing this portion of territory first in order,
its present population, exceeding that of
any other section, its earlier political de-
velopment, or its more conspicuous figure
in American history. It is not more, but
rather less, on account of these than on ac-
count of the actual contributions which this
section has made to the population of each
one in turn of the other geographical divis-
jons of the United States, early or recent,
that the writer on population must furn
first to Jamestown and Plymouth, or he
+will read his theme backward. St. Augus-
tine (1565) and Santa I'é (1582) were, indeed,
planted before English Cavalier or English
Puritan sought the more northern lands for
settlement; but St. Augustine and Santa 16
were a barren stock, and the populations
that to-day occupy the regions in which
these were planted in the sixteenth century
have poured forth from States founded in
penury and neglect long afterward. When
the great province of Louisiana came o us,
in 1803, more than three centuries after the
discovery of the main-land of America, it
contained, from the delta of the Mississippi
to Puget Sound, scarcely twenty thousand
white inhabitants. That this vast territory
now contains more than five millions of in-
habitants, who will by 1880 be eight millions

« These statements of population are exclusive of
Indians, who are not embraced in o censns of the
United States. On their account there should be add-
ed to No. 1 abont six thonsand souls;
twenty-six thousand; to No. 8 about one
aixty thonsand ; to No.
No. 6 about eighty thousand;
enty thousand.

Vor. LL—No. 803.—26

and to No. 7 about sev-

5 perhaps thirty thousand ; to |

ten, is not due to the robustness of the
stock which Jefferson annexed with the
soil, or mainly to direct immigration.” In
like manner, when we received Florida from
Spain by the treaty of 1519, not consum-
mated, however, until 1821, the white popu-
lation was but twelve or fifteen thousand,
so slight had been the fecundity of the
Spanish settlements. And when, in 1522,
Congress directed the Postmaster-General
to make provision for a post-roufe from St.
Augustine to Pensacola, that officer was
obliged to report the next year as follows:

“Piligent inquiry has been made, and it does not
appear that there is a road between these places on
the route designated on which the mail can be con-
veyed. There are Indian paths which pass through
different Indian settlements, bul none, it is nnder-
stood, that extend for any considerable distance in
the proper direction.”

And so late as 1850, the first date for which
we have the statistics of nativity in the Unit-
ed States, it was found that of the free in-
habitants of Florida more had been born in
the original thirteen States than in Florida
itself, while less than six per cent. of the
froe inhabitants were of foreign birth. The
Texan annexation, again, now contains about
830,000 souls; but when Texas revol ted from
Mexico, it contained probably not more than
40,000, of whom by far the greater part had
come, in anticipationt of “manifest destiny,”
from the States. In 1850, of the free inhab-
itants scarcely more than one-third, includ-
ing, of course, an undue proportion of chil-
dren, were natives of Texas.

In the same way the first Mexican ces-
sion, when taken possession of by the Unit-
ed States, embraced but a small white pop-
ulation. Of this tract it is true that, in the
furions excitement caused by the discovery
of gold at Sutter’s Mill in 1848, it was set-
tled more largely than any other had been
by direct immigration. Yet of the first
cighty thousand eager gold-hunters who
pressed info the valleys of California, more
than three-fourths were born in the East,
of whom one-half, as nearly as might be,
were natives of the original thirteen States,
while probably not less than two-thirds of
the remainder wounld be found to be ecis-
appalachian in their origin, could we go
but thirty years further back.

Of the second Mexican cession, the Gads-
den purchase of 1853, embracing the terri-
tory south of the river Gila, in Arizona and
New Mexico, little can be said any way.
Two or three hundred whites, insecurely
guarded.by perhaps as many soldiers, as yet

* At the southeastern extremity only are the effects
of direct immigration traceable in any marked degree.
New Orleans has been to some extent supported by

o No. 2 about | arrivals from Mexico and the West Indies, as well a8
hundred and | from France, Ircland, and Germany.

+ Indeed, the immigration into Texas had been large-

|l Iy for the very purpose of wresting the country from

Mexico.
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constitute the population of this treeless,
trackless desert.

Twenty-thrée degrees to the north, under
the very “shadow of the pole,” lies, securely
frozen up, the latest purchase of the United
States, a region as large as Great Britain,
France, Spain, and the German Empire com-
bined, all the eligible portions of which are
now devoted to the preservation in theory
and extermination in fact of fur-bearing
seal.

It is not so easy to show statistically the
derivation of the people of the original ter-
ritory of the United States from the original
thirteen States, but if is, at the same time,
less needful. Our history from 1763 onward
is full of the migrations from the Atlantic
slope into the Ohio and M ississippi valleys,
at first through the passes of the Allegha-
nies, and later by the lakes and around the
southern extremity of the great coast chain,
And even of the vast immigration from Eu-
rope which has helped to build up these
nine interior States between the mountains
and the river, no small part, perhaps the
greater part, has been received from the
original States, not merely through their
ports, but after a period of residence, aceli-
mation, and often even of naturalization at
the East.

So incessant had been the fresh supply
of Eastern blood, so little had the “ Great
West” of two or three generations ago been
left to the propagation of the stock then
planted there, that, so late as 1850, seventy-
five years after Kentucky was fonnded, more
than one-fourth of the free inhabitants of
these nine States had been born east of the
mountains, while, if the adult inhabitants
only had been taken into account, the pro-
portion must have greatly exceeded one-
third, if, indeed, it did not reach nearly to
one-half,

If thus the early settlements in what wo
shall always know as the “ Thirteen States”
were vastly more prolific than those made
by the Spaniards and French at the south
and southwest, they also greatly surpassed
in the vigor of their growth the settle-
ments to the north and northeast, whether
by the French or the English, In 1754,
when the thirteen colonies aggregated of
whites and blacks nearly a million and a
half, New France, thongh planted at the
same time with Virginia, had scarcely a
hundred thousand people, mainly collected
on the St. Lawrence, between Quebec and
Montreal.

“At the time of Queen Elizabeth’s death
(1603),” writes the annalist of America,
“which was 110 years after the discovery
of America by Columbus, neither the French,
Dutch, nor English, nor any other nation
excepting the Spanish, had made any per-
manent settlement in this New World. In

North America to the north of Mexico not a
single European femily could be found.”*

Between 1607 and 1733 were founded all
the original States of the American Union.
The order of their settlement and the main
facts of their growth in population while
colonies of Great Britain are, if not essen-
tial, at least important to a comprehension
of their history as independent States, and
still more to an understanding of the origin
of the ftwenty-four equal members of the
Union which have come into existence sinece
1789,

1607-1660,

By a natural grouping of the facts of our
early settlement, one who chooses to regard
the growth of population merely, irrespeet-
ive of grants, charters, and political insti-
tutions, may consider the colonies in three
classes—those of New England, the middle
colonies, and those to the South, from and
including Maryland.

The first permanent settlement within the
territory of the original States was at James-
town, Virginia, on the James River, 1607, by
a colony of about 100 English. For twelve
years the colony grew slowly, so that but
600 persons, men, women, and children, were
counted among the inhabitants at the be-
ginning of 1619. During the two years
which followed, however, the number was
inereased nearly sixfold. At the ontbreal
of the civil war in England the population
was estimated at 20,000, which was probably
in excess of the true number.

Mr. Bancroft explains as follows the lia-
bility to ¢ glaring mistakes in the enumera-
tions” in the Southern provinces: “The mild
climate invited emigrants to the inland
glades;” “the erown-lands were often occi-
pied on warrants of surveys without pat-
ents, or even without warrants;” “the peo-
ple were never assembled but at muster,”

The settlement of Maryland was closely
connected with that of Virginia. In 1631-32
Captain William Clayhorne established small
settlements on Kent Island, in Chesapeake
Bay, and also near the mouth of the Susque-
hanna. In 1634 a colony of ahout 200 En-
glish was planted at St. Mary’s, on the main-
land, under Leonard Calvert, brother of the
proprietary, Lord Ealtimore. V irginia and
Maryland were the only colonies of the
Southern group which were planted prior
to the restoration of the Stuarts in 1660, At
that date they were estimated to contain
respectively 30,000 and 12,000 inhabitants.

Passing northeastward to New England,
we find the first settlement made in 1620 by
a body of about 100 English at Plymouth,
within the present limits of Massachusetts,
constituting what was, until 1692, known as
the “Plymouth Colony.” In 1643 this col-

* Holmes's Annals, i, 123,
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ony had grown fo contain seven town-
ships. il

In 1628 a colony was planted at Salem,
on Massachusetts Bay; in 1630 and 1633
large accessions were received ; in 1634 the
settlements were reported as extending
thirty miles from the capital; 1635 was a
year of rapid extension; by 1636 popula-
tion had reached the Connecticut, and
Springfield was settled. There wexre now
twenty ¢ towns,” and the colony was divided
into three “regiments.” During the sum-
mer of 1638 twenty ships arrived with 2000
persons. The colony was divided into four
counties. In 1640 it was at its highest point
of prosperity within the period we are con-
sidering. “The number of emigrants who
had arrived in New England before the as-
sembling of the Long Parliament is esti-
mated to have been 21,200; 198 ships had
borne them across the Atlantie”* Hil-
dreth adds: “The accessions which New
England henceforward received were more
than counterbalanced by perpetual emigra-
tion.”’t

The Puritans in England, instead of flee-
ing before Acts of Conformity, were now en-
gaged in reforming church and state to snit
themselves.

In 1660 there were three towns on the
Connecticut River within the jurisdiction
of Massachusetis.

For the first settlement of New Hamp-
shire, Mr. Bancroft, assigns the date 1623,
permanent plantations being then establish-
ed on the Piscataqua. Dover and Ports-
mouth are among the oldest towns in New
England. The province grew ati first very
slowly.

Of the first settlements within the State
of Maine, Bancroft remarks (i. 331): “It is
not possible, perhaps, to ascertain the pre-
¢ise time when the rude shelters of the fish-
ermen on the coast began to be tenanted by
permanent inmates, and the fishing stages
of a summer to be transferred into regular
establishments of trade. The first seftle-
ment was probably made ‘on the Maine,” buf
a few miles from Monhegan, at the mouth
of the Pemaquid.” The probable date as-
signed is 1626.

In 1636 Providence, in the present State
of Rhode Island, was planted by Roger Will-
iams and five companions. In 1638 the
“Rhode Island Colony” was established on
the Isle of Rhodes by William Coddington
and eighteen associates. Six years later
Rhode Island and Providence plantations
were united in self-government.

In 1633 trading posts were established
within the limits of the present State of
Counecticut, both by Duteh from New Neth-
erlands (New York), and by English from

* Bancroft, United States, 1. 415,
+ Hist. Uniled States, 1. 267,

Plymouth, the former at Hartford, the latter
at Windsor. .

During 1635 removals took place from
Massachusetts to Wethersfield and Windsor,
and in 1636 these towns, with Hartford, were
occupied, constituting the “Connecticut
Colony.” In 1645 there were eight taxable
towns within the colony.

In 1633 a settlement was made at New
Haven, which, with its adjacent towns, con-
stituted the “New Haven Colony,” until it
was united with the Connecticut Colony by
charter of Charles II. The consolidated col-
ony contained nineteen towns, distributed
among four counties.

We have thus shown the beginnings east
of the Hudson of four of the original thir-
teen States, prior to 1660. At 1640 these
contained twelve independent communities,
with not less than fifty towns or distinet
settlements; but before the Restoration a
consolidation had taken place, which re-
duced the separate jurisdictions to six.”

Of the central group of colonies New York
was first settled. The Dutch had for some
years maintained trade with the natives atb
Manhattan and up the Hudson River. In
1623-24 “New Netherlands” was planted,
and a permanent settlement, called New
Amsterdam, was made at Manhattan, the
site of the present city of New York. By
1656 the village had been laid out into sev-
eral small strects; 1660 found the Dubch
still in possession, as well as disputing the
title to Western Connecticut. The popu-
lation at that date of New Netherlands,
which in 1647 was hardly 2000 or 3000, even
ineluding the Swedes on the Delaware (Hil-
dreth, i. 436), had risen to about 10,000, of
whom 1500 resided in New Amsterdam.

One part of the present State of New
York, however, has a history which directly
connects its settlement both with New En-
gland and with the central group of colo-
nies. :

Long Island was first settled at its west-
ern end, under the protection of the Dufch,
and a number of towns were a little later
planted there by this people.f The eastern
portion of the island was settled about 1640
by Puritans from Lynn, Massachusetts, and
from the New Haven Colony, and these set-
tlements grew rapidly to meet those advan-
cing from the west. The island was parti-
tioned by the treaty of 1650 between the
Dutch and the English, and so remained un-
til the fall of the Duteh power in 1664.

In 1631 a small settlement had been made
by the Dutch near Lewistown, within the
present State of Delaware, but the young

* Hildreth, United States, 1. 267.
+ Anabaptist refugees from Massachusetts settled
| Newtown and Gravesend, under Dutch protection. So
| numerous were the English-speaking inhabitants of
| the Dutch part of the island that an English sccretary
| was appointed,—Hildreth, i, 417,
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colony was entirely cut off by Indians a
year later. In 1638 a company of Swedes
and Finns, under the then renowned flag of
Sweden, arrived in Delaware, and built a
fort near the mouth of the creek, which they
called Christiana. The Swedish settlements
soon extended northward almost to the pres-
ent site of Philadelphia. In 1655, however,
the fear of Swedish arms had so far abated
that the Dutch from Manhattan accomplish-
ed the subjection of Delaware to the domin-
ion of Holland.

This completes the tale of colonies plant-
ed within the limits of the thirteen States
prior to the Restoration. Thus at 1660 the
only English colonies were those of New
England, Virginia, and Maryland, estimated
jo contain in all not more than eighty thon-
sand inhabitants.

1660-1683,

Within a few years from the Restoration
the Dufch colonists of New Netherlands
(New York), as well as the Dutch, Swedish,
and Finnish residents of Delaware, were
brought under English dominion, and the
colonies of New Jersey and Carolina were
planted.

Settlements had been made in what is
now New Jersey very early in the seven-
teenth century. Dutch, Swedes, and Finns,
English, Dutch again, and again English,
had successively appeared and disappeared
in the course of the early contests for the
sovereignty of the soil. “Here and there,”
says Bancroft,* “in the counties of Glouces-
ter and Burlington a Swedish farmer may
have preserved his dwelling on the Jersey
side of the river, and before 1664 perhaps
three families were established about Bur-
lington; but as yet West New Jersey had
not a hamlet. In Bast Jersey......a trading
station seems in 1618 to have been occupied
at Bergen. In December, 1651, August Her-
man purchased but hardly took possession
of the land that strefched from Newark
Bay to the west of Elizabethtown; while
in January, 1658, other purchasers obtained
the large grant called Bergen, where the
early station became a permanent settle-
ment. Before the end of 1664 a few fam-
ilies of Quakers appear also to have found
a refuge south of Ravitan Bay.”

In 1664 the settlement of New Jersey be-
gan under conflicting grants. There were
soon four towns—Elizabeth, Newark, Mid-
dletown, and Shrewsbury. = In 1676 New
Jersey was divided as East and West New
Jersey, the latter being purchased by the
Quakers, who settled Burlington the follow-
ing year. In 1682 the towns of East J ersey
were supposed to have 700 families ; those
of West Jersey perhaps as many persons.

In 1663 Carolina was granted to eight

* Hist. Uniled States, ii. 316.

proprietors ; but it would appear that Al-
bemarle had been settled already® by the
growth southward of the Nansemond set-
tlement just on the borders of the V irginia
grant,

Two or three years prior to the grant,
moreover, it wonld appear that a settlement
had been effected by men from New En-
gland on the southern bank of Cape Fear
River. Whatever remained of this settle-
ment was, however, absorbed by a colony
planted near the same spot in 1665 by the
exertions of the proprietary, and which so
prospered that in 1666 it embraced 800 per-
sons.

In 1670 a company, brought out in three
ships, settled on the Ashley River, at “0ld
Charlestown.”

In 167172 Dutch both from New York
and from Holland arrived at the Ashley
River settlement. Subsequently, it would
appear, to both these dates—perhaps 1679
or 1680—the colonists generally passed over
to the west bank of Cooper River, and set- -
tled on Oyster Point, which became the city
of Charleston.

In 1681 Pennsylvania was planted. The
growth of this colony was rapid. In the
first three years “fifty sail” arrived with
settlers. L

Thus, prior to 1638, the period of the great
Revolution in England, we see settlements
made within the territory of all the original
thirteen States except Georgia. The whole
population of the colonies at this time was
about 200,000, “of whom,” says Baneroft,t
“ Massachusetts, with Plymouth and Maine,
may have had 44,000; New Hampshire and
Rhode Island, with Providence, each 6000;
Connecticut, from 17,000 to 20,000—that is,
all New England, 75,000 souls; New York,
not less than 20,000; New Jersey, half as
many ; Pennsylviania and Delaware, perhaps
12,000 ; Maryland, 25,000 Virginia, 50,000 or
more; and the two Carolinas, which then
included the soil of Georgia, probably not
less than 8000 souls.”

1688-1754.

In 1733 Georgia was settled and Savan-
nah founded by Oglethorpe, with about one
hundred and twenty persons. In 1734 Au-
gusta was laid out. The immigrants of this
year were computed at six hundred. In 1835

* “Perhaps a few vagrant families were planted
within the limits of Carolina before the Restoration,”
—Bancroft, ii. 184, 135,

The historian Grahame charged that searce any his-
torian at his day had correetly given the facts relating
to the early settlement of Carolina.  “ Even that laho-
rious and generally aceurate writer, Jedediah Morse,
has been go far misled by defective materials as to as-
sert (American Gazetteer) that the first permanent set-
tlement in North Carolina was formed by certain Ger-
man refugees in 17T10."—Hist. United States in North

| Ameriea, ii. 111, n,

+ Hist, United States, ii. 450.
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a colony of Highlanders planted New Inver-
ness, in Darien. In 1736 Oglethorpe brought
out three hundred emigrants.

But though perhaps the most auspicious-
ly founded of all the colonies except Penn-
sylvania, the growth of Georgia was not
rapid, and more than twenty years after
its settlement we find the Board of Trade
estimating its white inhabitants at butb
3000.*

Meanwhile wo find the other twelve col-
onies growing very unequally, both as we
compare one colony with another and as we
compare one epoch with another.t

In Virginia the number of “tithables” (i. e.,
free males above sixteen years, and slaves
above that age of both sexes) had been esti-
mated in 1691 at 14,000; in 1703 the number
was computed at 25,023; in 1754 the ‘gith-
ables” had inereased to neaxly 100,000

In the Carolinas the growth had been rap-
id in both the white and the black popula-
tion. In 1700 5300 white inhabitants were
counted. In 1723 the white inhabitants of
that part alone which became South Caro-
lina were estimated at 14,000 ; the slaves
(negroes and a few Indians) at 18,000.f In
1720 the crown, having bought out the pro-
prietors, formed Carolina into two distinet

royal provinees, North and South Carolina.

* Grahame (Hist, United States, ii. 403, n.), referring
to the many inconsistent statements of the popula-
tion of the colonies at different dates, says: “ Even
writers so accurate and eagacious as Dwight and
Holmes have been led to underrate the early popula-
tion of North America by relying too far on the esti-
mates which the provincial governments furnished to
the British ministry for the ascertainment of the nwm-
bers of men whom they were to be required to supply for
the purposes of naval and military expeditions.” The
reason suggested for the probable disparagement of
the early population of the colonies hag not a little
force. -

+ In his History of the United States, vol. iv. p. 125,
Mr. Bancroft expresses the opinion that ¢ he who, like
H. 0. Carey, in his Principles of Political Econony, Part
iii. p. 25, will construct retrospectively general tables
from the rule of increase in America since 1790, will
err very little,” The writer must dissent from this
opinion. The approximate regularity of increase from
1790 to 1860 was due to the fact that the accession by
immigration bore a very small proportion to the total
population. Thus, Professor Tucker places the for-
eign arrivals at 50,000 for the perjod 1790-1800, 70,000
for 1800-10, 114,000 for 1810-20, and this with an ag-
gregate population rising meanwhile from four to
nine and a half millions, Moreover, that immigration
tended more and more to uniformity as between indi-
vidual years. In the period before the Revolution,
however, to which Mr. Bancroft refers, the average
annnal foreign arrivals unguestionably bore a much
higher ratio to the existing population, and the im-
migration was very spasmodic and without system.
Thus in 1750, when the total population of the thir-
teen colonies was, by My, Bancroft’s estimates, a mill-
jon and a quarter, we have an account of 5317 persons
arriving in that single year in the single colony of
Pennsylvania; and in 1720, when the total population
must have been about 650,000, we find 6208 persons ar-
riving in the same colony. Where distnrbing elements
of snch magnitude enter, subject to no law that any one
can presume to gtate, guch computations as Mr, Ban-
croft suggests become most fallacious.

t Hewatt, i, 308, 809,

In 1730 the negroes of South Carolina were
estimated af 28,000. This sudden increase
in the estimate of their number may have
been in some measure due to the alarm
aroused by a plot for a servile insurrection.”
In 1738 there was another attempt at servile
insurrection, and the negroes were now esti-
mated at 40,0001 Mr. Bancroft malkes the
number but little greater in 1754.  Both the
Carolinas meanwhile received large acces-
sions of Irish and of French Protestants
from Europe, of Puritans from New En-
gland, and of Dutch from New York, so that
in 1754 the white inhabitants of the two col-
onies were estimated at twenty-two times
the number stated for 1700,

If we follow Mr. Bancroft’s classification,
and place Maryland with the middle colo-
nies, we find this group in 1754 exceeding
New England in the ratio nearly of five to
four. Of the middle colonies, Pennsylvania
had, in the sixty years since its settlement,
hecome by far the most populous.

New England, during the period we are
considering, had increased nearly fivefold.
Maine, Rhode Island, and New Hampshire
had now considerable populations; and the
beginnings of a new State, though not to be
reckoned among the immortal “Thirteen,”
had been made, in 1724, by the establish-
ment of Fort Dummer, on the site of Brat-
tleborough, within the present State of Ver-
mont. .

It is natural that on the verge of the
Seven Years' War, which broke the power
of France on the American continent, the
historian should pause to review the prog-
ress of settlement; and accordingly we find
M. Bancroft summing up thus, for the year
1754, the population of the several colonies:

«Of persons of European ancestry perhaps 50,000
dwelt in New Hampshire, 207,000 in Massachusetts,
85,000 in Rhode Island, and 138,000 in Connecticut :
in New England, therefore, 425,000 gouls.

“0f the middle colonies, New York may have had
85,000 ; New Jersey, 73,000 ; Pennsylvania, with Dela-
ware, 195,000 ; Maryland, 104,000 in all not far from
457,000....To Virginia may be assigned 168,000 white
inhabitants; to North Carolina scarcely more than
70,000 ; to South Carolina, 40,000; to Georgia not more
than 5000: to the whole country south of the Potomac,
283,000....

“Of persons of African lineage the home was chief-
ly determined by climate. New Hampshire, Massa-
chusetts, and Maine, may have had 3000 negroes;
Rhode Teland, 4500 ; Connecticut, 8500: all New En-
gland, therefore, about 11,000. New York alone had
not far from 11,000 ; New Jersey about half that num-
Dber ; Pennsylvania, with Delaware, 11,000 ; Maryland,
44,000: the central colonies collectively, 71,000. In
Virginia there were not less than 116,000 in North
Caroling, perhaps more than 20,000; in South Car-
olina, full 40,000; in Georgia, about 2000: so that
the country south of the Potomac may have had
178,000,

These estimates yield totals of 1,165,000
whites and 260,000 negroes.

* Holmes, i. 547, 1+ Holmes, ii. 10, 11.
+ Hist. United States, iv. 127-129.
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Pitt's war with France ensued. In 1763
his Most Christian Majesty by treaty relin-
quished fo England all his rights to terri-
tory east of the Mississippi and north of
thirty-one degrees north latitude. Popula-
tion had gone on increasin £ all the time in
spite of the war, but the frinmphant con-
clusion was instantly followed by an exten-
sion of settlement in every direction. The
presence of the French military posts in an
unbroken chain from the Atlantic through
the valleys of the St. Lawrence and the
Mississippi fo the Gulf of Mexico, and the
fear of the Indian allies of the French, had
repressed in a degree even the adventurous
courage of the English-Americans. When
once this pressure was removed, popula-
tion bounded forward with astonishing
alacrity.

On the extreme Northeast, in Maine, where
settlement had been retarded by six succes-
sive Indian wars, “old claims under ancient
grants began now to be revived, and new
grants to be solicited.” The counties of
Cumberland and Lincoln were erected in
the year following the peace. Settlements
stretched unrestrained along the coast .to-
ward the Penobscot, and population soon
became almost continuous, even to Nova
Scotia. To the North, the New Hampshire
side of the Upper Connecticut witnessed a
rapid immigration; while the other banlk,
contested then between New York and New
Hampshire, became the scene of a petty
warfare between rival patentees, possession
and law being generally invoked against
each other. Population also hegan to seck
fihe borders of Lake Champlain, and to force
its way through the forests to the lakes of
Central New York.

To the South again, Georgia and South
Carolina were now inereasing in population
and extending their settlements with nnex-
ampled rapidity. In 1752 the population
of Georgia had been computed at 9000, In
1775 it was estimated to e 75,000, About
the latter date the colony was divided into
eight counties—four along the coast and
four up the Savannah River.

But it was to the West, between the par-
allels which embraced the colonies of North
Carolina and Virginia, and upon lands in-
cluded within their charters, that the great-
est movement in ¢his period took place.
Notwithstanding the exclusively agrieul-
tural character of the industry of these
colonies, inviting a wide extension of pop-
ulation, the Blne Ridge had been, so late as
1731, the western houndary of settlement.
From that time forward, however, settlers
gradually penetrated the mountains north
of the James River, and found homes in the

valleys beyond, until in 1751-52 the further-
most wave of population had reached the
base of the Alleghanies, and here for a time
was stayed. But the Virginians and North
Carolinians of that day knew better what
lay beyond that mountain barrier than did
the British Board of Trade when they sent
Captain John Smith up the Chickahominy
to discover the Pacific Ocean. By the ex-
plorations of Colonel Wood in 1654—64 sev-
eral of the branches of the Ohio River Lad
been made known, though for fifty years it
still remained the general belief that the Al-
leghanies themselves were impassable. In
1714, however, Lieutenant-Governor Spot-
tiswoode, of Virginia, led in person, “with
great parade and solemnity,” an expedition
for the discovery of a Ppassage across the
mountaing, which was crowned with such
complete success that Spottiswoode was
hailed by the Virginians with acclama-
tions “of grateful and, indeed, hyperbolical
praise, which exalted him to an approach
to the glory of Hannibal.”*

The statesmen of Virginia early saw that
the long French line might be thrust through
with fatal effect if settlements properly cov-
ered with military force were pushed across
the mountains. It was the attempt of Gov-
ernor Dinwiddie to seize the junciion of the
Alleghany and Monongahela in 1754 which
brought on the war which ended in the con-
quest of the Ohio Valley.

Yet even after the peace of 1763, which
gave all this country into the undisputed
possession of England, subject only to Indi-
an claims (and curiously enough, and in
this connection importantly enough, it hap-
pened that no Indian iribe at any time had
title to the territory immediately west of
Virginia, which subsequently beecame the
State of Kentucky), the home government
persistently discouraged emigration to the
West; and by proclamation of October 7,
1763, “it was ordered that, except in Quebec
and West Florida, no publie lands should be
taken up beyond the heads of the vivers which
Jlow into the Atlantie” Thus the Alleghanies
were set as the boundary of American enter-
prise ; and the valleys of the Ohio and the
Mississippi were to be locked against the
intrusion of the pioneer.

But little did the pioneer reck of procla-
mations, His axe and rifle were his patent,
and, looking down on the richest soil of the
world, he was not likely to be long hindered
by minutes from the Board of Trade.

Hardly was the proclamation issned when
the banks of the Monongahela were oceu-
pied by emigrants from Pennsylvania, Mary-
land, and Virginia. In 1768 James Robert-
son planted his North Carolina colony on
the Watanga,in the present State of Tennes-
see, and soon the Clinch and Holston valleys

* Hildreth, Hist. United States, ii. 510,

* Grahama, iii. 69.
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experienced the influx of emigrants from
across the mountains,

In 1769 began the romantic exploits of
Daniel Boone upon the “dark and bloody
ground” later to be known as the State of
Kentucky. Boonesborough, Harrodsburg,
and Lexington appear to have been founded
by 1776. In 1788 the settlement of Ohio
was begun by the establishment of Marietta
on the left bank of the Muskingum. Intwo
vears 20,000 persons were reported to have
passed the Muskingum on their westward
way.®

The surrender by France of the territory:
east of the Mississippi had brought within
the jurisdiction of England in 1763 not a few
settlements whose age, while it can not al-
ways be precisely ascertained, gives them
still most respectable standing among the
present towns of the United States.

There was Detroif, in the present State
of Michigan, reported, though erroneously,
to contain in its immediate vicinity as many
as 2500 Enropeans, destined to become in the
very year of the smrrender the prime object
of the famous ¢ conspiracy of Pontiac.”

The non-Indian population within the
present State of Illinois was, according to
Mr. Baneroft, not more than 1358 persons,
of whom more than 300 were Africans.

Indiana had but one settlement, Vin-
cennes, of nearly equal age with Detroit,
with 400 fo 500 inhabitants.

To the loyalty of the people thus trans-
ferred by the fortune of war, Mr. Jefferson
bears the following testimony :

¢ Having been Governor of Virginia when Vincennes
and the other French settlements of that quarter sur-
rendered to the arms of that State twenty-eight years
ago, T have had a particular knowledge of their char-
acter....I have ever considered them as sober, honest,
and orderly citizens, submissive to the laws, and faith-
ful to the nation of which they are a part."—To William
M Intosh, January 80, 1808,

Nor was the settlement of the newly ac-
quired territory limited to the northern pox-
tions. President Stiles preserves account
of extensive migrations in 1773 to reinforce
the existing settlements on the Mississippi
at and about Natchez.

But while population was thus spreading
over the vast territory opened up by the
peace of 1763, the older settlements, espe-
cially at the South,t were also growing rap-
idly, and even the war did not suffice to
checle the progress of population in com-
munities where but a small proportion of
the fertile lands was yet taken up, and where
every added man was added strength to the
State.}

* Holmes's Annals, ii. 870,

+ Mr. Hildreth calls the years immediately succeed-
ing 1763 “ the golden age of Maryland, Virginia, and
South Carolina.”

+ Our fathers very early set themselves to figuring
out their coming greatness through this rapid incrense
of population. The works of Franklin and Jefferson
abound in allusions to the growth of the past and pre-

“From many returns and computations,”
says Mr. Bancroft, “I deduce the annexed
table as some approximation to exactness:”

| Year. | Whites. Blucks. | Total.
1750 | 1,040,000 | 220,000 | 1,260,000
1754 | 1,165,000 | 260,000 | 1,425,000
1760 | 1,385,000 | 310,000 | 1,695,000
1770 | 1,850,000 | 482,000 | 2,312,000
1780 | 2,383,000 | 562,000 | 2,945,000

At the first glance it will seem incredible
that in the decade which bore almost the
entire brunt of the Revolutionary struggle
against Englanfl population should have
held its own not only, but have made an
advance of mearly thirty per cent. Yet
much ean be said in favor of this estimate
for the period 1770-80. 1770-73 witnessed
a rapid and continuous immigration, espe-
cially from Ireland and Germany, which
provided a great resource during the long-
continued drain which followed in the years
of war. In 1773 especially we have accounts
of wholesale immigration from Ireland into
Pennsylvania, New York, and the Carolinas.”

The outbreak of the Revolufion and the
union of the colonies, which, in 1776, declared
themselves States, required that the popu-
lation of each should be at least approxi-
mately ascertained for the apportionment
of the fiscal burdens of the war. The num-
bers, as then settled, “ exclusive of slaves at
the South,” is given in Pitkin’s Statistics
(p. 583) as follows:

New Hampshiret 102,000 | Delaware........ 37,000
Massachusetts... 852,000 | Maryland........ 174,000
Rhode Island.... 53,000 | Virginia......... 300,000
Connecticut..... 202,000 | North Carolina .. 181,000
New York....... 235,000 | South Carolina .. 98,000
New Jersey ..... 188,000 | Georgia ....... «o 27,000

Pennsylvania. ... 541,000
Total.......eenss..2,243,000

The slaves being then estimated af 500,000
(ibid.), the total estimated population at this
time was 2,750,000, In the Convention of
1787, which framed the present Constitution
of the United States, it became necessary to
use the estimated population of each State
for another purpose, namely, that of deter-
mining provisionally its representation in
Congress pending an actnal enumeration.

dictions of corresponding growth in the future. Mr
Jefferson especially delighted to dwell on the possibil-
ities of increase. ‘*A duplication in little more than
twenty-two years,” he writes in his first annnal mes-
sage as President after the second censns, “In fifty
years more the United States alone,” he writes to
Humboldt in 1818, * will contain fifty millions of in-
habitante.” In 1815 he states it to Mr. Maury as forty
millions in forty years, and in sixty years eighty mill-
ijons. The time is already up, but the eighty millions
are not forth-coming. The truth is that no expecta-
tion is so unreasonable respecting a geometrical ratio
of increase as that it will continue.

* Holmes's Annals, ii. 183

+ New Hampshire complained that her nnmber was
too high, and in 1782 caused an actual enumeration to
be made, by which it appeared that the number of her
inhabitants was only 52,000. Congress, however, re-
fused to alter her proportion of taxes on that account.
—Pitkin's Statistics.
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i~ PROGRESS OF SETTLEMENT
__THE UNITED STATES E.OF100**MERIDIAN

M. Curtis, in his History of the Constitution
(vol. ii. p. 168, 169), gives the following table
as that “made and used in the Federal Con-
vention, according to the most accurate ac-
counts they conld obtain :»

New Hampshire .........
Missichiisetts® . .ol an e ers

Connecticnt .........covvveennnn

e Xorks i

New Jersey........ R

L TN R e v

Delaware. ... s iy L B o

Maryland, including three-fifths of 80,000
8

DEITORE | v ovwsias dincinn o sains P R e I 218,000
Virginia,* including three-fifths of 280,000
NeEroes. . voueunes LR S e e saasees 420,000
North Carolina,* including three-fifths of
LT T e e 200,000
South Carolina, including three-fifths of
SUO00EpTose 0T o s e Loea 180,000
Georgia, including three-fifths of 20,000 ne-
B e T Al 90,000
2,573,000
Add for negroes omitted............. N 208,000

Total estimated population.......... 2,751,000

* Massachusetts, it will he remembered, then com-
prised the territory which in 1820 became the State
of Maine; New York that which in 1791 beeame the
State of Vermont ; Virginia that which in 1792 became
the State of Kentucky; North Carolina that which in
1796 became the State of Tennessee,

17901870,

The first census of the United States
was taken in 1790, fourteen years after the
Declaration of the Independence of the
States, and determined the population to
be 3,172,006 whites, and 757,208 blacks.

Pretty much as a mafter of course, great
disappointment was felt at the vesult, and
dissatisfaction at the methods of enumera-
tion was loudly expressed. Mr. Jefferson,
then Secretary of State, in sending copies
of the published tables to our representa-
tives at foreign courts, was careful to im-
press it on the minds of his correspondents
that the returns fell far short of the truth,
and even went so far as to supply the omis-
sions which he assumed by entries “in red
ink” (see letters to William Carmichael, Au-
gust 24, 1791, and to William Short, Augnst
20, 1791). The results of later censuses,
however, substantially establish the acen-
racy of the first enumeration, and show that
the dissatisfaction felt by patriotic Ameri-
cans in 1791 was but the inevitable disap-
pointment of overstrained anticipations.
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Where was this population found to be? |
The following table (anticipating the forma- |
tion of State governments in Maine, Ver-|
mont, Kentucky, and Tennessee) exhibits
the result by States:

Maine.....cauavse 06,540 | Delaware......... 59,006
New Hampshire.. 141,885 | Maryland. .. 819,728
Vermont ......... 85,445 | Virginia.......... 747,610
Mussachusetts. ... 878,787 | North Carolina... 898,751
Rhode Island..... 68,895 | South Carolina ... 249,073
Connecticut...... 937,946 | Georgia .... AA
New York, .. 840,120 | Kentucky

New Jersey, ...... 184,189 | Tennessee....
Pennsylvania .... 434,378

The general position of these seftlements
along the sea-board is well known to all our
readers. The second map we present ex-
hibits the areas actually covered by a pop-
ulation of two inhabitants or more to the
square mile at each alternate decennial cen-
sus. The deepest shading (No.5) indicates
the settlements of 1790. The aggregate
area covered by population at that time
was 239,935 square miles,* which, with the
population then returned, would yield an
average of 16.4 inhabitants o the square
mile. This inhabited area stretched from
the thirty-first degree north latitude in the
sonth of Georgia to the forty-fifth degree
north latitude in Maine, while its extent in-
land was comparatively insignificant. The
following table shows the number of miles
on each parallel of latitude occupied by
population at each alternate decennial cen-
sus, measuring from the Atlanfic coast west-
ward, and leaving onfi of account all tracts
vacant of population. The measurements
only extend to the 100th meridian, to corre-
spond to Map No. 2.

Degree of | ‘ |
| North 1790, 1810. | 1830, 1850, 1870,
Latitude. |
47 U] 0 i 209
46 l 0 0 | 15 i} 230
45 30 502 392 437 B8
44 226 279 299 404 7
43 889 425 485 Bl6 1137
42 234 568 691 984 1248
41 238 471 G663 1107 1325
40 468 584 912 1140 1252
59 270 HiG 1088 1043 1224
38 425 07 871 1032 1193
87 a4 T06 97 | 1018 1184
a6 462 652 878 1057 1057
30 354 591 961 1030 1030
84 302 362 707 938 938
33 178 280 hind 989 1055
82 80 227 T42 920 1008
31 10 240 634 860 991
30 0 150 a23 725 785
29 0 0 0 255 372
28 0 0 0 80 140
21 0 ] 0 0 25
26 0 0 0 0 65

Examining the figures for 1790, we find
the average settlement inland, along the fif-
teen degrees of latitnde on which there was
then population, to be but 255 miles, while
if we exclude the forty-fifth and the thirty-

* Statistical Atlas of the United States, 1874: article,
“The Progress of the Nation.” We shall, from this
point forward, freely use the statements made in that

article without the affectation of an acknowledgment.

first and thirty-second degrees, which were
most scantily populated, we shall still have
an extent inland of but 313 miles, one-half
at least of which, the wrifer is disposed to
believe, had been covered with population®
since 1763.

We have said little of charters and con-
stitutions, and have sought to carry forward
our account of the growth of population in
the American colonies without much regard
to the greater or the smaller politics of the
time. But one effect, of a political charac-
ter, due to the geographical relations of the
population just noted, fairly comes within
the scope of this paper. It is that, by rea-
gon of the location of settlements coastwise,
the tendency toward a union of the colonies
under a common government had, from the
first, been reduced to a minimum. If; on
the other hand, we imagine the colonies to
have been originally planted on the Missis-
sippi and its principal tributaries, the Red,
Arkansas, Missouri, and Ohio, we can not bhut
be struck with the reason, and almost the
imperative necessity, for an early union,
which would have been found in their geo-
graphical relations alone. Especially as we
recall how quickly the free navigafion of
the Mississippi became a vital issue with the
first few thousands of pioneers who pushed
across the Alleghanies after the peace of
1763 to make their homes in the valley of
the Ohio, how constantly ever after, until
the final adjustment of the question, that
region was embroiled by contests arising
out of disputed rights, and how ready these
sons of Massachusetts, of Virginia, and of
Carolina were reputed to be to fling away
even their allegiance before submifting to
be “ cabined, cribbed, confined, bound in,”
by the grasp of another sovereignty upon
their only outlet to the sea, it becomes
scarcely possible to helieve that the thir-
teen colonies, had they heen planted in any
order within the great Mississippi system,
could, even under the tempering and con-
trolling supervision of the crown, have re-
mained for so much as one human genera-
tion at peace with each ofher without some
common form of government representing
their own free and perennial consent. War
must, in spite of all the restraining influ-
ence of the crown, have furnished the only
relief for the stifling sensations of the infe-
rior colonies, or else, as with English good
sense and good feeling would have been
more likely, some form of union for general
purposes would at an early date have been
resorted to.

But the colonies were not planted upon
the Mississippi, which for more than twohun-
dred years after the discovery of the main-

* That is, to the degree necessary to allow of its
representation on this map, namely, with at least two
inhabitants to the square mile.
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land remained, we can not say unknown, but |
ayoided by immigration, its difficult ap-|
proaches and its tedious navigation below
the Isle of Orleans giving it the unpromis-
ing name of “Malbouchia.” It was on the
soast, from Georgia to Maine, that colonies
were planted in the seventeenth century.
Now the Aflantic slope is made up of scores
of distinet river basins, within each of which
colonies might have been planted in practi-
cal independence of each other. As mat-
ter of fact, the malignant force of ecircum-
stances® and the more effectual ignorance
and stupidity of the home government eom-
bined to involve the colonies in many dis-
putes; yet still it remained true that each
colony had its own coast-line and harbors
and its own water-courses, sufficient fo en-
able it to maintain its communication with
the outer world without the leave of any
other colony. Massachusetis and Connect-
icut did, indeed, quarrel for a while (1647—
50) over the dues levied at the mouth of
the Connecticut River (Saybrook) on goods
destined for Springfield, and retaliatory
measures were for a short time resorted to.
New York, Connecticut, and New Jersey
might qgnarrel, as, indeed, they have, in a
feeble way, even since the adoption of the
Constitution,t over the navigation of the
waters of New York Bay. Virginia and
Maryland had cause of dispute, traditions
of which survive even to our day, in the
petty war of oyster-men over their conflict-
ing rights upon the Chesapeake, Potomac,
and Pocomoke; and several of the colonies
had reason to complain that their neighbors
took. advantage of superior power and bet-
ter geographical location to tax their prod-
ucts.t But in none of these, or other in-
stances that might be cited, were the actu-
al or possible injuries of a vital character,
tending to destroy the existence,§ or even in
an appreciable degree to impair the growth,
of the colonies suffering them.

* Buch as the cutting into two of the Massachusetts
and Connecticnt grants by the Dutch occupation of
New York.

T Over the matter of the exclusive right of certain
patentees of New York to navigate the waters of New
York with vessels propelled by steam, Mr. Webster
summed up the sitnation as it existed in 1824 as fol-
lows: “The North River shut np by a monopoly
from New York; the Sound interdicted by a penal law
of Connecticnt; reprisals anthorized by New Jersey
against eitizens of New York."—Argument in * Gib-
bons and Ogden.”

 Virginia had taxed the tobacco of North Carolina;
Pennsvivania had taxed the products of Maryland, of
New sersey, and of Delaware.—Curtis, Hist. Const., i.

§ Delaware would seem to afford an instance in con-
tradiction of this remark. But Delaware originally
formed a part of Pennsylvania, being known as “ the
lower counties on the Delaware,” From 1708 it en-
joyed a separate Legislature; but it continned to haye
the same Governor as Pennsylvania—a fact which
generally sufficed to prevent that antagonism of in-
terests which otherwise might have arisen from the
geographical relations of the two colonies,

Tt is in this attitude of natural independ-
ence that we find the explanation of the
fact that no popular sentiment in favor of
an American nationality appeared in the
early days of our colonial history. Even
the ever-dreaded hostility of the French
and their Indian allies was insufficient to
furnish a motive to union. Virginians were
content to be Virginians, Carolinians to be
Carolinians, New Yorkers to be New York-
ers. None seemed to aspire to be Ameri-
cans. The partial confederation of New En-
gland in 1643, an occasional joint expedi-
tion or contribution,* and the abortive con-
vention at Albany in 1754 were all that came
of the common needs and common dangers
of the colonies, until the one overwhelming
necessity of a common resistance to the
wrongs of the mother country, which should
have been the common protector, assembled
the Continental Congress of 1774.

THE EXTENSION OF SETTLEMENT SINCE 1790,

Group No.4 on the map already referred
to exhibits the settlements of 1810; group
No. 3, those of 1830; group No. 2, those of
1850; and group No. 1, those of 1870. The
following fable shows the areas which are
thus represented on the map, reduced to
figures, in square miles, For 1850 and 1870
we have, however, for convenience of com-
parison, added the settled areas west of the
100th meridian, which are not on the map.

. | Total Area of ovilations A"*‘;:ﬂ’n’a"‘;ﬁf o
Year Battlament, Population Sn:.;la el miﬁ(jm|
1790 239,085 920,214 16.4 |
1810 407,045 239,851 1.7
1830 632,717 12,866,020 20.3
1850° 979,249 23,191,876 23.7
1870 | 1,272,239 | 38,553,871 80.2

This table excludes the nearly eighteen
hundred thousand square miles of territory
belonging to the United States (without
reckoning the area of Alaska), which have
either no population at all, or else are so
sparsely populated that the seftlements can
not be exhibited on the seale taken for our
map. The following table shows the degrees
of latitude and longitude within which the
solid body of settlement was ap each period
comprised, the plan of constructing it being
to exclude all patches of settlement, or even
considerable tracts, which were separated
from the main body by vacant spaces, leav-
ing thus only the solid mass of continuous
settlement reaching from the Atlantic west-
ward to the frontier for the time being.

EXTENT OF CONTINUOUS SETTLEMENT. |

e | North Latitude. | Waest Longitude.
1790 818 450 | 67°—88°
1810 207 30" —459 14° 67°—88° 30’
1830 29° 15'—48° 18 679—95°
1850 252 30'—46° 30’ 679002
1870 27° 15'—47° 3¢/ 6T°—99° 45/

* Maryland was the most southern colony which
contributed to the defense of New York in 1695.—
Bancroft, iii. 84.
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CITIES.

The population of 1790 was very largely
rural. Of the 226,085 square miles which
were covered with population, 166,782 had
between 2 and 18 inhabitants to the square
mile ; 59,282 had between 18 and 45; and
Dbut 13,871 had over 45.

Of cities of 8000 or more inhabitasnts, there
were at this date but six : Philadelphia, with
a population of 42,520; New York, with
33,131; Boston, with 18,038; Charleston,
with 16,359 ; Baltimore, with 13,503 ; Salem,
with (in round numbers) 8000.

Of the six cities named only three had
been the first-chosen seats of population.
Salem had been seftled in 1628 in prefer-
ence to Boston; Calvert’s company sought
St. Mary’s, and not Baltimore; “0ld Charles-
town” had to be abandoned to found modern
Charleston.

Of the six, Philadelphia, though founded
nearly sixty years after New York, early took
the lead, remaining the chief city until near-
1y 1810. As early as 1696 it is described as
containing 1000 houses, mostly of brick, and
ddubtless all then as decorous in aspect, and
appearing as incapable of being out of the
way, as their successors at the present time.
At 1750 the population of the cify is put at
13,000.%

New York, which had grown out of a few
trading huts on Manhattan Island, had come
in 1677 to be a smart village of 350 houses,
with perhaps 3000 inhabitants. In 1696 the

account. It was described in 1754 as con-
taining “ about 150 houses, all wooden ones,
very small, and mostly old.”* The begin-
nings of Detroit have already been spoken
of. Mobile, New Orleans, and St. Louis
were as yet foreign territory. Mobile was
little more than a Spanish garrison. The
site of New Orleans, a pestilential swamp,
had been cleared in 1718 by the Mississip-
pi Company, under “the reign of Law” in
France. In 1769, after the transfer of Lou-
isiana to Spain, New Orleans was found to
contain 1801 whites, 99 free colored, 60 dom-
iciliated Indians, 1225 slaves.t St. Louis
had been founded in 1764 as the emporium
for the fur trade of the Missouri and Mis-
sissippi valleys. President Jefferson, writ-
ing of it to Colonel (afterward President)
Monroe, May 4, 1806, says,  St. Louis, where
there is good society, both French and Amer-
ican, a healthy elimate, and the finest field
in the United States for acquiring prop-
erty.”

The aggregate population of the six cities
at 1790 was 131,472, being 3.4 per cent. of
the total population of the country. There
are now twenty-nine cities which have a
larger population than the largest at 1790;
926 cities and towns as large as Salem then
was; the aggregate city population of to-
day is 8,071,875, being 20.9 per cent. of the
total population.

The following table shows the growth of
the city system from 1790 to 1870 :

CITIEE BY CLABSKES, ACCORDING TO SIZE, [

B0 12,000 | 20,000 | 40,000 | 95,000 | 195,000 | 280,000 | goo oo
Year. to to ta to to to to oyl ety Total.

12,000. | 20,000. | 40.000, | 75,000. | 125,000. | 250,000, | 500,000. anil over, ‘
1790 L 3 1 1 e 6
1810 4 2 3 o 2 11
1830 12 1 3 1 1 2 Ta 206
1850 36 20 14 T g 3 1 1 B85
1870 92 63 39 14 8 3 il 2 226

number of houses had inereased to 594. In
1759 there were 2000 houses, with perhaps
12,000 inhabitants. By the colonial census
of 1773 the population was determined to
be 21,363.

Boston had a rapid growth at first, which
was checked by the almost entire cessation
of immigration about 1670. In 1700 1000
houses are reported; in 1765 the number
had inereased only to 1676, the number of
inhabitants being 15,520,

‘Baltimore had not been laid out until
1720. It was incorporated 1745. It re-
mained, says Hildreth, but a petty village
for twenty years afterward (ii. 414).

Of cities now noted, Providence, Portland,
Albany, and Richmond were then smart
towns. Newport, though past its greatest
prosperity, was still a considerable place.
Norfolk was coming to be known for its ex-
port trade. Savannah was as yet of liftle

The next table exhibits the aggregate
city population at each specified date, in
comparison with the total population of the
country:

Population of . | Populationof | AnBaMtants of Cltles
o Un!t.eil States, PCitica. | in cs:li;n';::::ll:{‘;l: total
TT00 | 3,920,214 181,472 34 °
1810 7,239,881 856,920 4.9
1830 12,866,020 L9 6.7
1850 23,191,876 2,807,536 12,5
1870 88,558,371 8,071,875 20.9

Speaking roundly, it may be said that at
1790 one-thirtieth of the population was in
cities; at 1810, one-twentieth; at 1830, one-
sixteenth ; at 1860, one-eighth ; at 1870, one-
fifth and more.

THE CENTRE OF POPULATION,

It has been said that the average extent
inland of population at 1790 was 313 miles,
if we exclude the three parallels then most

* European Settlements in America, il 254,

* Hildreth, ii. 454. + Bancroft, vi. 206,
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scantily populated. If the density of popu-
lation over the settled area had heen every
where uniform, the centre of population®
would have been easily found. But,in fact,
80 irregular was the settlement of the At-
lantic slope, so far as it was occupied at all,
that very elaborate calculations require to
be made in order to ascertain even approxi-
mately the point at which the population
would, so to speak, have balanced. Entering
into these calculations, we find the denser
settlements jmmediately on the coast, and
especially the sea-port cities, drawing the
centre of population far to the east of the
geographical centre of the then populated
tract, and fixing it about twenty-three miles
east of Baltimore. Since that date the cen-
tre of population has moved a total distance
of 399 miles, being, as nearly as possible, an
average of fifty miles every ten years. The
following table exhibits the position, by lat-
itude and longitude, of the centre of popula-
tion at the beginning of each decennial pe-
riod, with its location approximately by ref-
erence to important towns, and the number
of miles traversed in the westward movement
of the preceding decade:

The table following exhibits the ratio of
increase, by ten, twenty, and thirty year pe-
riods, from 1790 to 1870

INCREASE PER CENT.

]
Toar] | Iu Ten Yeurs. | In Twenty Years, [ Tu Thirty Yeurs,
1800 Bl
1510 36.3 84,2 =
1820 831 | 81.5 145.1
1830 85 | 1.7 142.3
1840 888 | 7.2 135.8
1850 s | §0.2 140.7
1860 85.6 | 84.2 [ 144.4
1870 22.6 66.2 | 1259

THE GEOGRAPHICAL PROCESS OF THE
NATIONAL GROWTH.

We find in a recent review so good a gen-
eralization of the process of our national
growth geographically that we can not do
better than quote it, premising that the de-
scription has reference to a series of maps
like No. 5 of the present series (following),
one for each census of the United States,
showing the location and density of popu-
lation at each date by shades of the same
color. The writer says:

*The feature which this series of plates brings to
view most strikingly is the constant tendency to the

formation beyond the general frontier line of detached

Yoar, PORITION OF CENTRE OF FOFULATION, “’5‘:::"“':;‘11:35:6‘}1‘;’;”‘
North Latitnde, | West 1 ttude, | Approxi Location by imy t Towns. Decade.

1790 399165 | 7629112 | 23 miles E. of Baltimore.
1800 89°16.1' | 76° 56.5' 18 ¢ W. of Baltimore, " 41 miles.
1810 809115 | TIOsTY 40 * N.W. by W. of Washington. 86 ¢
1820 89° 05.7' 78° 33’ 16 * N.of Woodstock. b
1830 280 5T.9' | 799169 19 W.S.W. of Moorefield. 89 =
1840 299 02! B0= 18" 16 * 8. of Clarksburg. . by
1850 880 597 812 19/ 23 ¢  B.E. of Parkersburg,. 55t
1560 809 (0.4 82° 48.8" 20 ¢ 5 of Chillicothe, . B L

| 1870 B9° 1% 83° 35,7 | 48 “ E. by N. of Cincinnati. i?’ L

[ Total..399

The tremendous leap from: 1850 to 1860,
eighty-one miles, is due to the sudden trans-
fer of a considerable body of population
from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast, con-
sequent on the gold discoveries, twelve indi-
viduals in San Francisco exerting as much
pressure at the pivotal point, say, the cross-
ing of the 83d meridian and the 39th paral-
lel, as forty individuals in Boston.

The third map exhibits to the eye the
movement of population which is stated in
figures in the foregoing table,

THE ARITHMETICAL PROCESS OF THE
NATIONAL GROWTH.

The arithmetical process of the national
growth has been so fully set forth by a
score of writers on population that we shall
give but little space to its exposition here.

* By the phrase * centre of population” is common-
Iy intended the point at which equilibrinm would be
reached were the country taken as a plane surface, it-
self without weight, but capable of sustaining weight,
and loaded with its inhabitants, in number and posi-
tion such as they are found at the period under con-
sideration, each individual being assumed to be of the
same gravity as every other, and consequently to exert
pressure on the pivotal point directly proportioned
to his distance therefrom.

patches of color in localities favorable to population,
at first of insignificant proportions, but increasing
during each decade; the sabsequent projection of
branches toward the main body, which itself seems to
develop sympathetically in the direction of these out-
lying masses; the formation of a broad connecting
band ; and finally the complete absorption of the ont-
lying groups by the advancing main body, which in
the mean time has been deepening in tint simultane-
ously with the extension of its area. The foregoing
process, in continuous action, seems to be the normal
law of growth of our population, and its operation
can be distinctly discerned to-day in the feelers cau-
tionsly thrown out from the east along the lines of
the Missouri, the Platte, rnd the Arkansas rivers to-
ward the Rocky Mountan settlements in Colorado
and New Mexico,™

The process may perhaps be illustrated by
supposing an overflow from one of the banks
of a lake of a definite volume of water, the
overflow then to cease. The ground beyond
the bank may seem to be level, but the wa-
ter quickly discovers a slight depression
through the middle of the plain, and flows
out along this as a channel until, sooner or
later, it finds a shallow basin, into which it
drains, leaving perhaps here and there a
small pool along its former channel.

Now let us suppose a second overflow to

* International Review, Jan.-Feb., 1875, p. 133.
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take place: the water pours as before into
the interior basin, but that basin now be-
gins to lose ifs original shape. By little
and little, broad shallow tracts upon one
side of it are covered with water, while on
all the other sides narrow arms are stretch-
ed out, marking certain natural channels
whose depression below the general surface
the eye perhaps could not detect; and as
we pass back along the path of the overflow
to the lake we find the few pools become
many. Now let a third overflow take place :
new shallow expanses will be added to the
original basin; some of the arms will be
extended around to meet each other, em-
bracing spaces which still remain dry; new
arms will be stretehed out in new directions,
and the channel by which the water over-
flows from the lake will now stand full, and
even begin to overflow its banks in turn,
send out its arms, and annex broad shallow
expanses of water on either hand. Still an-
other overflow, and the whole land would
lie under water, and the margin of the lake
be carried clear across the plain and estab-
lished, for the time at least, on the other
side.

Such we conceive to be the process by
which the geographical extension of our
population has taken place, and had a cen-
sus been taken every two or three years,
and the results carefully plotted down, we
do not doubt that this process would be
shown in almost uninterrupted action from
1776, or even from 1660, to the present time.

THE PACIFIC COAST SETTLEMENTS.

But while the description thus given of
the formation of bodies of population out-
side the general frontier and their ultimate
absorption in the mass of settlement ap-
plies with substantial acenracy even in such
extreme cases as the Tennessee and Ken-
tucky groups of 1790 and the Mobile and
New Orleans groups of 1810, the settlements
on the Pacific coast followed another course,
and have never come within the scope of
this law.

The “Louisiana” which Jefferson pur-
chased in 1803 embraced, as appears on our
first map, not only a vast extent of territory
on this side of the Rocky, or, as they were
then known, the Stony, Mountains, but also
the present Territories of Washington and
Idaho and the State of Oregon beyond.
_There were then no white settlements in
Oregon outside of the trading stations, nor
was there any population worth regarding
until the gold discoveries of 1848,

In 1824-25, however, a strong effort was
made in Congress to secure this territory
as against the conflicting claims of Great
Britain by both a military occupation and
a political organization, settlement to he
encouraged by grants of public lands. It
is not our purpese to trace the history of

this bill, which was lost in the Senate, but
the course of debate elicited expressions of
opinion from honorable members which are
not without interest and instruction to us
to-day.

In the House, Mr.Smyth, of Virginia, com-
bated the notion that the limits of “the fed-
eration” could ever be safely extended he-
yond the Stony Mountains. He coneeived
that the principle of union from mutual in-
terests might bind together all those who
should inhabit the Mississippi Valley, as
their produce would all seek the same out-
let. He would concede that the federation
might nltimately be made to embrace “one
or two fiers of States beyond the Mississip-
pi,” but, in his judgment, the federative sys-
tem ought not to he extended further.

In the Senate, Mr. Dickerson, of New Jer-
sey, offered a slashing opposition to the bill.

L, The project of a State upon the Pacific was

an absurdity. “The distance that a mem-
ber of Congress from this State of Oregon
would be obliged to travel in coming to
the seat of government and returning home
would be 9200 miles......If he should travel
at the rate of thirty miles per day, it would
require 306 days; allow for Sundays, forty-
four, it would amount to 350 days. This
would allow the member a fortnight to rest
himself at Washington before he should
commence his journey home......It would be
more expedifions, however, to come by wa-
ter round Cape Horn, or to pass throngh
Behring Straifs, round the north coast of
this continent to Baffin Bay, thence through
Davis Strait to the Atlantic, and so on to
Washington. It is true, this passage is not
yet discovered, except npon our maps, but it
will be as soon as Oregon shall be @ State”

Mr. Dickerson’s geographical eloquence
was too much for the friends of the bill,
which, on his motion, was laid upon the
table.

About 1850, however, the United States
government was brought to provide for four
longitudinal bodies of settlement west of the
100th meridian. But {hough these groups
of population came at about the same time
under the control of the United States, they
were of widely different age and history.
The easternmost (in the present Territories
of New Mexico and Colorado, between the
103d and 105th meridians) represented the
old Spanish setflements on the Rio Grande,
extending to its source in the Rocky Mount-
ains, and containing about 50,000 whites,
of very various degrees of whiteness, now
brought by cession, as the resulf of the Mex-
ican war,under the flag of the United States.
The second line of settlement (in the present
Territory of Utah, along the 112th meridian)
was the result of the flight of the Mormons
across the plains in 1847—48. The remain-
ing two lines of settlement were drawn west
of the Sierra Nevada, close by each other,
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being scarcely distant a degree in longitude,
the one at the foot of the Sierra, the other
at the base of the coast range. These set-
tlements were the result of the gold discov-
eries in California in 1848. Two years suf-
ficed to fill the valleys of the Sacramento
and San Joaquin and the Willamette with
a population of 100,000 of all races and con-
ditions of men. Though these two lines of
settlement were in their general course dis-
tinet, they were yet united by one broad
band of population reaching from San Fran-
c¢isco to Sacramento and Stockton.

Such were the settlements west of the
100th meridian in 1850, They then com-
prised about 33,600 square miles, occupied
by a population of an appreciable degree of
density. Ten years later their population
had risen to about 620,000, covering about
100,000 square miles. In 1870 the popula-
tion west of the 100th meridian had risen to
a full million, covering about 120,000 square
miles. Lach of the four lines of settlement
still remains distinet, thongh each has grown
greatly since 1850. The easternmost now
stretches from the Mexican border, across
the whole extent of New Mexico and Colo-
rado, into Wyoming, in a narrow, irregular
fashion, embracing in all about 140,000 souls.
The Utah group now extends from the north-
ern border of Arizona, a little way across
the northern boundary of Utah, into Idaho.
The population, Saints and Gentiles, has now
risen to 90,000. The two California groups
have extended themselves longitudinally—
the westernmost from the thirty-ninth de-
gree of latitude south to the thirty-third;
the other from the thirty-fifth parallel, with
but slight interruption, northward to Pu-
get Sound.

In addition to these four longitudinal
belts of population there arve at the present
time perhaps 150 patches of settlements,
comprising each from 100 to 300 souls, with
a few of even greater importance, scattered
over the face of the vast region west of the
100th meridian. A little ingenuity and the
use of a somewhat heroic method of treat-
ment would undoubtedly suffice to refer
nearly all of these to one or another of the
seven longitudinal zones or chains of min-
eral deposits® which are recognized by our
explorers and geologists.

* This generalization was first made by Professor
Blake, and has been more minutely brought out by
Mr. Clarence King, as follows:

4 Phe Pacific coast ranges upon the west carry quick-
silver, tin, and chromic iron. The next belt is that of
the Sierra Nevada and Oregon Cascades, which upon
their west slope bear two zones—a foot-hill chain of
copper mines and a middle line of gold deposits,
These gold veins and the resultant placer mines ex-
tend far into Alaska, characterized by the occurrence
of gold in quartz, by a small amount of that metal
which is entangled in iron sulphurets, and by oceupy-
ing splits in the npturned metamorphic strata of the
juraseic age. Lying to the east of this zone, along
the east base of the Sierras, and stretching southward

THE POST-OFFICE.

Perhaps no better illustration could be
found of the inerease of population and the
extension of settlements than is afforded by
the history of the Post-office in the United
States.

In 1692 a royal patent constituted Thomas
Neale Postmaster-General of Virginia and
other parts of North America. Holmes says
that under Neale’s patent nothing whatever
resulted, on account of the “dispersed situ-
ations of the inhabitants.”* Hildreth says,
“ A colonial Post-office system, though of a
very limited and imperfect character, was
presently established under this patent.”t
In 1695, says Baneroft, letters might be for-
warded eight times a year from the Potomac
to Philadelphia.f

In 1710 Parliament passed “ an act for es-
tablishing a General Post-office for all her
Majesty’s dominions.” The Postmaster-Gen-
eral was authorized to keep “one chief let-
ter office in New York, and other chief of-
fices at some convenient place or places in
each of her Majesty's provinces or colonies
in America.” A line of posts was estab-
lished from the Piscataqua to Philadelphia,
“qrregularly extended a few years after to
Williamsburg, in Virginia, the post leaving
Philadelphia for the South as often as letters
enough were lodged to pay the expense. 'The
postal communication subsequently estab-
lished with the Carolinas was still more ir-
regular.”§

In 1753 Dr. Franklin was appointed Post-
master-General|| for America, and held the
office till 1774. Of his administration of the
office he writes in his antobiography :

“MThe American office had hitherto never paid any
thing to that of Britain. . ..Before I was displaced by a
freak of the ministers, we had brought it to yield three

times ag much clear revenue to the crown as the Post-
office of Ireland.” 4

In 1774 William Goddard, a printer, of Bal-
timore, proposed a plan for a ¢ Constitution-
al American Post-office,” and, aftér much agi-
tation of the subject, a service was actually
inaugurated under Goddard’s management ;
but it had brief continuance.

After the outbreak in 1775 the colonies
were for a time driven to their own individ-

into Mexico, is a chain of silver mines, containing com-
paratively little base metal, and frequently included
in voleanic rocks. Through Middle Mexico, Arizona,
Middle Nevada, and Central Idaho is another line of
gilver mines, mineralized with complicated association
of the base metals, and more often ocenrring in older
rocks, Through New Mexico, Utah, and Western
Montana lies another zone, of argentiferous galena
lodes. To the east, again, the New Mexico, Colora-
do, Wyoming, and Montana gold belt is an extremely
well defined and continuous chain of depogits.”

* Annals, i. 444,

+ Hist. United States, ii. 151, 182,

t Hist. United States, iil. 34,

§ Hildreth, ii. 263.

§ At first jointly with William Hunter.
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ual efforts for maintaining the Post-office.*
On the 26th of July, 1775, however, the Con-
tinental Congress resolved that a Postmas-
ter-General be appointed for the “United
Colonies,” who should hold his office at Phil-
adelphia, where the Congress was sitting.
The phraseology of the resolution fixing the
general scope of the postal service is most
significant, and we ask special attention
to it

“That a line of posts be appointed, under the direc-
tion of the Postmaster-General, from Falmouth, in New

England, to Savannah, in Georgia, with as many cross
posts as he shall think fit.”

Could any expression more strikingly sig-
nalize the sifnation of the colonies, on
which we have previously commented, as
stretched along fhe coast, with but little
extent inland, than fhe language of this
resolution ¥

The same month we find the New York
Provineial Congress making the following
representations to the Continental Congress:
“We conceive our present eastern riders
proceed too far to the eastward
frequently obliged to send messengers to Al-
banjy, which a regular post to the northward
would prevent.”

In 1790 the number of post-offices in the
United States was seveunty-five; the aggre-
gate length of the posi-roads, 1875 miles;
the amount paid for transportation of the
mails, $22,081; the gross postal revenues
were $37,935, and the expenditures §32,140.
Mails were conveyed but three times per
weelk between New York and Boston in
summer, and twice in winter, occupying five
days in transit.t Only five mails per weelk
were exchanged between New York and
Philadelphia, requiring two days in each
direction, the weight rarely, if ever, exceed-
ing the eapacity of horseback mails. The
number of lefters transported during 1790
probably did not exceed 300,000, and the
annual transportation (counting every trip)
was about 350,000 miles. In 1870 there were
28,492 post-offices ; the length of post-roads
was 231,232 miles; the amount paid for
transportation was $10,834,653; the postal
revenue was $19,772,220; the expenditures,
$23,043,837. In 1870 the number of let-

ters carried in the mails was not less than |
590,000,000, and the aggregate of distances |

traveled amounted to 97,024,996 miles.t In

1870 the letter-carriers of Manchester, New
Hampshire, delivered more letters than con-
stituted the whole burden of the postal serv-
ice in 1790,

In 1835 the total steamboat transporta-
tion of the mails aggregated 906,959 miles,
the railroad transportation, 270,504 miles,*
In 1850 the steamboat transportation was
2,659,656 miles, the railroad transportation,
604,396, 1In 1870 the steamboat transporta-
tion had risen to 4,122,385 miles, the railroad
transportationt to 47,551,970 miles.

The following table exhibits the growth
of the postal system, by five-year intervals,
from 1790 to 1870:

Number | Length of Number | Length of
Year. | of Post- | Post Roates || Year. | of Post- | Post Routes

offices, | in Miles, offices, in Miles.
1790 (] 1,875 || 1885 | 10,770 115,176
1795 453 13,207 [l 1840 | 13,468 155,789
1800 903 20,817 || 1845 | 14,183 143,940
1805 | 1558 81,070 || 1850 | 18,417 178,672
1810 | 28003 36,406 | 1863 | 24,410 227,906
1815 | 3000 43,748 || 1860 | 25,498 0,594
182 4500 72,499 || 1865 | 20,5505 | 142,340
1825 | B6TT 94,052 || 1870 | 28,492 281,232
15830 | 8450 112,774
THE CONSTITUENTS OF OUR POPULATION,

It will have been noted that the result of
the national enumeration at 1790 showed the
proportion of whites to blacks to be a little
more than five fo one. The following table
shows the number of parts in each 100 of
the total population sustained by the col-
ored element at each suceessive census un-
der the Constitution, and, secondly, the de-
cennial rate of increase within the colored
element itself:

COLORED,
Year, Percentige of Parcentags of
tolal Popuiation, |t dariae.

1790 19.3

1800 18.9 32.32
1810 19 37.05
1820 18.4 28.58
1830 18.2 3144
1840 16.8 23.40
1850 13.3 26.60
1860 14.1 22.07
1870 12.7 9.21

* Trangportation by four-horse post-coaches and
two-horse stages, 16,874,050 miles; on horseback and
in sulkies, 7,817,975 miles.

T We find General Jackson's Postmaster-General,
Amos Kendall, engaged in 1835 in the same warfare
with the railroads which 2o enlisted the paszions and
the energies of Mr. Creswell. Mr. Kendall, in his re-
port of that year, informs Congress that he does not
purpose to pay the exorbitant rates demanded by the

* The Provincial Congress of Massachusetts, May
13, established a postal system, with rontes from Cdam-
bridge to Georgetown, in Lincoln County, Maine; to
Haverhill; to Providence; to Woodstock (Connecti-
cut) by way of Worcester; and from Worcester, by
way of Springfield, to Great Barrington; and to Fal-
mouth, in Barnstable County. Fonrteen post-offices
were Bet up. New Hampshire, May 18, established an
office at Portsmonth. In June, Rhode Island estab-
lished post-rontes and post-offices.

T In 1792 we find Mr. Jefferson, as Secretary of State,
writing to Colonel Pickering respecting the practica-
bility of sending the mails 100 miles a day., Op., iii. 344,

+ Rep. Postmaster-Gen., 1870,

companies, * He will sooner put post-coaches or
mail-wagons on the old roads, and run them there
until public opinion or the foree of superior authority
induces the associations which have been permitted to
monopolize the means of speedy conveyance on their
routes to abate their terms.”

% This and the two following entries have much the
appearance of guess-work, and are perhape explained
by the following somewhat remarkable expression oc-
cwrring in the report of the Postmaster-General for
1828: “ As near as ean be known from the vecords of
this department, there are about 5142 post-offices es-
tablished. Means have been taken to ascertain the
exact number.”

§ 'The reduction is explained by the war of secession.
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The rapid falling off in the rate of increase
from 1860 to 1870 is the feature of this table
which will at once arrest attention. Un-
fortunately we can not know how much of
this is due to the effects of war from 1860
to #1865, when a violent and unprepared
emancipation was wrought, not so much by
the proclamation of the Executive as by the
operations of armies, drawing after them
vast bodies of the blacks to be crowded into
camps and cities, uninstructed and unpro-
vided, to perish by disease and privations
in nncounted thousands; how much to the
effects of emancipation upon habits of life,
ocenpation, diet, and location during the pe-
riod following the return of peace. Had
Congress in a proper view of the prodigious
change which had passed upon the United
States, and of the especial need of statis-
tical information for directing the recon-
struction, social, political, and industrial, of
the South, provided for a census in 1865, we
should have been able to see just where and
in what condition the war left this race,
and where and how the state of peace took
themup. But that opportunity has gone by.

The number of colored persons counted
in the census of 1870 was 4,880,009, Few
of these were found north of the forty-first
degree of latitude.

OUR FOREIGN ELEMENTS.

The statistics of the foreign elements in
the United States are historically very in-
complete. For only three censuses, 1850-70,
has the “place of birth” been returned with
enumeration. I'rom the former of these
dates backward to 1820 we have only the
tables compiled from the passenger lists of
vessels bringing immigrants—data notori-
ously imperfect. Before 1820 we have only
seraps of evidence on the subject.

In one sense, substantially all the white
inhabitants within the present United States
were at one time foreigners. But in the
days when the population was mainly re-
cruited by immigration the word “foreign-
er” was never applied to an Englishman,
nor generally to a Seot or Welshman, nor
always to an Irishman. Thus we find it re-
corded of the Rhode Island Colony in 1680:
“We have lately had few or no new-comers,
either of English, Scoteh, Irish, or foreigners.”™

The population of the thirteen States was
mainly composed of Englishmen. Mr. Ban-
croft (vol. vii. 355) speaks of the colonies in
1775 as inhabited by persons “one-fifth of
whom had for their mother-tongue some
other language than the English.” The or-
der in which other nationalities contributed

to the numbers of that population the same |

writer indicates as follows: “Intermixed
with French, still more with Swedes, and
yet more with Dutch and Germans.”

* Chalmers, i. 282-254.
Vor. LL—No. 308.—2%7

The French were mainly Protestant refu-
gees. After the revocation of the Edict of
Nantes, William IIL dispatched fo the colo-
nies large numbers of those who had sought
a home in England. A few of these came
to Massachusetts,* where some of the most
illustrions names of subsequent history speal
of the virtues of the Huguenots, In 1690 a
large number of these refugees were sent
out to Virginia, and in the same year many
arrived in Carolina. In 1698 another con-
siderable body arrived in Virginia. Even
prior to these dates the French had appear-
ed in New York. “When the Protestant
churches in Rochelle were razed,” says Mr.
Baneroft (ii. 302), “ the colonists of that city
were gladly admitted, and the French Prot-
estants came in such numbers that the
public documents were sometimes issned in
French as well as in Dutch and English.”

The persons of Swedish stock referred to
by Mr. Baneroft as found in the colonies in
1775 were largely the descendants of those
who settled Delaware. Of these Mr. Ban-
croft says, in another part of his history
(ii. 207, 298): “The descendants of the col-
onists, in the course of generations widely
seattered and blended with emigrants of
other lineage, constitute probably more than
one part in two hundred of the present pop-
ulation of our country. At the time of the
surrender they did not much exceed seven
hundred souls.” The feeundity which Mr.
Bancroft thus assigns these Swedes is only
surpassed by that which Mr. Hildreth (i.267)
assigns to the twenty-five thousand, or few-
er, original emigrants into New England pri-
or to 1640—a primitive stock from which
has been derived not less, perhaps, than a
fourth part of the present population of the
United States.” Mr. Hildreth must have
formed his notions of the average capabili-
ties of the early New Englanders from the
contemplation of exceptional cases like that
of Obadiah Holmes, the Anabaptist, who was
publicly flogged about 1651, and is reputed
to have had five thousand descendants in
1790.

But of all the European nations outside
the Dritish Isles, “the chief migration,” says
Mr. Bancroft (i. 450), “was from that Ger-
manic race most famed for love of personal
independence.”

The commercial enterprise of Holland had
already planted many thousands of her sub-
jects in the “New Netherlands” when the
dominion of the last of the colonies passed
to England ; nor did Duteh or German emi-
gration cease, but it rather increased, when

* Holmes cites an act of the Legislature of 1692 pro-
hibiting any of the French nation to reside in any of
the eea-ports or frontier towns within the province
without license, the reason assigned for the rule being
that with the French Protestants “ many of a contrary
religion and interest” had obtruded themselves,.—An-
nals of dwmerica, 1. 441, .
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New Yorlk lost scout, burgomaster, and sche-
pens, to gain mayor, aldermen, and sheriff,

‘We have said that South Carolina, in its
earliest settlement, received accessions of
Duteh both from New York and from Hol-
land. Before the downfall of the power of
Holland on the Continent the Dutch had

“also appeared in Conneeticut, and for a time

disputed with the English the sovereignty
of the soil even {o the Connecticut River,
but their few colonists were overwhelmed
by the rapid invasion of the English.

To Pennsylvania the Germans resorted,
until, in 1764, Durand, in a report to Choi-
seul, wrote that “ Germans weary of subor-
dination to England, and un willing to serve
under English officers, openly declared that
Pennsylvania would one day be called Lit-
tle Germany.” ¢ Like Pennsylvania and the
Carolinas,” says Mr. Hildreth of New Yorlk
in 1749, “it contained a great admixture,
but those of Dutch origin still constituted
a majority.”

Of all tlie German states, the misfortunes
of the Palatinate made it the largest con-
tributor to the population of the New World.
When Hunter came out in 1710 as Governor
of New York, we find notice of his bringing
with him 2700 of this unforfunate people.
Large numbers of the Palatines settled also
in Carolina, upon the Roanoke and Pamlico,
and many were eut off by the Tuscaroras in
the savage rising of 1712. “We shall soon
have a German colony,” wrote Logan of
Penusylvania in 1726, “so many thousands
of Palatines are already in the country.”

Even after the adoption of the Constitu-
tion, and the removal of the seat of govern-
ment to the banks of the Potomae, we find a
proposition seriously entertained for bring-
ing over Germans to furnish the labor for
building up Washington ci ty.*

The Swiss also appeared in considerable
force among the early settlers of America.
Newbern (as we now write it), on the Neuse,
speaks of old Bern, on the Aar. In 1730
Swiss immigrants founded Purysburg, the

first town on the Savannali; and Grahame |

speaks of considerable accessions to the

same State from the same source in 1733,
“Asylum for the oppressed,” of all nations

and all religions, as Ameriea had become,

the Moravians found their way in large |

numbers to our shores. Of Oglethorpe’s
300 recruits in 1736 more than one-half were
of this faith, to which their brethren who
preceded them had already witnessed by
raising their “Ebenezer” on the banks of
the Savannah, Pennsylvania, however, was
their chosen country of refuge during the
cighteenth century.

It will readily be believed that help in
building up so many youthful colonies, from
whatever quarter it came, was eagerly wel-

* Washington’s Works, xii, 808, 308,

comed by the English population, and that
foreigners were not long excluded from the
full privileges of citizenship, The first co-
lonial naturalization act of which we find
notice was that of Maryland in 1666, Vie
ginia followed in 1671, Pennsylvania fat-
uralized the Swedes, Finns, and Dutch of
Delaware. Carolina naturalized the French
refugees she received in 1696,

The English Privy Council was long trou-
bled by the scope and effect given to the co-
lonial acts of naturalization, by which aliens
were vested with the power of exercising
functions which they were disabled from
performing by the Navigation Acts. At
last, by act of Parliament in 1746, a uniform
system of naturalization was established, on
the basis of seven years’ residence, an oath
of allegiance, and profession of the “ Prot-
estant Christian faith.”

Of the inhabitants of the British Isles by
far the largest contribution, next to that
of England, was from Ireland. This immi-
gration, though somewhat spasmodic, had
reached a vast though indeterminate total
before the Revolution. The Irish settled
all the way from New Hampshire, where
Londonderry was founded in 1719 by a col-
ony of about 100 families from Ulster, to
Carolina, where a colony of 500 arrived as
carly as 1715.% The author of European Sel-
ilements in America speaks of the population
of Virginia in 1750-54 as “growing every
day more numerous by the migration of the
Irish, who, not snceeedin « 50 well in Penn-
sylvania as the more industrions and frugal
Germans, sell their lands in that province
to the latter, and take up new ground in
the remote counties of V irginia, Maryland,
and North Carolina,t These,” he adds, “are
chiefly Presbyterians from the north of Ire-
land, who in America are generally called
the Scotch-Trish” (ii. 216). It is probably
to some colony thus planted that Jefferson
referred when he wrote (Op., vi. 485) of
“the wild Irish who had gotten possession
of the valley bLetween the Blue Ridge and
the North Mountains, formin g a barrier over
which none ventured to leap, and could still
less venture to settle among.”

But Pennsylvania was still the especial
centre of attraction to the Irish before the
Revolution. In 1729 there was a large
Irish migration to Pennsylvania. The years
1771-73 appear also to have witnessed a
wholesale movement of population from Irve-
land, especially the northern counties, into
this provinee, Of these large numbers found y
their way to the region of the Monongahela
and the Alleghany, and formed the pioneers
of a vast population in Western and Soutlh-

* A small colony under Fergnsson had preceded
them, arriving as early as 1683.—Bancroft's Hist,
United States, il. 173,

: T Especiallyin the northwestern counties.—Hildreth,
i, 416, =
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western Pennsylvania. We get a lively im-
pression of the importance of this element a
little later, when we find in the letters of
that vehement Federalist, Oliver Wolcott,
Jun., the formidable ¢ whisky insurrection”
of 1794 attributed almost wholly to the Irish
of Pittsburg and viecinity. Thus: “The
Irishmen in that quarter have at length pro-
ceeded to great extremities;”™ ¢ Pennsyl-
vania need not be envied her Irishmen,”t
ete. They might be in a strange land, but
in making war upon the excise they found
no unfamiliar or uncongenial occupation.

The Scoteh were then, as they are now,
every where, though not largely in New En-
gland, nor generally in colonies any where.

In New Jersey,t Georgia, and North Caro-
lina we find, perhaps, the most prominent
mention of the Scotch as a distinet element
of the population. One exception to the
rale that the Scoteh did not tend fo settle
in colonies was found in the case of High-
land soldiers of the British army discharged
from service in America.

New York, as the only considerable State
of the thirteen which was originally formed
under any other flag than that of England,
might be supposed to have possessed the lar-
gest foreign element, proportionally, of all;
and,indeed, from the first, not only was New
York “a city of the world,” with a cifizen-
ship  chosen from the Belgic provinces and
England, from France and Bohemia, from
Germany and Switzerland, from Piedmont
and the Italian Alps,’§ but the Hudson, from
the bay to Albany, was settled with a most
motley population.

But Pennsylvania long disputed with New
York the honor of having the most curious-
1y and variously composed population, and
at the date of the Revolntion indisputably
carried off the palm. Chalmers says that
Penn found the banks of the Deluware in-
habited by 3000 persons, Swedes, Duteh, Fin-
landers, and English. Those he brought

with him and drew after him were only |,

more widely assorted. “The diversity of
people, religions, nations, and langnages,”
says the anthor of European Settlements, ** here
is prodigious. Upward of 250,000 people,” is
his summary for 1750, “half of whom are
Giermans, Swedes, or Duteh.”

At o little later date within the ecentury
General Washington wrote: ¢ Pennsylvania
is a large State, and from the policy of its
founder, and especially from the great ce-
lebrity of Philadelphia, has become the gen-
eral receptacle of foreigners from all coun-
tries and.of all descriptions” (Op., xii. 324).

* Gibbe, Adm. Washington and Adams, 1. 155

t Gibbs, i. 157,

t In 1686, in defending their charter, the proprietors
of East Jersey urged that they had sent out several
hundreds of persons from Scotland.

§ Bancroft, ii. 801, The Bohemians survive unto
this day.

The large accessions from other countries
than England, received by the Southern
colonies from Maryland to Georgia, have al-
ready been sufficiently noticed. The States
which now represent these colonies are those
which have fewest foreigners.

On the other hand, of all the colonies,
those of New England received the smallest
proportional accessions from nationalities
other than pure English, and earliest expe-
rienced the cessation of immigration, even
from England.

“The policy of encouraging immigration
from abroad,” says Hildreth (ii. 812, 313),
¢ which contributed so much to the rapid
advancement of Pennsylvania and Carolina,
never found favor in New England. Even
the few Irish settlers at Londonderry be-
came objects of jealousy.”

In 1796 we find Washington writing to Sir
Joln Sinelair as follows (Op., xii. 323, 324):

“Their numbers are not augmented by foreign em-
igrants; yet from their circumseribed limits, compact
sitnation, and natural population, they are filling the

western parts of the State of New York and the coun-
try on the Ohio with their own surplusage.”

Tt is to this long cessation of immigration
into New Ingland that Madison refers when,
writing after the fourth census (1820, he
says: -

#T¢ is worth remarking that New England, which
has sent out such a continued swarm to other parts of
the Union for a number of years, has continued at the
same time, as the census shows, to increase in popula-
tion, although it is well known that it has received but
comparatively few emigrants from any quarter” (Op.,
iii, 213).

Of the immigration between 1790 and 1820
we know little precisely. Dr. Seybert esti-
mates the total arrivals at 250,000, but the
very form of the estimate reveals the in-
adequacy of the data from which if was
constructed. With 1820 begins the record
of arrivals at our ports, The following ta-
Dble shows the immigration for the period
1820-50:

T Frol
Year, Tl Germany. | Dritiah Talea. |
"~ 1820-80 151,000 8,000 82,000
183040 199,000 152,000 283,000
1840-50 1,713,000 435,000 1,048,000

With the seventh census begins our exact
account of foreigners in the United States.
From this it appears that of the total pop-
nlation at 1850 nine and a half per cent.wero
of foreign birth, at 1860 thirteen per cent.,
at 1870 fourteen per cent. At the several
dates named the several specified nationali-
ties contributed as follows to the total for-
eign population:

Nntlonality, 1850, | 1ee0. | 1870, |
Per cant. | Per cont.| Percent.
Trish ccecvcsnnrsnnesnnnaras 43.5 | 389 a8,
GErmans .....ooreseess 26.4 80.8 30.4
English and Welsh.. 139 1.5 | 11.2
British Americans 6.7 6.0 8.9
Swedes, Norwegians, and
o 17 | 44
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NATIVES OF SOUTH-CAROLINA |~
WHERE FOUND.IB70,

The foreign immigrants to the United States
have placed themselves mainly between the
thirty-eighth and the forty-sixth degrees of
latitude.* The meridian of the western
boundary of Pennsylvania divides this for-
eign population into an castern and a west-
ern half.

THE FECUNDITY OF THE FOREIGN ELEMENTS.

In addition to the 5,500,000 foreigners
residing in the United States, there are

* The geographical relation of e forcign and col-
ored elements of the population s complemental in a
high degree. Taking the States of Delaware, Mary-
land, West Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri as consii-
tuting a central zone nentral to the two clements, we
have the following numerical proportions for each
1000 of the population :

Colared. Forelgn,

Northern and Northwestern States.... 14 ... 197

Central States. ., ..., . e v b e |

Southern and Southwestern States. . 41 L
Some of the foreign el ts are th Ives in turn
complemental in their location. Thus two-thirds of
the Germans are found west of Baffalo, two-thirds of
the Irish east of it ; the Scandinavians are mainly west
of Lake Michigan, the British Americans enst of it,

4,167,616 both of wlhose parents were foreign,
786,388 more who had a foreign father and
a native mother, 370,782 who had a native
father and a foreign mother, and by conse-
quence there are 5,324,786 who have one or
both parents foreign.

Very grave statistical Llunders have heen
committed by some very pretentious writers
on population, who have songht to establish
the comparative sterility of the native white
population of North America. The follow-
ing sentence, quoted from a paper read be-
fore the British Association in 1856, contains
in substance a docfrine which was for a long
time generally accepted in Europe, and has
even been repeated on this side the Atlantic:

“From the general unfitness of the climate to the
European constitution, coupled with the occasional
pestilential visitations which occur in the healthier
localities, on the whole, on an average of three or four
gencrations, extinetion of the European races in North
America would be almost certain, if the communica-
tion with Europe were entirely cut off.”

Our space would not; serve for the discus-
sion of this question did it require to be ar-
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gued at length; but Dr. Edward J arvis, of
Massachusetts, has so completely exposed®
the successive mistakes in figures and falla-
cies in reasoning by which this most dis-
paraging conclusiont was reached fhat it is
only necessary to refer to the subject here
in order o assure our readers, who are liable
at any time to meet statements of this char-
acter floating through the press or stranded
in the proceedings of scientific associations,
that there is not the shadow of a statistical
reason for attributing to the native Ameri-
:an population prior to the war of secession
a deficiency in reproductive vigor compared
with any people that ever lived upon the
face of the earth.

INTERSTATE MIGRATION. -

It will have been observed that the early
colonists did not wait for a common form
of government before inangurating that
system of internal migration which has
Been one of the most marked features of
our nationzl history. Almost as if from
love of change, they moved up and down
the coast by turns, or from a half-settled
Kast to a wholly unsettled West. We have
already had so many oceasions to notice
these movements of population that under
the present title we will speak only of those
wholesale migrations which are revealed by
the census since 1830, when the “place of
birth” came first to be recorded. The Ldin-
burgh Review of July, 1854, so well sum-
marizes the results of the seventh census in
this respect that we condense the statement
for insertion here.

1. In the Free States the movement was
generally due west—irom New York, for
instance, to Michigan and Wisconsin, and
{rom Pennsylvania to Ohio. And so strong
was this passion that the West itself sup-
plied a population to the further West.
Olio had sent 215,000 to the three States
beyond her; Indiana had retained 120,000
from Ohio, but had sent on 50,000 of her
own ; Ilinois had taken 95,000 from Ohio
and Indiana, and given 7000 to Tows.

9. The migration from the central Slave
Sfates had followed the same general law
of o westerly movement; but it had taken
also a partial northwest direction into the
Free States.

3. In the planting States the movement
had been mostly within themselves, taking
a southwesterly and westerly direction.

4. The American-born population of Tex-

* ihe Atlantic Monthly, April, 187

+ Mr. Frederick Kapp, formerly of New York, now
of Germany, who has perhaps done more than any one
clse to give currency to these views in Europe, reached
the conclusion that of the free population of 1850 but
thirty-six per cent., and of that of 1860 but twenty-
nine per cent., was American in the senee of being de-~
rived from inhabitants of the country at 1790, No re-
snlt on this subject hag been too MoNsirous to receive
credence from the press of Enrope.

as had come principally from the Slave
States; that of California from the Free
States ; that of the Territories more from
the Free than from the Slave.

The census of 1870 shows the internal
movements of population to be not less but
more wholesale and incessant than at 1850.
Our fourth map shows where the natives of
New York and of South Carolina severally
were found within the United States at the
date of enumeration. The reader will be
struck by the conformity to the rules laid
down by the Edinburgh reviewer in his
Nos.1and 3. A map showing the habitat of
the Kentucky-born population, which our
space does not allow us to introduce, shows
that this one of the former “central Slave
States” still conforms in its emigrations to
the rule laid down in No. 2.

The following table shows Dby even thou-
sands for each State at 1870 (1) the number
of persons residing in the State who were
born therein ; (2) the number residing in
the State who were born in ofher States
and Territories of the Union ; (3) the num-
ber born in the State who were residing in
other States or Territories. The figures on
the left indieate the rank of the States in
population.

| State. T m I om | @
16 | Alnbama.. 744,000 | 245,000 | 230,000
26 | Arkansas . .| 288,000 | 247,000 55,000
24 | California. .| 170,000 | 181,000 12,000
25 | Connecticnt. 350,000 | 78,000 | 137,000
84 | Delaware i 95,000 | 21,000 89,000
33 | Florida ........| 110,000 73,000 15,000
12 | Georgin........| 1,034,000 | 139,000 | 274,000
4 i ! .| 1,190,000 | 885,000 260,000
6 | Indiana........| 1,049,000 | 491,000 321,000
11 [Town..e... cenen] 429,000 | 561,000 88,000
29 | Kansas ........ 63,000 | 253, 11,000
8 | Kentucky.....- 1,081,000 | 177,000 403,000
21 | Lonisiana...... 502,000 | 163,000 2,000
93 [ Maine..........| 551,000 | 27,000 | 149,000
20 | Maryland ...... 630,000 ,000 176,000
7 | Massachusetts..| 903,000 | 201,000 244,000
13 | Michigan ......| 507,000 | 409,000 66,000
23 | Minnesota ,....| 126,000 | 153,000 13,000
18 | Mississippi.....| 564,000 | 258,000 | 189,000
& | Missourl....... 874,000 | 625,000 171,000
35 | Nebraska .. ‘ 19,000 | 74,000 5,000
87 | Nevada ........ 8,000 | 20,000 2,000
31 | New Hampshire| 242,000 | 46,000 125,000
17 | New Jersey ....| 575,000 | 142,000 149,000
1 | New York.....| 2,988,000 | 257,000 | 1,074,000
14 | North Carolina.| 1,028,000 | 40, 307,000
3 | Ohio L. 1,842,000 | 450,000 807,000
36 | Oregon .. 87,000 | 492,000 6,000
2 | Penneylvan 2,727,000 | 250,000 675,000
39 | Rhode Island ..| 125,000 | 57,000 45,00
99 | South Carolina.| 679,000 | 19,000 246,000
9 | Tennessee ..... 1,028,000 | 212,000 404,000
19 | Texas.. 89,000 | 868,000 26,000 |
?H ¥9rn_‘|o_nt 244,000 | 40,000 177,000
irginia. N
27 | West Virginia 1,545,000 | 91,000 554,000
15 | Wisconsin .....| 450,000 | 240,008 | 97,000

THE POPULATION OF 1870.

The situs of the thirty-seven and a half
millions of our people who at 1870 were
west of the 100th meridian is shown sep-
arately in our fifth map. The solid mass of
continuous settlement here represented cov-
ers more than 1,150,000 square miles, lying
between 27° 15 and 47° 30’ north latitude,
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DENSITY OF
POPULATION
1870.

and between 67° and 99° 45" west longi-
tude. The average density of population
over this vast tract is 32.7 inhabitants to
the square mile. This population is, how-
ever, shown not as an average, but in three
degrees of density of wide range. More
than one-half—namely, 609,372 square miles
—appears covered with a population of
between two and eighteen inhabitants to
the square mile ; 470,529 square miles con-
tain between eighteen and forty-five to the
square mile ; and 192,338 square miles con-
tain forty-five inhabitants or more to the
square mile.

Of the four great river systems, the At-
lantic system, with 804,538 square miles,
containg 14,207,453 inhabitants, or 46.6 to
the square mile ; the northern lake system,
with 185,339 square miles, 4,399,604 inhabit-
ants, an average of 23.7 ; the Mississippi or
Gulf system, with 1,683,303 square miles,
19,111,804 inhabitants, an average of 11.3;
the Pacific system, an average of but 0.93
inhabitants to the square mile.

HARPER’S NEW MONTHLY MAGAZINE.

Such is the story of our population, told
with more figures of arithmetic than fig-
ures of speech, Speculation on the future
would here be alike impertinent and vain.
Whether the writer who tells of the in-
crease and territorial expansion of our popu-
lation at the second centennial of independ-
ence shall describe the seftlement of six
hundred thousand, or twelve hundred thou-
sand, or the whole of the vast domain yet
uninhabited—whether the flag of the Union
shall wave over fifty States and a hundred
millions of people only, within our present
borders, or over a territory co-extensive
with the continent and populons as Eu-
rope, may be left in all frustfulness with the
Power that hath thus far guided the carcer
of this young nation. As I write, my eye
falls on the motto of Connecticut, lifted up
first in a savage wilderness, and lifted up
since in many a day of battle : Qui transtulit,
sustinet.  Yea, and will sustain,

Fraxcrs A, WALKER.
New Havexw, Cossrorioor,



