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A Forest in Every Town: Vermont’s
History of Communal Woodlands

As settlement penetrated northern New
England during the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries, designation of
public lands followed a well-defined
regimen. Vermont’s history of communal
forests begins on these public lands.

By RoBERT L. McCULLOUGH

he history of New England’s communal forests spans four cen-
turies as it threads a path through a woodscape of discrete type
and period: common land, public land, twentieth-century town
forests, watershed plantations, and forest parks. Vermont towns have played
an important role in this history and have contributed to the evolving policy
of utility and stewardship of these forests. Town woodlands have, in turn,
endowed the maturing structure of Vermont communities and are as much
a part of the state’s urban and village history as they are its forest history.

CoMMON LAND

In New England’s seventeenth-century nucleated villages, groups of
individuals obtained land grants from colonial governments and became
town proprietors. Apart from certain land parcels awarded to individ-
uals or assigned to community function —cemeteries, pounds, or central
grazing areas, for example —these proprietors held remaining lands in
common, a form of undivided ownership, with each person sharing a
proportional right to use the whole subject to restrictions against waste
or abuse. The vast common weald that surrounded these villages thus
became a shared resource, one that was essential to survival in an un-
familiar environment. However, patterns of settlement quickly changed
as private ownership of land became the surest means to individual pros-
perity. By the time settlement in Vermont had gained ground during the



last half of the eighteenth century, absentee proprietors motivated pri-
marily by speculative intent dominated the formation of towns. Although
lands were initially held in common, boundaries were quickly surveyed
and parcels offered for immediate sale. As a result, expansive common
woodlands never became a significant town resource in the Green Moun-
tain State.

Not all proprietors were successful at rapidly converting land to cur-
rency, and some clung to their holdings in common until divisions could
occur. Some even took steps to conserve select white pine, suitable for
ship masts, pending land sales. Yet there is little to suggest that com-
monly owned resources directly benefited Vermont communities. Indeed,
particularly valuable stands of timber were sometimes divided among
proprietors into small, single-acre “pine lots” as a method of financing
their investments. Ironically, sale of these parcels, or at least the timber,
proved easier than the sale of individual building lots essential to com-
munity settlement.!

PusLIc LAND

In New England’s early towns, expansive common lands had dwindled
by the close of the seventeenth century. But a second class of communal
property, public lands, remained. Parcels allotted to subsidize the cost
of church, minister, and school were required by town charters and were
generally free from any underlying proprietary interest. On occasion,
lands were simply reserved for the public at large. Ownership of minis-
try and church lots, often called glebe lots, sometimes accrued to the
intended beneficiaries, sometimes to towns; disputes on the point were
routine. Although common land sustained communities as a whole, pub-
lic land supported key pieces of community structure. These allotments
are tightly bound to town origins, much as ancient common lands em-
body village antiquity in England. Where forest cover remains on New
England’s public lots, an especially fitting antiquity for American towns
also exists.

Distinctions between common and public land are subtle but nonethe-
less important. They hinge on the extent to which communal benefit domi-
nates any underlying individual ownership. When public lots were spe-
cifically assigned from common land or purchased outright from private
owners, the roots of public character were unmistakable. At other times
transformation was casual, almost imperceptible, as where community
forces — represented by concerted voice or commitment —eventually out-
weighed any outstanding claims by proprietors. When that happened,
common ownership ripened into public title. Town commons, central
to many New England villages, are sometimes good examples. There



the terms common and public are synonymous, the nature of communal
benefit complete in both. Although New England’s expansive common
lands have been frittered away, some communities have clung to their
ancient public lands, and a number of ministry and church lots now ap-
pear in the guise of town forests. As settlement penetrated northern New
England during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, designation of
public lands followed a well-defined regimen. Vermont’s history of com-
munal forests begins on these public lands.

Vermont is a mosaic of town charters, some issued by New Hampshire’s
governor, Benning Wentworth, and some by its own government, first
as an independent state following the Revolutionary War and later as one
of the United States. In addition to keeping a generous portion for him-
self, Wentworth’s charters reserved four public lots, one each for glebe,
the first settled minister, town school, and the Society for the Propaga-
tion of the Gospel in Foreign Parts (the Church of England’s missionary
order). Vermont charters stipulated five categories of public lots: those
for the first settled minister, the town school, social worship of God (the
gospel lot), the county grammar school, and the college or seminary.
Not surprisingly, a bewildering system of allocation developed. After
a series of legislative confiscations and court battles, however, a number
of these lots fell to town supervision, notably glebe lots under Wentworth
charters, gospel lots under Vermont charters, and school lots under both.
Reasoning that public lots were intended as a trust for future generations,
Vermont courts prevented conveyance of fee title to these lands and de-
vised an exception to the judicial bias against perpetual or durable leases.
These parcels became known as lease lands, and revenue from long-term
rental agreements was dispersed to assigned beneficiaries. Lots nomi-
nally assigned for the first settled minister in both Wentworth and Ver-
mont charters just as often remained under town control. The state legis-
lature periodically granted Vermont’s grammar school lots to town schools
or, alternatively, to local private academies that flourished during the nine-
teenth century. Wentworth reservations for the Church of England mis-
sionary society were eventually deeded to the state’s Episcopal diocese.?

The history of lease lands in Vermont is as checkered as the landscape
patterns these parcels delineate. Beneficiaries were not always careful
about stewardship of their property, town officials proved to be indiffer-
ent record keepers, inflexible rents yielded poor long-term returns, leases
were not recorded, and more than a few tenants became confused about
title to their property, deeding parcels outright. Elsewhere, knowledge
of lot boundaries passed from collective memory and were lost. In con-
trast to early nucleated villages, where public lands were located with
community purpose in mind, absentee proprietors bent on maximum profit



‘A Plan of Westmore, drawn from the Fieldbook.” Unsigned; no date (ca.
1800?). Westmore town clerk’s office. Photograph by Robert L. McCul-
lough. Note the designations of lot 13 for the University of Vermont lease
land, lot 16 for a “colledge,” lot 43 for the minister’s settlement, lot 52
for the town school, and lot 62 for the county grammar school. In 1900
lots 29, 43, and 44 were combined to form a church woodlot. See p. 10
of this article.
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for their investment placed lots on remote or inaccessible sites, seldom
near village centers. Thus the same quest that undermined common land
in early villages and caused its absence in later towns also led to a weak-
ening of public land systems in planning later communities. A glebe lot
atop the westerly peak and face of Mount Ascutney in West Windsor,
for instance, continues to defy ground delineation. The names of some
parcels reflect the wry humor of their towns’ founders: Glebe Mountain
in Londonderry and Governor’s Mountain in Guilford. Such lands prom-
ised nothing of value other than timber, and leases amounted to little more
than sale of timber rights. In the far northeastern corner of the state, for
example, Lemington leased its lot for the first settled minister in 1870
“for as long as wood grows and water runs” but required security against
damage to the lot prior to any logging. In 1937, following a study that
exposed many of these failings, Vermont's legislature finally permitted
towns to sell their lease lands, requiring that proceeds be placed in trust
for beneficiaries. A great many have done so.?

Shortcomings notwithstanding, the contributions of Vermont’s lease
lands have been dismissed too quickly. Birth of community and the shar-
ing of land and its resources are inseparable, a union that extends beyond
recorded history. The imprint of this relationship on the landscape has
slowly changed, possibly more so during the last century than during
the preceding millennium. The large-scale planning of new towns that
occurred in America is unique in urban history, and Vermont’s variations
on a theme are an intriguing part of that story. More important, the wis-
dom of Vermont jurists in recognizing not so much the present value of
land in sustaining communities and their institutions but instead the un-
certainty about the needs of future generations was superbly enlightened
nineteenth-century policy. Remaining lease lands are thus a worthy monu-
ment to that policy.

Yet lease lands hold more than just symbolic value. Some have tran-
scended the cunning of absentee proprietors and have contributed to an
evolving woodland ethic that characterizes the bond between forest and
community in New England. With interest in municipal forests budding
during the first quarter of the twentieth century, Vermont towns began
looking for available land to place under woodland management. Delin-
quency in lease rentals allowed towns to reclaim some parcels; inacces-
sibility helped preserve others. At various times the towns of Arlington,
Bloomfield, Cabot, Huntington, Lemington, Morrisville, and West Wind-
sor have all designated lease lands as municipal forests. A school lot on
Saxon Hill in Essex, one of five or so peaks in the town to approach the
1,000-foot elevation mark, became jointly managed with the Essex Junc-
tion village forest, an adjoining watershed near the village of Essex Center.
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School lots in Arlington, Bloomfield, and Lemington were also desig-
nated as municipal forests.*

Public endowments seldom paid all expenses, and some schools either
purchased or were given land for supplemental income or wood fuel.
These lands, too, contributed to an evolving woodland ethic. In 1817 two
large tracts in nearby Pomfret were donated to Royalton’s public gram-
mar school, chartered in 1807 as Royalton Academy. These lots were leased
in “fermeletten,” “for as long as grass grows and water runs,” and the in-
come thus generated paid for the instruction of young men fit for the min-
istry or, if worthy candidates were scarce, went into the school’s general
fund. Lease agreements, however, imposed certain conditions regarding
forest resources. Tenants were required to reserve 30 acres of woodland
from every 100 acres cleared and were prohibited from wasting and strip-
ping the forest. Land was to be cultivated according to rules of good hus-
bandry, and every cleared 5-acre parcel had to be groomed and fenced
before additional cutting was allowed. Tenants were granted use of only
enough timber and wood to accommodate the needs of two families for
fencing, building materials, and fuel. Elsewhere in Vermont, 52 acres
of land known as the Quintas Allen pasture were willed to Wilmington’s
school district in 1884 and eventually became a municipal forest.>

Churches benefited from supplemental land endowments as well. In
Westmore the first pastor and founder of the village’s Congregational
church, Charles O. Gill, was a classmate of Gifford Pinchot at Yale. Dur-
ing a visit to Westmore by Pinchot, then chief U.S. forester, Gill con-
vinced his friend to contribute to the acquisition of a church woodlot.
Pinchot acquiesced as long as the property would be managed according
to sound forestry practices. Gill promptly purchased available land and
donated it to the church in 1900. His conveyance of roughly 400 acres
included all of lot 29 together with part of lot 44 in the town’s first di-
vision of lands. The woodland was combined with lot 43, the town-owned
minister’s settlement lot, to create a church forest of nearly 700 acres.
The church itself had been built in 1894 with timber taken from the
minister’s lot, and the parsonage and community house were later erected
with lumber from all three lots.¢

Daunted by volatile timber markets and complex stumpage measure-
ments, church members relinquished management of their forest to
Vermont’s Domestic Missionary Society but retained rights to cut trees
for building repairs or fuel. Profits from timber harvests were to be held
in trust to sustain an annual stipend of $200 for the church or its pastor.
Church officials also inquired about forestry management and wrote in
1904 to both the U.S. Bureau of Forestry and the Forestry Association
of Vermont. The Forestry Bureau sent a copy of Circular 21, a sammary
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of Pinchot’s assistance program for lumbermen and farmers, and offered
a timber inspection by a trained forester—at no cost for small parcels,
and with fees for larger tracts calculated according to expenses incurred.
The church apparently did not pursue enrollment in Pinchot’s program,
however; their inquiry did not mature much beyond this correspondence.
Nevertheless, periodic timber sales, seemingly well supervised, were
conducted under a logging agreement that protected young spruce. Con-
trol of the forest was returned to the church in 1979 when the resolution
of 1904 was rediscovered and interest in preserving the woodland renewed.
Although it conceded town ownership of the minister’s lot, the church
has retained the privilege of cutting timber.”

Public woodlots of a different type appeared in New England during
the first half of the nineteenth century as towns began acquiring farms
to subsidize the costs of welfare. Town farms, just as often called poor
farms, quickly became widespread. Ordinarily, these refuges were far
from desirable places to live—in location as well as fagade. Shame and
humiliation characterized journeys to the poor farm, and towns often ac-
centuated this odyssey by selecting sites remote from village centers and
the public mind. Paupers were thus forced to travel in symbolic penitence
along Poor Farm Road or Alms Road. Some communities called their
farms “asylums” or their residents “inmates,” the latter a linguistic rem-
nant of English practice that equated penury with crime. In truth, poor
farms housed the insane as well as the indigent, disabled, and old. Pre-
vailing hardships notwithstanding, many such farms were managed com-
petently and provided adequate homes. Town officials known as overseers
of the poor prepared annual reports that itemized inventories, expenses,
and sales.

Agricultural products were the staples of this welfare system, and out-
put often reached respectable levels. Woodlots contributed supplies of
fuelwood, building materials for farm operations, and lumber or other
products for public sale. When towns purchased farms without adequate
woodland, they sometimes acquired separate parcels as well; in Vermont,
Rochester is a good example. As one might expect, milk, butter, and cheese
produced regular income on many Vermont farms. Middlebury’s over-
seers routinely shipped milk to a cheese factory and recorded monthly
cream checks. They also sold substantial amounts of hay and oat straw
and conducted a hefty trade in livestock. Occasional sales of ash and bass-
wood lumber and cedar posts augmented Middlebury’s dairying opera-
tions, and the town may have been about average in its balance between
the two. In other locales, however, forest resources played a more sub-
stantial role. The town farm in Calais, for instance, did a steady business
in cedar posts interspersed with sales of basswood lumber, shingles, and
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even telephone poles. A crop of sixty-five poles in 1884 netted $13.00
and occurred at a time when commercial telephone service was just be-
ginning in Vermont; sales in 1894 and 1905 netted $30.00 and $55.10,
respectively. In 1886 the sale of 2,961 feet of “lumber in log” generated
$10.41. This type of consistent but measured marketing of wood products
suggests a utilitarian stewardship that recognized the renewable nature
of woodlots and sought to sustain resources over a period of time. This
conservation ethic is significant, too, because it is so firmly rooted in
community welfare.?

As the nineteenth century waned, state governments began to assume
a greater role in caring for the destitute, and the formation of philanthropic
organizations such as the Salvation Army also eased local burdens. As
a consequence, scores of town farms were closed. These events coincided
with burgeoning interest in local forestry, and a great many New England
towns opted to convert poor farms or their woodlots to town forests. De-
cline of town farms did not occur uniformly throughout New England,
however, and some of these charitable enterprises persevered in Vermont
throughout the first half of the 1900s. Ironically, the state’s town forest
movement did not fully mature until after 1950, and decline of its poor
farms continued to coincide with progress in municipal forestry over a
period that lasted much longer than in other New England states. For
instance, Calais, Danville, Rochester, Rockingham, St. Johnsbury, Thet-
ford, and Woodstock all successfully transformed poor-farm lands to mu-
nicipal forests during a period that began during the 1920s and ended
after 1960. Credit for one of the early examples belongs to the St. Johns-
bury Women’s Club, whose members were responsible for reforestation
of the town’s 120-acre farm—accessible via Alms Road.?

TowN FORESTS

Transition from poor-farm woodlot to town forest was easy in many
communities. Professional foresters supervised the harvesting of mar-
ketable timber and began transplanting on abandoned tillage, ideal soil
for the white pine, red pine, and spruce seedlings that grew to dominate
town forests. Presence of mature trees—extensive on many woodlots —
during the declining years of poor-farm welfare is further evidence of
the stewardship many communities practiced. Moreover, salable timber
became a timely boon to the town forest movement. Income from har-
vests helped persuade local officials of the profitability of municipal for-
estry during a crucial period when towns were being encouraged to pur-
chase land. Cutting also provided an opportunity to educate the public
about the need for silviculture on the understory, or young trees. In 1926,
shortly after the 100-acre poor-farm woodlot in Calais was converted
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“Type Map, St. Johnsbury Village Forest,"by H. D. Follansbee. March 1936.
St. Johnsbury town clerk’s office. Photograph by Robert L. McCullough.



to a town forest, E. A. Lamphere, the town forester, examined the tract
and reported stands of white pine, cedar, spruce, hemlock, fir, and mixed
hardwoods. Cutting and planting began that year and continued for the
next several years. In 1927 sales of hardwood to the U.S. Clothes Pin
Company in Montpelier, bark to the Warren Leather Company, and mis-
cellaneous lumber trade generated income of more than $1,000. Lamphere
also noted that William B. Greeley, who became chief U.S. forester in
1920, had inspected the Calais town forest.'®

The town forest movement emerged as an outgrowth of changing at-
titudes about America’s forests, a rethinking that took form during the
second half of the nineteenth century. Concern for depleted timberlands,
emergence of professional forestry, and synthesis of a conservation move-
ment all helped foster community initiative as well. The appointment
of Bernhard Fernow to head the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s for-
estry division in 1886 marked a turning point. Fernow, a Prussian-born
professional forester, was well acquainted with Europe’s prosperous com-
munal forests and urged a similar program for this country. Pointing to
models of forestry management such as Zurich’s Sihlwald, Fernow wrote
in 1890: “If every town and every county will give profitable occupation
to its waste lands by utilizing them for forest growth, the movement would
not only increase the financial prosperity of each community, the efforts
of those who work for a rational forest-policy in the country at large would
be subserved by every communal forest established.!!

Despite Fernow’s enthusiastic introduction, his successor, Gifford
Pinchot, was far less sanguine about the prospects for town forests in
the United States. As a consequence, the U.S. Forest Service did not be-
come an active participant in the movement until Franklin Roosevelt’s
administration. The lead fell, instead, to private forestry associations and
state forestry offices.

Although town forests became popular in New York, Pennsylvania,
and several midwestern states, New England towns seized the idea with
an enthusiasm never quite matched in other states. The region’s ancient
bond between community and forest was largely responsible, and town
forests endured in New England long after interest in other states faded.
The Massachusetts Forestry Association (MFA), led by Harris A. Reynolds
from 1911 until 1953, became the vanguard for the town forest move-
ment. Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Vermont developed the region’s
strongest programs during the movements first several decades. Enabling
laws, enacted in all three states by 1915, marked the beginning of a class
of local forests devoted by statutory definition to timber production. With
town forest contests launched by the MFA that same year, the movement’s
plantation phase was under way. Maine, Rhode Island, and Connecticut
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eventually joined with less ambitious laws passed in 1927, 1929, and 1939,
respectively. 12

Vermont’s 1915 enabling law authorized the purchase of land by
towns for the purpose of growing timber and wood, and it established
a special category, school endowment forests, for parcels of 40 acres or
more that had been inspected and approved by a state forester. Respon-
sibility for managing endowment forests was also left to government
foresters, who supervised all cutting. Town wardens were given the job
of protecting against fires and vandalism, and income from harvests went
to town treasurers, who were required to file annual reports. A 1917 amend-
ment replaced school endowment forests with municipal forests but
retained the 40-acre requirement, the first of several important features
that distinguished Vermont’s program from those in other New England
states.

Initially, municipal forestry in Vermont was practiced most actively
on watershed lands. Barre, Bellows Falls, Brattleboro, Chester, Essex
Junction, Montpelier, Northfield, Rutland, Springfield, Stowe, and Water-
bury all established forests to protect their water supplies, and all began
planting by 1926. In other towns municipal forests were acquired by grant
or direct purchase and were often attempts to put idle or abandoned farm-
land to good use. In 1921 Sheffield purchased an outlying farm to elimi-
nate any future need for plowing snow and transporting schoolchildren
along the remote mountain road that led to the farm. Timber rights were
reserved by the seller for a three-year period, but the town annually cut
and sold hay. Reforestation began in 1926, the year the town acquired
a second nearby farm, and the community organized a planting bee to
set out 25,000 Norway spruce seedlings.!3

In Massachusetts the movement was buoyed by a prolific flow of ma-
terial published by the MFA. In these writings Harris Reynolds envisioned
an impressive list of benefits: reversal of deforestation, reclamation of
idle lands, increase in property values, reduction of timber shortages,
employment, support of local wood-products industries, and, all the while,
town revenue. Advocacy for commercial forestry was usually carefully
balanced by appeals to recreational users. Underlying the entire campaign
was a subtle prod to advance public education on matters of forestry. In
New Hampshire biennial reports by a small core of state foresters, Warren
Hale and John Foster prominent among them, and articles in the state
forestry agency’s newsletter, New Hampshire Forests, fulfilled a similar
function.

Vermont lagged behind its two neighbors in the number of town for-
ests established before World War II. In 1930 the state forester reported
8,919 acres in forty-two forests, roughly half the number of forests in



both New Hampshire and Massachusetts. Vermont’s numbers did not ad-
vance significantly before 1945, and absence of vigorous promotion by
a private organization such as the MFA was almost certainly a factor.
Although New Hampshire had a comparable disadvantage, the writing
of Hale and Foster imparted a zeal that was at least partially dormant
in Vermont during this period. Moreover, ancient parsonage and church
lands near village centers in two New Hampshire towns, Danville and
Newington, became model town forests and generated enthusiasm (as
well as timber products) among foresters and the public alike. In Ver-
mont biennial reports by the state forester only briefly discussed the topic,
did not expound on European communal forests, and generally neglected
to mention progress in specific towns. Although Robert Ross, the state’s
commissioner of forestry, prepared a 1924 booklet entitled Town Village
and City Forests in Vermont, it was little more than a word-for-word re-
statement of a bulletin by the MFA.'4

The numbers of town forests in Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and
Vermont are not a complete measure of the movement’s comparative popu-
larity in these three states. Communication between towns and state for-
esters was often sporadic, and the latter’s biennial reports, although use-
ful, were not all-encompassing in matters of local forestry. In addition,
many New Hampshire towns began planting on tax-forfeited lands, aban-
doned after ruthless clear-cutting, and these parcels were often included
in the state’s tallies. For reasons unclear, fewer such examples occurred
in Vermont. Vermont's 40-acre law, not always closely observed, never-
theless may have dampened interest in some towns. By comparison, neither
Massachusetts nor New Hampshire communities were bound to any mini-
mum size. Surprisingly, by 1930 the plantings on Vermont’s municipal
forests were equal to, and possibly exceeded, those in New Hampshire.
Explanation lies in the intensive management of watershed forests, notably
in Rutland, Essex Junction, Bellows Falls, and Montpelier.

Developments after 1945, however, provide the most convincing evi-
dence of Vermont’s initial unhurried pace. That year the legislature
amended the state’s enabling law and began reimbursing towns for half
the price of lands acquired for forests. A separate law enacted in 1951
required communities to include propositions for municipal forests in
warnings for annual town meetings. Vermont's forest service subsequently
created positions for two full-time municipal foresters, the only New
England state to do so. With both financial and technical assistance man-
dated by law, Vermont now set a progressive standard. Its program soon
flourished, surpassing those in Massachusetts and New Hampshire after
1960. Management records are comprehensive and accessible, and the
locations of many municipal forests have been plotted on town highway

M
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maps, a practice observed nowhere else in New England. A number are
still managed for timber and wood, and the 40-acre rule, although elimi-
nated in 1977, probably deserves a sizable portion of the credit.!s

Vermont’s municipal forests (and those in other New England states,
too) were planted with fast-growing, commercially salable, coniferous
types: red, scotch, and white pine or Norway and white spruce. Many
of the transplanted seedlings were obtained at cost from the state nursery
in Essex, and the Vermont Forestry Association offered to plant 5000
trees in any town establishing a forest of 100 acres or more. The forest
service’s newsletter, Green Mountain State Forest News, chronicled the
progress of land acquisitions, formation of municipal forest committees,
and planting —the three dominant aspects of the movement’s plantation
phase. !¢ Often donations of land also spurred towns to action. In Wood-
stock, for example, Governor Franklin Billings, who had been appointed
chair of the town forest committee in 1926, donated 22 acres on the slopes
of Mount Tom the following year; 5,000 Norway spruce were transplanted
to the land shortly thereafter.

Among Vermont towns, tax rates differ substantially, and it is not un-
usual to find municipal forests owned by one town but located in another.
Possibly reluctant to remove property from its tax rolls, Jamaica refused
a gift of more than 600 acres from Helen and Scott Nearing, authors of
Living the Good Life, the bible for the 1960s back-to-the-land generation.
The Nearings, who stipulated that their land be used as a town forest,
turned next to Winhall, which accepted the property in 1950 and began
harvesting timber on one quarter of the lot. Proceeds of $5,000 more
than compensated for taxes of $190.08 owed to Jamaica. Towns frequently
own more than one parcel of land devoted to municipal forestry. Ben-
nington, in addition to three parcels within the town, classified separate
lots in Woodford, Pownal, and Shaftsbury. Nor are state boundaries an
insurmountable barrier, for both North Adams and Williamstown, Massa-
chusetts, own watershed forests in Pownal.!?

In New England the town forest movement began to change by 1930,
when it became apparent that towns were neglecting their young planta-
tions. Emphasis shifted from planting to weeding, thinning, and other
management practices, and predictions about timber yields began to re-
ceive closer scrutiny. An assortment of administrative and political prob-
lems surfaced, including fickle town governments, lax record keeping,
and competing local interests. In Massachusetts this shift coincided with
the inauguration of annual conferences for town forest committees spon-
sored by the MFA and held unfailingly until the 1960s. These meetings
provided an effective forum for demonstrating the need for silvicultural
practices.
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Increased attention to management is not as evident in other New
England states, and few similar conferences convened outside Massachu-
setts. Yet Vermont's state foresters set a steady pace and tended local wood-
lands consistently. A 1933 working plan for Proctor’s municipal forest
by Wilbur E. Bradder is a good example. Bradder, a district forester, de-
lineated compartments on a forest type map, noting tree composition,
age, history, and recommended treatments for each sector. He also en-
couraged retention of food trees such as thornapple and cherry to sustain
wildlife, revealing forestry’s expanding role in shaping a cultural land-
scape of conservation. Bradder provided similar emphasis on wildlife
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management in his superbly detailed “Game Food and Cover Improve-
ment Plan of a Typical Abandoned Farm and Woodland Area at Tin-
mouth, Vt.,” which he limned in 1934. Although the MFA’s Reynolds
and others touted wildlife conservation as one of the many benefits created
by town forests, Bradder’s work remains a unique contribution to the
movement. '8

Prodded by President Franklin Roosevelt and his friend Nelson Brown,
a faculty member at the New York State College of Forestry in Syracuse,
the U.S. Forest Service launched a formal community forest program
in 1938. Program policies emphasized education and for a brief period
generated new enthusiasm for local forestry. Many New England town
forests were cited as models of forestry management, and a 1939 Field
Handbook of Community Forests spotlighted watershed forests owned
by Rutland and Essex Junction, crediting state forester Perry Merrill for
his contribution. Formation of the Society of American Foresters (SAF)
Committee on Community Forestry in 1941 was linked to this expanding
national interest and proved especially significant to Vermont. That com-
mittee, whose members included Reynolds, Brown, and U.S. forester
George Duthie, urged active state support and full-time community for-
esters, advice observed more closely in Vermont than in other New England
states. At the same time, the committee adopted a guarded posture re-
garding economic returns and instead emphasized multiple public bene-
fits through woodland conservation. The dissolution of both the forest
service program in 1949 and the SAF committee a few years later,
largely because of skepticism about the ability of communities to culti-
vate crops of timber, foretold the eventual decline of the municipal forest
movement.'?

By 1950 nearly seventy Vermont towns had established municipal for-
ests. In 1956 Eugene Keenan became the state’s first municipal forester
and was assigned to towns in the state’s southern half. Two years later
E. Warner Shedd emerged as Keenan’s counterpart in northern regions,
and in its biennial report for 1957-1958, the Department of Forests and
Parks announced its goal to establish a municipal forest in every Ver-
mont town. By 1962 the count had risen to 104 towns, with more than
37,000 acres devoted to forestry management. Included among these were
several fire district forests, created to subsidize the costs of fire companies
chartered by towns in a manner similar to water utilities. In a slightly
different vein, more than 500 acres donated to the Proctor Free Library
in 1943 and mapped by F. I. Olney, a surveyor for the Proctor Marble
Company, were later classified as a municipal forest. The state’s forestry
department awarded certificates of good forestry practices to Bethel and
Vergennes in 1966. The number of municipal forests in Vermont climbed
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steadily, eventually approaching 150 if one distinguishes parcels owned
by towns from those owned by municipalities, villages, school districts,
fire districts, or water utilities within those towns. For instance, separate
parcels in Hardwick are owned by the town, the school district, the fire
district, and the village.2°

Despite active promotion of municipal forests in Vermont, circumstances
were working against the movement. Forestry requires patience, and the
return on dollars invested is a long-term proposition. Town select boards
were often reluctant to spend money on silviculture, so crucial to the pro-
duction of salable timber. Poor-quality stumpage, the legacy of clear-
cuts or abandoned land, plagued many municipal forests, and loggers
often loathed to work these marginal lots. Complex economics of the
timber industry were also a factor, and few New England towns achieved
consistent success in commercial forestry.

Ironically, a 1957 law enabling Massachusetts towns to create conser-
vation commissions also augured the movement’s demise. During the next
half decade, more Massachusetts communities formed conservation com-
missions than had created town forest committees during the preceding
half century. In local patches of wildland, the public found a ready outlet
for concern about incessant, overwhelming, unfathomable change in the
environment. Unlike town forests, conservation lands demanded neither
consistent management nor patient vision, and their popularity was nearly
instantaneous. By 1965 each New England state except Vermont had passed
similar legislation, all but extinguishing any lingering interest in town
forests. Vermont finally followed in 1977, and its once vigorous munici-
pal forest program lapsed soon after.2!

Despite its mediocre record in the field of commercial timber produc-
tion, the municipal forest movement in Vermont (and in New Hampshire
and Massachusetts, too) made valuable contributions. Most significant
was its huge success at encouraging communities to set aside tracts of
woodland for public use. In truth, the movement inaugurated a trend that
has scarcely slackened and that today is being carried forward by con-
servation commissions and community land trusts. These events have
contributed greatly to the evolution of community structure in New
England. Municipal forests have also witnessed the maturing of a wood-
land stewardship manifest in New England towns from their seventeenth-
century origins. During the twentieth century, particularly its second half,
the utilitarian functions that characterized eighteenth- and nineteenth-
century communal woodlands were replaced by a modern ethic empha-
sizing recreational use and ecosystem protection. Paths in town forests
span that important period, offering unique views of this changing ethic
and providing timely, backyard reminders that timber, recreation, and
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ecosystem stewardship all can prosper in one place —reminders, too, about
the value of observing history in our environment.

WATERSHED PLANTATIONS

A separate category of local woodlands, watershed forests, emerged
during the latter part of the nineteenth century and early years of the twen-
tieth century. Their origins coincided with the development of profes-
sional forestry and with an improved understanding about the importance
of forest cover to a balanced ecology. Attention specifically focused on
the mechanical and hydrological conditions of soil that directly affect
water supply and distribution. During a period that began shortly after
the Civil War and continued until the onset of World War I, a remarkable
number of New England cities and villages built reservoirs and purchased
surrounding lands to protect surface water against pollution from agri-
culture and industry.2?

The New England Water Works Association, founded in 1882, devel-
oped into a professional organization for municipal engineers, and the
pages of its quarterly journal contain a scholarly record of forestry as
a component of water supply management. Communities began to prac-
tice exacting stewardship by necessity, and commercial productivity bene-
fited as a result. Watershed plantations also became a functional part of
community structure. Despite their separate origins, watershed and mu-
nicipal forestry soon formed an alliance. Advocates of municipal forests
were ardent suitors of water utilities, and the match often worked. Prob-
lems that plagued town forests were blessedly absent on watersheds: land
acquisition was obligatory, management diligent, record keeping proficient,
and administration a step or two removed from the sometimes uneven
flow of municipal government. Finally, land areas were larger, aiding
the economies of timber production.?

Vermont’s watershed forests complemented the state’s municipal for-
est movement, in several cases becoming models of local forestry man-
agement. The city of Essex Junction began acquisition of lands surround-
ing two springs near the village of Essex Center before 1900 and at the
urging of a local lawyer, Allen Martin, implemented a forestation plan
in 1923. By 1930 more than 400,000 seedlings, mostly scotch, red, and
white pine, were thriving on the forest’s 750 acres of sandy soil. Sales
of lumber and cordwood generated revenues exceeding $12,000. A me-
ticulously detailed timber-stand map was crafted in 1931 by Charles Lock-
ard and Huntley Palmer for the state’s forest service. The town steadily
invested in its resource, adding acreage and new plantings as well as a
fire tower; a 1954 inventory valuéd the timber at more than $35,000. An
enthusiastic public toured the plantation and its two reservoirs, Indian



River and Saxon Hill, during Forest Festival Week in 1960; but problems
soon began to surface. Property taxes the city paid to the town of Essex,
the cost of repairing deteriorated waterlines, and debt to bondholders
all proved too expensive, and the city joined the Champlain Water Dis-
trict in 1978. Although the forest was sold for private development, a
portion of the land was kept open for public use, and it remains under
forestry management today.?4
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Rutland’s city forest had a similar history of careful management. As
early as 188l, the city began purchasing woodlots and farms to protect
its water supplies. The most active period of acquisition and planting
began after 1910, and by 1930 the city had transplanted more than half
a million seedlings, many of them Norway spruce and pine, on 3,500
acres. Most of the land is situated in the neighboring town of Mendon,
where it protects the drainage basin of Mendon Brook below Mount
Killington. Over the years a number of individuals made key contribu-
tions. Francis Tracy and his son, E. L. Tracy, made the success of Rutland’s
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forest a family matter, the former as superintendent of the water utility
beginning in 1917 and the latter as commissioner of public works in 1932.
State forester Perry Merrill prepared a management plan in 1927, and
Wilbur Bradder added his light hand with a forest type map penned in
1933 and a memorandum recommending that flowering shrubs as well
as fruit- and nut-bearing trees be sustained to improve the forest’s ap-
pearance and provide food for wildlife. During the Great Depression,
Works Progress Administration laborers provided timber-stand improve-
ment, their thinnings becoming fuelwood for the city’s poor. Almost forty
years later municipal forester Eugene Keenan tutored sixth-grade pupils
about the importance of watershed protection and with their assistance
seeded a protective covering of oats on cleared land.2*

Although Rutland’s forest eventually grew to 4,000 acres, it is not
the state’s largest. That distinction goes to the Morrisville village for-
est, which encompasses more than 5,000 acres and is managed by the
Morrisville Water and Light Department. Most of the property, includ-
ing numerous lease-land parcels, was acquired in 1944 and surrounds
the Green River Reservoir in the towns of Eden and Hyde Park. A mam-
moth dam completed in 1947 created that reservoir, and the water and
light commissioners finally designated the land as a municipal forest in
1959.

At the same time, however, commissioners reaffirmed a 1952 timber
lease with a local woodsman, Justus B. Wheeler, for the management
of logging on a parcel known as Bugbee Springs. This incident set the
stage for disputes among Wheeler, county forester Arlo Sterner, and mu-
nicipal forester E. Warner Shedd about forestry practices and stumpage
prices. In 1961 company superintendent Willard K. Sanders issued a
Solomon-like letter dividing the forest and, to Shedd’s chagrin, assign-
ing separate management tasks to Wheeler and government foresters.
Those who work the Northern Forest are an independent lot, and stories
such as this nourish the roots of local fable. Anecdotal value aside, this
episode illustrates one of the many potential causes for inconsistent man-
agement of municipal forests, a problem that plagued the movement in
many parts of New England. Several years later, turmoil again swirled
around the light company when it challenged the tax assessment of its
property in Hyde Park, a contest that reached the Vermont Supreme Court
three times. Timber management continues today, and technical assistance
has been provided by a consulting forester, Warren ‘Jersey” Drown.2¢

As watershed forestry matured in New England, specialized practices
began to develop in response to economic pressures and changes in tech-
nology. Planting with coniferous types was eventually considered nec-
essary only along strips bordering reservoirs; hardwoods on remaining
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lands could be cultivated naturally without the expense of seeding. Dense
forests gave way to partially open conditions that allowed more snow
and rain to reach the ground, thus increasing water yield. Lumbering
slash could be left on the ground, improving moisture content and soil
porosity and decreasing runoff. In recent years computer models have
been developed to monitor stream and overland flow, making possible
the quantification of subtle ecological phenomena such as evaporation
from tree canopies. The result is an ability to conduct intense manage-
ment of compartments. At the same time federal requirements for water
quality have imposed new burdens on utility companies, and advances
in water treatment technology have in some cases made watershed for-
ests obsolete. It is no surprise that several towns have opted to sell valu-
able waterfront property. Communities that are more forward-looking
have instead converted these reserves to public lands. Elsewhere, how-
ever, protection of surface water still reduces the need for expensive, re-
peated purification, and ‘watershed forests remain functional.?”

FOREST PARKS

Forest parks, occasionally referred to simply as reservations, are a dis-
tinct type of communal woodland that began to appear in New England
toward the close of the nineteenth century. The popularization of nu-
merous campaigns — conservation, professional forestry, emphasis on the
role of forests in a balanced ecology, celebration of Arbor Day, creation
of national parks and forests, cognizance of wilderness values, hiking
clubs —all stimulated forest recreation and fostered community initiative.
Large reservations acquired by Boston’s Metropolitan Planning Com-
mission, notably Blue Hills, Middlesex Fells, and Stony Brook, became
particularly influential after 1894. In Massachusetts several important
examples (Lynn Woods, Prospect Hill in Waltham, and Forest Park in
Springfield) gained public status well before regional reserves; others
(Andover’s Indian Ridge, for instance) followed shortly thereafter.

Trends in urban park planning were also important. Inspired by New
York’s Central Park, cities began introducing natural landscapes in coun-
terpoint to their overbuilt and congested environments. However, most
park planners, Frederick Law Olmsted foremost among them, regarded
untamed woods as impractical for cities and opted instead for more man-
icured sylvan effects. Toward the close of the nineteenth century, how-
ever, America’s enchantment with the picturesque had begun to fade and
had turned energetically to the formal park planning associated with the
City Beautiful movement and urban reform. These trends fostered inter-
est in an array of civic projects, including stewardship of local woodlands.
Ironically, the wild character of forest parks, unrestrained by ornamental
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landscaping, provided a more authentic model for the romantic themes
that had inspired much earlier park planning.?®

In their purest form forest parks are patches of woodland with little
more than simple footpaths to entice human exploration. Split-log benches
at scenic overlooks, an occasional rustic shelter, and summit observation
towers are common features. Entrance monuments, often rubblestone,
are especially important pieces that identify period of origin as well as
passage and also offer occasion for interpretation. In some locales, typ-
ically large urban centers, forest parks have succumbed to more exten-
sive improvements such as playing fields, grandstands, formal gardens,
and even zoos, golf courses, and ski runs. Such features have been
justified as a means of encouraging public recreation, one of the tenets
of reform-era park planning and admittedly a worthy goal. At the same
time, however, such changes are often inconsistent with the wild nature
of forest parks and diminish their physical integrity. Communities re-
mote from the swell of human populations have achieved a casual bal-
ance by confining buildings such as pavilions or bandstands to a single
area, often centrally located, and leaving remaining lands to the sway
of forest trees.

Addressing the annual convention of the American Institute of Park
Executives in 1921, Filibert Roth, dean of the University of Michigan’s
forestry school, observed that “the forest does more and does it better
than the park” and for the same or less money. Titling his speech “Woods
as Parks,” Roth offered sage advice on separating recreational functions
within forest parks:

Let the people decide, and wherever the mass of visitors go, there fit
the woods to the people, while in the rest, let the woods grow timber
and serve as haunt of the few, the real lovers of the woods.

By all means preserve the old, the large, the remarkable, the instruc-
tive; old oaks, rare hickories, fine clumps of hawthorn, and even blue
beech, ironwood and flowering dogwood all should be allowed a little
space. Where school children are taken in classes, leave rotten logs,
dead stubs, etc., and let them see the wild wood, truly wild. This re-
quires a few acres of land sacrificed to the visitor—it pays big, more
than any special growth of timber.??

Although recreation is a theme that dominates this distinct category
of communal forest, there is notable variety in period of origin and type
and extent of improvements. The genesis of many parks is linked to the
philanthropy of individuals who desired to preserve an especially scenic
spot of land. Moreover, benefactors’ often unique visions for these parks
have contributed handily to the patchwork of conservation ethics that joins
town to town in New England. Battell Woods in Middlebury, Vermont,
is a particularly good example. Joseph Battell, who donated lands that
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now compose a large part of Camel’s Hump State Park, also bequeathed
several parcels to his hometown. His 1901 will specified that the prop-
erty be managed with a view to preserving trees as far as compatible with
the free use of the land as a public park and recreation ground. A pre-
amble in Battell’s will evinces with clarity the sense of forest stewardship
that had begun to surface in a great many communities, for he writes of

being impressed with events attending the extensive destruction of the
original mountain forests of our country, and being mindful of the benefits
that will accrue to, and the pleasures that will be enjoyed by, the citi-
zens of the State of Vermont and the visitors within her borders, from
the preservation of a considerable tract of mountain forest in its origin
and primeval state. 30

Today Battell Woods is a nature preserve with improvements limited to
narrow, foliage-bordered footpaths that wind beneath a canopy of white
pine and sprout maples. A small, weathered wooden sign quietly an-
nounces the park’s entrance.

Montpelier’s Hubbard Park is another noteworthy example but one that
accommodates recreation in a variety of ways and serves, eminently so,
as a sylvan backdrop to the state’s capital city. The park’s original acreage
was donated to the city by John E. Hubbard, who specified that the prop-
erty be used as a park and requested the appointment of commissioners.
Although Hubbard’s will left no express requirement to create a wood-
land reserve, park commissioners have allowed forest cover to grow domi-
nant on land that was mostly unused pasture at the time of Hubbard’s
bequest. As in many of New England’s forest parks, however, such policy
may have been as much the product of frugality as any other factor.

Park commissioners hired landscape architect Dana F. Dow to prepare
a plan, and his accompanying report called for features typical of park
planning for the period —entrance gates of weathered stone, curvilinear
roadways, a ramble bordered by ornamental planting similar to that in
Harvard’s Arnold Arboretum near Boston, rustic summer houses and
bridges, and an observation tower he considered to be essential. In fact,
Dow’s report displays a postcard of the Norumbega Tower in Newton,
Massachusetts, revealing the influence Massachusetts had on park plan-
ning in more remote communities. At the same time Dow conceded the
boundaries of his commission, suggesting informal, simple treatments
due to limited funds and advising that walkways should resemble moun-
tain paths.3!

City officials proved to be even more thrifty than Dow anticipated,
and most of his proposals were not adopted. Today roadways and several
clearings do vaguely adhere to the original plan, and stone monuments
mark entrance into the park, a feature that Dow regarded as particularly
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Plan for Hubbard Park, Montpelier, by Dana F. Dow. No date (19077?).
Vermont Historical Society.

important. Plantations of red pine and Norway spruce began in 1906 and
1909, and a hemlock grove—in Dow’s words the park’s finest natural
feature — remains. Benches were distributed along walks and drives and
small garden plots made available for rent. A castellated observation tower,
begun in 1916 with fieldstone amassed from walls that bend across the
park, was finally completed in 1931. In more recent years a physical fitness
course has been added, and well-worn hiking paths become cross-country
ski trails in winter. Primitive shelters and stone fireplaces anchor secluded
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picnic areas, and a sledding hill comes alive soon after snow falls. Forest
cover, however, remains the park’s dominant (and least expensive) attri-
bute. In 1992 horses were used for logging mature pine, and the public
was invited to observe.32

Recreation was also important in town forests, and the town forest move-
ment helped popularize woods as parks. In fact town forests qualify as
a special subset of forest parks in many locales. A marked increase in
the acquisition of community woodland, accompanied by technical as-
sistance from government foresters who had become adept at working
with town forest committees, helped promote public forests as valuable
parts of community structure. On occasion, too, the problems that hindered
commercial production of timber in town forests allowed recreational
functions to assume a central role. At the same time, many communities
intentionally placed their forests a cautious distance from timber
production.

Paradise Park, Windsor’s town forest, illustrates the subtle affiliation
that more than occasionally developed between town forests and forest
parks. A large part of the 115-acre tract, together with spring rights, was
purchased by the town in 1943 from the estate of Allen W. Evarts, and
the park now functions simultaneously as a watershed reserve, recrea-
tion area, and town forest. Administrators of Evart’s estate required that
his land be used as a public park and authorized forestry management,
but they specifically prohibited the cutting of timber for commercial sale.??

A series of management plans for Windsor’s park has guided town
officials. The first, prepared in 1961 by Eugene Keenan, called for opti-
mum forest growth through sustained-yield management. A park com-
mittee was finally established in 1979, and a ten-year management plan
was completed two years later; a timber sale was conducted the follow-
ing year. The park, which rises above Runnymeade Pond, is situated within
both view and a short walk of the village center. Simple benches stra-
tegically overlook a stream as it plummets into a steep ravine. Footpaths
converge at a small glade with a single log shelter and picnic table be-
neath a towering white pine. Recreational activities take place with a mini-
mum of disturbance to the forest’s primitive qualities, and interpretation
of the park as a forest is unmistakable. Indeed by most standards Para-
dise Park is a model for forest parks throughout New England.34

9

From their origins Vermont communities have been quiet stewards of
forests that today peaceably accommodate wildlife habitat, protection
of water supplies, cultivation of timber, ecological study, and myriad hu-
man endeavor in the guise of recreation. Ample are the rewards of this



cultural landscape of collaboration. In the Calais town forest, for instance,
mature timber and low-grade wood were recently culled and the proceeds —
more than $16,000 —awarded to the town’s conservation fund. Yet poten-
tial return surpasses mundane profit. The aged, contentious debate about
use and ownership of New England’s Northern Forest has been divisive.
All the while the region’s towns have fostered an unpretentious model
that offers long-sought common ground. Whether public land, munici-
pal forest, watershed plantation, or forest park, these woodlands allow
communities to participate in the debate and to counter policy (govern-
ment and private alike) that can sometimes be heavy-handed. Reynolds
and others who were active in the movement for town forests made simi-
lar suggestions at the beginning of this century, and their arguments are
as relevant today as then.

The timeliness of this historical argument leads to a concluding ob-
servation point, one with vistas that span time as much as distance. Com-

Town hall and town forest. Calais, Vermont, 1990. Photograph by Robert L.
McCullough.
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munal forests thrive beneath a canopy of natural and cultural history, inter-
mingled to the extent that distinctions become unimportant. In truth, no
better examples of such a blending exist. Knowledge of the commercial
properties of tree species —and the historical significance of these prop-
erties to a society built with wood—is no less valuable to our cultural
identity than is cognizance of the relationship between forests and ecol-
ogy. Each provides essential fuel for more profound understanding. The
particular beauty of communal forests lies in their accessibility, a place
to keep history and nature part of our everyday lives. They are at once
an immediate sanctuary for the weary in spirit and an easy jaunt for the
light of foot.

NoOTES

! Florence M. Woodard, The Town Proprietors in Vermont: The New England Town Proprietor-
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When Industry Was King in Craftsbury

Farming was, of course, the principal
occupation, but significant numbers of small
industries and other businesses centered on the
immediate needs of the farmer and were often
run by people who themselves were part-time
farmers.

By DANIEL A. METRAUX

he traditional view that Americans have of stable and peaceful

life in northern New England in the nineteenth century repre-

sents in fact a very brief transitional time between the attain-
ment of economic stability after the War of 1812 and the coming of the
railroad five decades later. This half century saw the northern hilltowns
attain their highest levels of population and diversity of economic activ-
ity. Although there was extensive trade with Montreal and southern New
England, this region had to be largely self-sufficient in terms of food and
the necessities of daily life. The railroad opened northern Vermont to
the world, changing the character of the area forever.

Craftsbury in 1840 provides a good model for understanding the re-
gion during this era. There were 1,151 residents living in twelve school
districts throughout the township. Farmers had begun to diversify their
crops and activities and to specialize in various products. The agricul-
tural census for 1840 indicates this variety:

Farm Animals Crops (bushels) Crops
Horses 333 Wheat 1,730 Hay (tons) 3,171
Cattle 1,718 Barley 1,049 Sugar (Ibs.) 35,412
Sheep 3,166 QOats 14,398 Wool (lbs.) 7,980
Swine 658 Rye 167

Buckwheat 830
Indian corn 1,928
Potatoes 47,906



Cattle and sheep became staples of the town’s economy following the
War of 1812. Cattle produced meat, milk, and butter for home consump-
tion and cheese and butter for export to Montreal and Boston. Vermont
became one of the world’s major centers for the production of wool in
the second quarter of the nineteenth century, when merino sheep were
imported from Spain. Sheep outnumbered humans by a ratio of six to
one at the height of the wool trade in 1840 in most of Vermont and by
a three-to-one ratio in Craftsbury. Although neither Greensboro nor Crafts-
bury could match other parts of the state in wool production, even the
smaller amount of wool provided local farmers with an important sec-
ondary income.

Oats, wheat, barley, corn, and potatoes were the leading crops. Pota-
toes were the basis of many meals, while corn and wheat were ground
for meal and flour. Since Montrealers expressed strong demand for oats,
50 tons were exported there each year. In fact, Montreal was the desti-
nation and source of most of Craftsbury’s external trade. Besides oats,
Craftsbury sent beef, pork, mutton, cheese, grain, pearl ashes, and maple
sugar. Most of these goods were transported in winter on huge sleds.

Farming was, of course, the principal occupation, but significant
numbers of small industries and other businesses centered on the im-
mediate needs of the farmer and were often run by people who themselves
were part-time farmers. Craftsbury’s industrial prominence between the
1820s and 1870s was made possible in part by its rugged terrain. Its nu-
merous streams were an easy source of waterpower, as evident today by
the ruins of many mills. Sawmills met the lumber needs of area residents;

TaBLE 1. Industries in Craftsbury

1840 1860
Gristmills 2 2
Hulling mill | 1
Carding machines 2 0
Sawmills 10 5
Fulling mills 2 0
Carriage makers 3 0
Oil mill 1 0
Woolen factory 0 1
Blacksmiths —* 5
Wheelwrights - 3
Tannery - 1

* A dash indicates data are not available.
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TaBLE 2. Craftsbury Population, 1830-1880

Population
1830 982
1840 1,151
1850 1,223
1860 1,413
1870 1,330
1880 1,381

gristmills and hulling mills ground grain and processed oatmeal. Card-
ing machinery was important for the production of wool but disappeared
by 1860 with the rapid decline of the wool industry in Vermont.

By midcentury the intense farming and industrialization of the area
exhausted local resources. The land became less fertile and farm yield
began to decline. The Civil War introduced many young Vermonters to
better land elsewhere, and the arrival of the railroad gave them an easy
avenue of escape. Craftsbury’s population peaked in 1860, slipped gradu-
ally in the 1860s, held steady in the 1870s, and decreased again after 1880.
Although French Canadians took over many farms in Greensboro and
Craftsbury in the late nineteenth century, the 1870s saw the start of a
slow overall decline in farming, traditional industry, and population that
was not reversed until the 1960s with the growth of tourism and other
service industries.

The railroads dramatically changed the lives of local residents. The
Boston and New York markets brought demand for more specialized pro-
duction of dairy and meat products and supplied town residents with a
wide variety of food, clothing, and other necessities. Large, productive
farms thrived, whereas smaller farmers often went out of business (many
of the cellar holes still to be found in local woods date from the coming
of the railroad). Most local mills shut down when it became cheaper to
buy meal or cloth made elsewhere. Lumbering also waned somewhat
but remained an important secondary line of work for farmers.

Railroads also made northern Vermont accessible to tourists and va-
cationers. By the 1880s a traveler could leave Boston early in the morn-
ing and arrive in Craftsbury at the end of the day by taking a series of
trains to Hardwick or Greensboro Bend and a coach for the final leg
of the journey. Boardinghouses and three hotels as well as newer inns
in Greensboro catered to the tourist trade.

Tourism helped the local economy, as did increased demand for local
dairy products, but the virtual disappearance of local industry and the
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Map of Crafisbury from Beers's Atlas of the Counties of Lamoille and
Orleans, Vermont, 1878. The map records a woolen factory, tannery, sash
and blind factory, blacksmith shop, gristmill, and sawmill along the trib-
utary of the Black River.

decline of the small family subsistence farm brought a gradual outward
migration of younger people. This trend lasted until the late 1950s and
1960s, when large numbers of residents of New York and Boston began
to buy or build homes in the region. One inducement was the low price
of land. New inns, a junior college, a major sports center, and a nursing
home brought added prosperity to Craftsbury. Like many Vermont towns,
Craftsbury now depends on the service sector for its survival.



BOOK REVIEWS

The Original Vermonters: Native Inhabitants,
Past and Present

By William A. Haviland and Marjory W. Power (Hanover, N.H.:
University Press of New England, 1994, rev. ed. pp. 360, paper,
$22.50).

his new edition of The Original Vermonters brings the story of the

state’s Abenaki people up-to-date and makes that story available in
paperback format at a reasonable price. Much has happened since William
Haviland and Marjory Power, both professors of anthropology at the Uni-
versity of Vermont, wrote the first edition of the book, published in 1981.
The revised edition both incorporates recent scholarship and reflects sig-
nificant changes in the Abenaki community and the Abenakis’ place in
Vermont.

Although state recognition was briefly bestowed on the Abenakis in
1976 and withdrawn in 1977, fifteen years ago most Vermonters seemed
to know or care little about the region’s first inhabitants. Many still clung
to the ridiculous notion that Indian people never lived here, or assumed
that if they did, they were just passersby, on their way to extinction or
to becoming someone else’s “problem.” The Original Vermonters helped
to change things. It provided —and still provides —the most comprehen-
sive survey of Indian life in Vermont from Paleoindian times to the pres-
ent. It demonstrated that Vermont, like the rest of North America, has



an ancient history of human occupation, dating back 11,000 years, and
that the history of non-Indians in Vermont is extremely brief in compari-
son. The book provided the archaeological, anthropological, and histori-
cal context for understanding the Abenakis’ long struggle to survive in
their homeland and their ongoing relations —and occasional confronta-
tions —with non-Abenaki neighbors.

Today Vermonters generally are more aware of the Abenakis, their
history, and their current concerns. Scholars have continued the pioneer-
ing work of the late Gordon Day to research and write about the Abe-
nakis, the Vermont Historical Society and other local organizations have
staged programs designed to increase public awareness, and schools offer
classes in Indian history. Most significantly, the Abenakis themselves
have taken increasing charge not only of their own affairs but also of how
they are viewed by the general public. Disputes over sovereignty, rec-
ognition, fishing rights, license plates, and so on have generated con-
siderable publicity, good and bad, for Vermont Abenakis. But the Abenaki
community has also launched educational and cultural programs, con-
veying new appreciation of who they are, building broader support for
what they are trying to do, and creating greater awareness of the deep
significance of such issues as reburial, repatriation, and preservation of
their language. Vermont’s Abenakis are no longer “hiding in plain sight”;
they are more visible to non-Indians now than they have ever been.

Nevertheless, the endurance of popular stereotypes means that many
non-Indians still do not understand what they are seeing when they see
an Abenaki Indian. The new edition of The Original Vermonters will con-
tinue to break down stereotypes, presenting in their place a picture of
real people struggling to preserve their identity and culture, and doing
so as Western Abenakis, not as Hollywood Indians. With revisions in
every chapter and substantial additions to reflect new scholarship and
new archaeological evidence uncovered during the past fifteen years or
so, the book is an essential introduction to the past and presence of
Vermont’s native peoples, a valuable survey of the state’s ancient history,
and basic reading for those who would look beyond stereotypes and news-
paper headlines to better understand the issues confronting the Abenakis
and their neighbors today.

CoLIN G. CALLOWAY

Colin Calloway is professor of history and Native American studies at Dart-
mouth College. He is the author of The Western Abenakis of Vermont, 1600-1800
(1990) and The American Revolution in Indian Country (1995).
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Confronting Statehood: A Bicentennial Series
of Short Essays

By Paul S. Gillies (Burlington: University of Vermont, Center for
Research on Vermont and Vermont Statehood Bicentennial
Commission, 1992, occasional paper 14, pp. 107, paper, $4.50).

Some publications turn out to be interesting and informative. Others
are difficult and frustrating. Very rarely, a few provide pure pleasure.
Such is the case with Confronting Statehood, a collection of short essays
written for the 1991 state bicentennial celebration by Paul S. Gillies,
Vermont deputy secretary of state at the time.

Originally published as a series of weekly newspaper columns during
Vermont's bicentennial year, this collection consists of fifty-two brief essays
that cover a sweeping range of topics from 200 years of Vermont history.
They are fascinating, captivating, and delightfully informative.

All the major figures from Vermont’s past come to life here, but much
of the appeal is to be found in the less well known characters. Among
them are the Reverend Chauncy Lee of Sunderland, who may or may
not have invented the dollar sign in his 1797 school textbook; Frederick
Hoxie, who was tried for treason, a federal crime punishable by death,
when he violated Thomas Jefferson’s embargo and smuggled a raft full
of timber across the border to Canada in 1808; and Montpelier author
Daniel Pierce Thompson, whose 1839 best-seller The Green Mountain
Boys was published in over fifty editions and helped turn Ethan Allen
into a national hero.

But it’s not just the people that attract Gillies's attention. These essays
are full of wonderfully idiosyncratic information. Did you know that be-
cause of a design error the Champlain Canal was built 1 foot narrower
than the Erie Canal, making through traffic from the Great Lakes to Lake
Champlain unlikely? And are you aware of the real story of how Ver-
mont lost the thalweg of the Connecticut River? Or are you even cog-
nizant of the role Vermont has played in numerous Hollywood movies
since 1920, when Lillian Gish first floated on an ice flow in Way Down East?

The foreword to this publication calls the volume “an almost kaleido-
scopic view of Vermont” (p. iv), and truer words were never written.
The gang is all here—everyone from the Allens to Coolidge to Aiken,
and many more, including the 40,000 Vermonters who showed up in Mont-
pelier in 1898 to greet Admiral George Dewey after he returned from
Manila Bay. And there are marvelous nuggets of information about gov-
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ernment and politics, economics, taxes, sheep, the Grange, and the Under-
ground Railroad, before one of the final essays concludes with some ob-
servations about the “vanished Vermonters,” the native Abenakis who never
went away.

This volume’s only drawback is its highly addictive quality: once you
get started, it’s difficult to put the book down. But what better way to
spend your time? As Gillies points out in an essay on Vermont humor,
a farmer was asked if it wasn’t a waste of time to feed his pigs by holding
them up to reach the apples growing in his orchard. After a thoughtful
pause, the farmer replied, “What's time to a pig?” (p. 77). Help!

This publication, cosponsored by the Vermont Statehood Bicentennial
Commission and the University of Vermont’s Center for Research on Ver-
mont, is one of a series of occasional papers the center has published
on a wide variety of topics. Unlike this collection, most of the occasional
works focus on a single subject, such as the French in Vermont, the Gibson-
Aiken connection, taxation, social service, and even a historical who's
who of Vermont theater. They are very informative and reasonably priced.
Anyone interested should contact Kristin Peterson-Ishaq, managing editor
of the series, at 802/656-4389.

And then just sit back, relax, and enjoy this wonderful, wacky, whim-
sical bicentennial tour of Vermont’s rich heritage!

FRANK SMALLWOOD

Frank Smallwood is the Nelson A. Rockefeller Professor of Government
Emeritus of Dartmouth College.

The Landscape of Community: A History
of Communal Forests in New England

By Robert McCullough (Hanover, N.H.: University Press of
New England, 1995, pp. 414, $55.00).

The Northern Forest

By David Dobbs and Richard Ober (White River Junction, Vt.:
Chelsea Green Publishing, pp. 356, $23.00).

he Landscape of Community and The Northern Forest offer two very
different perspectives on the forests of New England. Robert McCul-
lough provides a historical understanding of change, while David Dobbs
and Richard Ober offer an intimate view of the changing lives of people
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who live in these forests. Together they bring fresh new insights into how
these forests have continually affected our lives and communities and
the importance of understanding both the natural and cultural landscapes
of New England.

The Landscape of Community is a thorough piece of historical research.
Enriched with delightful anecdotes, it contains a wealth of new infor-
mation about the community forests of New England. Over 100 maps,
photographs, and illustrations; eighty pages of endnotes; and bibliographic
citations from a remarkable range of sources affirm the author’s careful
scholarship.

In eight chapters McCullough traces the origins and evolution of five
categories of community forests: common land, public lands, town forests,
watershed plantations, and forest parks, with a discussion of the more
recent emergence of community lands owned or controlled by town con-
servation commissions. The “cardinal theme” of the book, McCullough
states, is the “ancient continuum of forest and town in New England”
Although much of the original common forestland long ago became pri-
vate property, the author has uncovered fascinating stories of the rem-
nant “ancient public woodlands.” It is among New England’s “less familiar
towns,” where the “spirit of this history resides” (pp. 2-4). McCullough
also shows that this forest history is an integral part of urban and village
history and traces the evolution of “a woodland ethic” that resulted from
the intimate relationships of towns, people, and a working-forest land-
scape, a theme echoed in Dobbs and Ober’s book as well.

It is the careful development of these themes that makes McCullough’s
book much more than the history of seemingly small and insignificant
tracts of land scattered across the region. As the author explains in his
epilogue, the region is in the process of reclaiming its heritage of com-
munity forests through the work of planning and zoning commissions,
state land acquisition programs, and the work of private land trusts region-
wide. This book links these new initiatives to the heritage from which
the ethic driving the movement came. McCullough affirms the proverb
that, in the best sense, “the past is always prelude.”

The book is superbly written, though some may find the intricate stories
of specific forest tracts too detailed. For a student of forest policy, how-
ever, this book is like discovering a long-lost family history that reveals
the full story of ancient relatives previously known only from names on
gravestones. It is also an excellent example of modern historical writing
based on comprehensive interdisciplinary research encompassing a broad
spectrum of the social sciences and humanities.

Dobbs and Ober wrote The Northern Forest to tell the story of the North-
ern Forest through the eyes and hearts of those who live there. But the



authors soon realized that the relationship between people and land was
more than a good way to tell this complex story: it was the story.

Like an old family photo album, the book is a collection of snapshots
of a few people who exemplify everyday life in the forests of northern
New England and New York. Unlike more scholarly analyses of the forces
reshaping this region (e.g., The Future of the Northern Forest; see the
review in the summer 1995 issue of Vermont History), this is an intimate
glimpse into the lives of the people directly affected by those external
forces.

Overall the reader has one of those rare encounters with a book that
is like the experience of meeting a new friend. You will never again see
the Northern Forest the way you did before the encounter. In places the
stories of daily life between friends and generations are almost tedious
but never without warmth and insight. It is also painful to realize how
the changes sweeping the region are making the daily struggle to live
off the land increasingly difficult, if not impossible. Though not explicitly
told so, the reader comes to understand that this transformation may be
both inevitable and irreversible and that the recent efforts of individuals
and institutions to stem the tide of change are both naive and inadequate.
This realization comes gradually as the authors weave the threads of his-
tory and thoughtful commentary into the stories of the individuals and
families.

Although they do not address in detail the awesome power of economic
and political forces coming from outside the region, Dobbs and Ober
are clear that they believe the people who live in the Northern Forest
must have a central role in shaping their own future. In their last chapter
they make a compelling argument that the region’s “tradition of face-to-
face democratic decision-making, its resilient woods and resourceful
people” (p. 342) are at the heart of the matter and the key to the future.

CARL REIDEL

Carl Reidel is the Daniel Clarke Sanders Professor of Environmental Policy,
University of Vermont.



Vermont Cabinetmakers and Chairmakers
Before 1855: A Checklist

By Charles A. Robinson (Shelburne, Vt.: Shelburne Museum,
1994, pp. 126, paper, $14.95).

The Best the Country Affords: Vermont Furniture,
1765-1850

By Kenneth Joel Zogry (Bennington, Vt.: Bennington Museum,
1995, pp. 176, $55.00, paper, $37.00).

wo new books about Vermont furniture are welcome additions to

the ever increasing number of regional studies of American furni-
ture. With the exception of several recent articles, one by William Hosley
Jr. in Old-Time New England 72 (1987) and articles by Kenneth Zogry
in the August 1993 issue of Antiques and the October 1993 issue of Maine
Antique Digest, there has been little material on Vermont furniture. These
books fill this void.

Charles Robinson’s checklist contains over 900 cabinetmakers, chair-
makers, and furniture makers who worked in Vermont prior to 1855. The
profiles are based on vital records, federal censuses of 1790-1860, the
1820 census of manufacturers, the 1850 industrial census, business di-
rectories, town histories, and advertisements from more than fifty news-
papers. Each entry includes the artisan’s date and place of birth; the town
or towns in which he lived; occupation as given in the 1820, 1840, and
1850 censuses; data from industrial census listings; citations in business
directories; and types of furniture offered, as described in newspaper
advertisements. Scattered with illustrations of cabinetmakers’ labels, the
checklist is a wonderful resource for those of us involved with furniture
history and documentation, providing valuable context for the furni-
ture itself.

Prior to 1855, most furniture-making shops were small and were
typically in a building connected to a dwelling or in part of a barn or
separate structure near the house. Although chairmakers made only chairs,
cabinetmakers produced all types of furniture, including chairs. An in-
troductory illustrated essay by Philip Zea, “Craftsmen and Culture,” ex-
plores the migration patterns of furniture makers. Vermont cabinetwork
is similar to that of other regions in the Northeast and Canada because
cabinetmakers from these areas settled Vermont and brought their ideas
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and skills with them. Even so, 27.5 percent of the furniture makers in
the checklist at work in Vermont before 1825 were born in Vermont, and
from 1825 to 1855 more than half the furniture makers whose origins
are known were Vermonters.

Zogry, who edited Robinson’s checklist, is the author of The Best the
Country Affords. The title is derived from an 1842 newspaper advertise-
ment urging the public to call at the shop of Choate and Sias in Danville,
Vermont, “where can be found chairs, the best the country affords.” Zogry’s
book also serves as a catalog for a recent exhibit of Vermont-made fur-
niture at the Bennington Museum and the Shelburne Museum.

Whereas Robinson’s book gives the raw data, Zogry’s book provides
interpretation. He explains the use of various furniture types within the
home, often adding observations from social history. When discussing
a tea table, for example, he describes the ritual of tea drinking in early
America. I especially liked his examination of architecture, as some cab-
inetmakers were also builders and architects or were at least influenced
by what they saw. Zogry makes use of the University of Vermont’s Congdon
Collection of architectural photographs taken in the 1920s and 1930s,
adding a sampling of both exteriors and interiors to the photographs of
furniture. It is this type of context that makes Zogry’s book so informa-
tive. No tedious, detailed furniture descriptions here!

Many cabinetmaking shops sprang up and disappeared almost over-
night, and craftsmen moved with surprising ease throughout Vermont
and beyond. In his introductory chapter Zogry explains that “the chal-
lenge in this study is to link as many objects as possible with families
or craftsmen in a particular town or region and to factor in the fragmen-
tary documentary evidence in order to identify the fingerprints of Ver-
mont cabinetmaking” (p. 18). He does this very successfully.

The book is divided geographically and then chronologically, with sig-
nificant objects grouped together. This arrangement truly enhances the
interpretation. Color maps accompany the chapters, and at the bottom
of each page is a small map highlighting the area featured: southwestern
Vermont, northwestern Vermont, southeastern Vermont, central Vermont,
or the Northeast Kingdom. An introductory essay giving an overview
of what was happening generally in the area precedes each section.

Zogry discusses the influence of other regional styles on Vermont furni-
ture, the inevitable consequence of cabinetmakers’ moving to Vermont
from other areas of New England. One such cabinetmaker, Nathan Burnell
(1790-1866), was born in Massachusetts, and settled in Swanton, Ver-
mont, prior to 1820. A bowfront bureau, signed and dated by Burnell,
is illustrated in color and shows coastal Massachusetts and New Hamp-
shire influence. The variety of local woods that make up the piece demon-



strates Burnell’s effective use of available resources, and his limiting the
banding along both the top and the base to the front of the bureau rep-
resents a labor- and cost-saving device other Vermont cabinetmakers also
practiced. Burnell’'s account book and tool chest still survive, making
him one of the best-documented Vermont cabinetmakers. His account
book indicates that during the 1820s bureaus, the most expensive items
he produced, sold for $15 to $25. A tiger maple bureau made by Daniel
Loomis (1798-1833) of Shaftsbury, Vermont, signed and dated March
18, 1817, bears a striking similarity to the work of Richard Allison of New
York City. The author illustrates the Allison chest, now in the collections
of the New York State Museum, and tantalizes us with the prospect that
someone trained in Allison’s shop, perhaps one of Allison’s seven sons,
may have emigrated to Vermont.

Local cabinetmakers often purchased ready-carved elements from larger
shops. The business papers of Nathan Parker’s (1789-1876) cabinetmak-
ing shop in Middlebury, Vermont, for the 1820s document that J. L.
Bower’s Mahogany Yard in New York billed Parker for “2 Setts of Pillar
& Claws Carved @%$7.00” (p. 55).

The Best the Country Affords shows the human side of the cabinet-
makers. Annoyed by the pompous advertisements of their competitor,
Thomas Boynton of Windsor, Vermont, Thomas Pomroy and Lemuel
Hedge announced in a newspaper ad that they could “manufacture any
kind of Cabinet Work, either in the ‘French, ‘Grecian, Arabian, Chinese,
Italian, English, or American style, almost as well as those who give
their unqualified assurance that they will not permit their work to be
equalled in Vermont” (p. 100).

The book has excellent color and black-and-white photographs of fur-
niture, as well as illustrations of buildings and tools, portraits of some
cabinetmakers, labels, and newspaper advertisements. There is a selec-
tive bibliography and an index. Minor problems in an otherwise fine pub-
lication are the small type size and the confusing text layout. With the
type all the same size, and no indentations, it is difficult to determine
just where a catalog entry begins and ends.

Both The Best the Country Affords and Vermont Cabinetmakers and
Chairmakers Before 1855 are cause for celebration among decorative arts
buffs and historians alike. They strongly complement one another, to-
gether providing valuable new information on Vermont cabinetmaking.
Since these cabinetmakers were constantly on the move, the books offer
in microcosm what may also have been happening in other regions of
the United States at this time.

JOHN L. SCHERER



.....................

John L. Scherer is curator of decorative arts at the New York State Museum
and author of New York State Furniture at the New York State Museum and
New York Furniture: The Federal Period, 1788-1825.

Norwich University

By Brian W. Smith, photographer. Historical text by Gary Thomas
Lord (Louisville, Ky.: Harmony House, 1995, pp. 112, $47.95).

he 175th anniversary celebration of Norwich University is highlighted

by Brian Smith’s color photograph book, the official commemora-
tive project of the Norwich University Alumni Association. Engravings,
lithographs, sketches, drawings, and historic photographs from the Krietz-
berg Library add to the visual enjoyment of the book. Gary Lord, Nor-
wich history professor and Vermont historian, has provided a concise
narrative survey and “A Selected Chronology of Norwich University.”

Founded in 1819 by Alden Partridge, a dynamic educational leader in
nineteenth-century America, Norwich stood out among other colleges
because of its unique curriculum: Norwich was the first institution to
instruct civil engineering in the United States. Pioneer courses in phys-
ical education, agriculture, military field training, modern languages,
and history as well as political economy established Norwich as a leader
in education. The photographic history surveys the first women admitted
into the corps of cadets in 1974. The transformation of the regional, all-
male, essentially white institution in the 1960s into a national institution
with a much more diverse student body was a major achievement for
Norwich administrators.

A number of prominent Americans have attended Norwich. Alonzo
Jackman, Norwich’s first graduate, achieved fame as a mathematician,
scientist, and teacher in addition to being a Civil War general. Captain
James H. Ward, class of 1823, was the first Union naval officer killed
in the Civil War. Granville M. Dodge, class of 1851, was a prominent
Civil War general and Union Pacific Railroad engineer. Admiral George
Dewey, the hero of Manila Bay, graduated from Norwich in 1855. Major
Edmund Rice, class of 1860, was one of the youngest (at age twenty)
to be awarded the Medal of Honor for his bravery during the defense
of Pickett’s charge on the third day at Gettysburg. General Ernest N,
Harmon, class of 1917, had a distinguished battlefield armored division
command in Europe in World War II and served as president of Norwich



from 1950 to 1965. William G. Wilson, class of 1918, became a cofounder
in 1935 of Alcoholics Anonymous with Robert Smith; their twelve steps
for achieving sobriety has had an impact on the lives of millions of people.
In a commencement speech General Omar Nelson Bradley stated that
Norwich had “one of the nation’s outstanding R.O.T.C. unitsand . . . con-
tributed more than 1,600 men to military service during the Second World
War” (p. 93). Over 1,000 Norwich alumni served in the Vietnam War.
Today many Norwich graduates continue to receive commissions in the
U.S. armed services.

This handsome history of Norwich, with passages and quotations per-
taining to the rich heritage and traditions associated with this remark-
able Vermont institution, will be a collector’s item. Norwich graduates
remembering student life, collectors of Vermont histories, and those in-
terested in the history of higher education all will wish to have this well-
illustrated and well-written volume.

ALAN C. AIMONE

Alan C. Aimone is the chief of special collections at the U.S. Military Acad-
emy Library, West Point, New York. His book User’s Guide to the Official Rec-
ords of the Civil War was published in 1994.

A Noble Pursuit: The Sesquicentennial History of
the New England Historic Genealogical Society,
1845-1995

By John A. Schutz (Boston: New England Historic Genealogical
Society, 1995, pp. 247, $25.00).

ne hundred and fifty years of institutional life is well worth cele-

brating. Although 150 years make up the span of only two human
lifetimes laid end-to-end, that same period represents six generations of
service from faithful officers, members, and especially staff. A huzzah,
then, to the New England Historic Genealogical Society!

NEHGS has earned an honored place among institutions that strive
to preserve the memory of human events, but it did not easily achieve
this distinction. Indeed, its history appears to an outsider to have been
as undisciplined and various as a person’s life can be. For its written his-
tory, we are indebted to John A. Schutz, an emeritus professor of history
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at the University of California and for some years an influential trustee
and officer of the society.

The originators of the society were antiquarians of various stripes—a
struggling lawyer, a failed clergyman and a successful one, a hyperkinetic
physician, a bookseller—who were deeply interested in the family his-
tories of the founders of New England (and, one may suppose, of their
own families). Inspired by John Farmer’s Genealogical Register of the
First Settlers of New England, instituted in 1829 and left incomplete at
the New Hampshire author’s death in 1838, they and their successors were
and remain at odds with the Massachusetts Historical Society (MHS)
over the ways and means of genealogical research within the historical
enterprise. Is genealogical inquiry founded in mere filiopietism, or do
its results shed light on the human condition? Members of NEHGS, how-
ever, have struggled with the issue since 1845, and their evolving responses
to it have shaped and reshaped the collections and programs of the so-
ciety. To this reviewer, some genealogical inquiries can be engrossing
and make up essential elements in the examination of other historical
problems, as the work of the Center for Family and Community History
at the Newberry Library amply demonstrates.

Schutz takes us through the years at NEHGS, citing with dismay the
society’s continuing fiscal problems but delineating with pride its con-
siderable accomplishments. Among them has been the sponsorship of
Henry F. Waters’s Genealogical Gleanings in England, extracted from
the vital records located at Somerset House and published in the New
England Historical and Genealogical Register (“the oldest quarterly maga-
zine in the United States”) from 1883 through 1899; its great published
series of the vital records of the cities and towns of Massachusetts; and
the support of the scholarly work of Gary Boyd Roberts. Schutz lovingly
and painstakingly describes the annual meetings, the foibles of the society’s
aged presidents (for example, James Phinney Baxter’s bequest to the city
of Boston for the erection of a “temple of honor” to commemorate the
contributions of the Protestant men—the “best seed of Old England™
who came “together to build a nation”), the battles that raged between
rivals for high office and within the society’s council over policy, and the
fiscal irresponsibility of a recent executive director.

The question of where NEHGS was to hang its hat and shelve its books
and manuscripts seems to have been a perennial one until the society
built on Ashburton Place. But the society lost its elegant hall to the Com-
monwealth of Massachusetts by eminent domain when the latter expanded
its hulking offices into that charming street. Even then, the society’s coun-
cil procrastinated to such an extent that it lost a great deal of money by
failing to settle with the state in a timely manner and losing an expensive



court case in trying to rectify its error. Now residing at 101 Newbury
Street in a former but grand and expanded bank building, NEHGS ap-
pears to have come to rest for the immediate future, although the prob-
lem of what to do with its bronze and marble memorial plaques continues
to nag at the council.

So, too, have more important matters, such as the nature of the research
collections of the society, how broadly in U.S. history NEHGS should
collect, and whether NEHGS should support a museum of decorative
arts. There have been various responses to these questions, but in recent
years the society has sharpened its collecting policies. Although the mu-
seum is gone, many pieces of fine furniture remain in the director’s office
and the council room. In the early 1960s, during the tenure of president
Walter Muir Whitehill and director Edgar Dean, quantities of miscel-
laneous eighteenth- and nineteenth-century pamphlets were given to the
Massachusetts Historical Society or the American Antiquarian Society,
a move prompted in large part by the loss of the Ashburton Place build-
ing and following the contemporary practice of freely placing out-of-
scope collections in institutions where they would fall within collecting
policies. Its collection of local directories became centered on New
England, the remainder going to the Boston Public Library or the Ameri-
can Antiquarian Society (AAS). But even earlier, in 1910, NEHGS placed
on indefinite loan at Harvard, MHS, and AAS large segments of its col-
lections that had come as gifts: the Hancock family papers to Harvard,
General Henry Knox’s papers to MHS, and some thousands of maps along
with a few pamphlets to AAS. Seventy years later, when pinched for funds,
NEHGS called in the loans from the institutions that had cared for and
serviced those collections for the benefit of all scholars. The society gave
the borrowers a choice: either purchase the materials or return them to
NEHGS. In the end Harvard bought the Hancock papers, as did AAS
the maps. The Massachusetts Historical Society declined to buy the Knox
papers for $4 million, however, and the collection was sold to a private
collector, who no doubt has broken it up.

By defining its collecting policy, the society has also focused its pro-
grammatic initiatives. The membership of NEHGS numbers in the tens
of thousands and is worldwide in scope. Its Register remains a very strong
genealogical periodical with a huge readership. The library holdings in
genealogical manuscripts, as well as in genealogical and local historical
books and microfilms, are exceptionally strong and support an active lend-
ing policy for NEHGS members. The society holds regular seminars on
genealogical research in distant places, resulting in a geographical spread
of its influence; lecture series also attract audiences to its Boston
headquarters.
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Schutz has produced a book that is filled with frank observations and
is not shy about expressing his own sharp opinions concerning the pol-
icies and events he describes. In fact, his point of view comes straight
from the Pacific shore, and he seems to exhibit reservations about the
nature of old New England institutions, some established well before
there was much to do in California. Nonetheless, the result is illuminat-
ing, instructive, and amusing. The book deserves a more useful index,
though. The one provided is divided by name and subject; for entries
with many citations, no suggestions are made to the character of the cita-
tions, leaving the inquirer pretty much in a sea of page numbers. A4 Noble
Pursuit is well illustrated by portraits of officers, staff members, and build-
ing accommodations. Charts lead us through mazes of administrations
and finances. It is, in fact, a very good institutional history, worthy of
its occasion.

Marcus A. McCoRISON

Marcus McCorison is president emeritus of the American Antiquarian Soci-
ety, Worcester, Massachusetts, and an honorary member of the Vermont Histori-
cal Society.

Lucius Chittenden’s Journey to “The Inside
of the Earth”

Transcribed and annotated by Michael N. Stanton (Burlington:
University of Vermont, Center for Research on Vermont, 1995,
occasional paper 17, pp. 87, paper, $6.50, diskette formatted in
WordPerfect 5.1, $3.50).

his fragment of a novel by an amateur writer of science fiction

contains much to interest Vermont’s literary researchers and histo-
rians. Michael Stanton has done yeoman service in editing and introduc-
ing this curious piece of work.

Stanton notes that Lucius Chittenden (1824-1900) was the great-
grandson of Thomas Chittenden, first governor of Vermont. Though he
had no formal education beyond secondary school, Lucius Chittenden
read law and was admitted to the Vermont bar in 1844, practicing until
1858, when he became president of the Commercial Bank of Burlington.
A founder of the Free Soil Party in Vermont in 1848, he served in the
Vermont legislature in 1850 and 1851, becoming a Republican in 1854.
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In 1861, while attending the unsuccessful peace conference called to pre-
vent the Civil War, Chittenden became friends with Salmon P. Chase,
who later served as Abraham Lincoln’s secretary of the treasury. Chit-
tenden served under Chase as register of the treasury, in 1864 moving
to New York City to practice law for most of his remaining years.

Presented with the facts-of Chittenden’s professional life, one might
wonder where he derived a desire to write a piece of science fiction. The
answer lies in his lifelong interest in natural history, science, and accounts
of travel and exploration. Stanton notes that Chittenden's library consisted
of at least 4,000 volumes.

Chittenden’s text is composed of seven sections, only one of which is
straight narration. The rest are primarily dialogues between two well-
educated, widely traveled, wealthy, superbly conditioned young friends,
David Herschel and Robert Chambers. Their names are, of course, in-
tended to remind us of scientific antecedents, the astronomers William
and John Herschel (1738-1822 and 1792-1871) and geologist Robert
Chambers (1802-1871). The dialogues are essentially platonic, with each
scholar-explorer taking a turn at playing the straight man for the other
as they plan a trip beneath the surface of the earth, pondering the prac-
ticality, benefits, and logistics of such an exploration. In his introduction
Stanton traces the precursors of such a trip in the early-nineteenth-century
hollow-earth theory of Captain John C. Symmes, an American who
claimed that entrances to the civilizations of inner earth exist at the poles.
Fictional renderings of this theory were first evident in the satirical novel
Symzonia, which appeared anonymously in 1820, followed by Edgar Allan
Poe’s Narrative of Arthur Gordon Pym in 1838, Jules Verne’s Journey to
the Center of the Earth in 1864, and Bulwer Lytton’s Coming Race in
1871. Though precise dating of Chittenden’s piece is unclear, internal evi-
dence convinces Stanton that the bulk of the manuscript was composed
“no earlier than September 1886, and possibly before the end of 1887"
- 9.

The science in this work is frequently more convincing than the fiction,
especially considering the sticklike characters and the inactive narrative
structure inherent in the dialogues. A whole chapter is devoted to a lab-
oratory experiment designed to support Pierre-Simon de Laplace’s theories
concerning the formation of rings and planets by the centrifugal forces
of rotation. The upshot of this lengthy discussion and experiment is that
it is logical to seek an entrance to the underworld at the equator, where
the earth’s crust is thinnest.

The fictional highlight of this loose collection of chapters is entitled
“Las Diables del Volcan,” in which Herschel tells his companion of the
adventure that goaded him into future exploration under the earth’s skin.
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In lively and riveting narrative, Herschel describes his attempt to cap-
ture a strange saurian creature he finds near the mouth of a volcano high
in the Andes of Ecuador. Ironically, he is captured by the intelligent crea-
ture, which brings him to its lair inside the volcano. Herschel is, miracu-
lously, unharmed; he hypothesizes that an unknown electrical force pro-
tected him.

In addition to the science and the fiction of this work, Chittenden in-
cidentally introduces some historically interesting attitudes. His protag-
onists are clearly Nietzschean supermen, whose “ancestors through many
generations have been conscious imitators of Roman physical education
. . . which appreciates health of body and mind” (p. 25). Their diet on
the quest will be vegetarian, based on the nourishing “wheat berry” (p. 78).
They are manifestly destined to seek scientific truth in their explorations.
At the same time they are planning to employ as their mule driver Cuzco,
a South American Indian, “as fine an animal as you ever saw” (p. 80)—
simultaneously a Nietzschean slave and one of Jean-Jacques Rousseau’s
noble savages.

Stanton is to be commended for bringing to light this entertaining and
revealing fragment. The scholarly apparatus that he uses to present the
manuscript is skillfully and appropriately employed.

EDWARD L. RICHARDS JR.

Edward L. Richards Jr. is professor of English at Norwich University.

The Provincial: Calvin Coolidge and His World,
1885-1895

By Hendrik Booraem V (Lewisburg, Pa.: Bucknell University Press,
1994, pp. 271, $39.50).

he focus of this carefully researched and sensitive portrait of Calvin

Coolidge is not the grown man who occupied the White House dur-
ing the Jazz Age but the adolescent rural Vermonter. Here we are shown
the young Coolidge as he emerges from the provincialism of late-
nineteenth-century Plymouth Notch and slowly spreads his wings in a
wider world, first at Black River Academy in nearby Ludlow and later
at Amherst College. Hendrik Booraem is careful to avoid seeing this
formative period of the future president’s life simply as a stepping-stone
to the White House. Rather, he shows Calvin as a bright but singularly
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unambitious boy, bent chiefly on pleasing his father and overcoming his
“fear of hostile strangers detecting and criticizing his inadequacy, be-
littling and eventually destroying him” (p. 188). Booraem’s principal aim
in this book is to explore what he describes as young Calvin’s “compli-
cated, even heroic personality.”

If Coolidge the president had the reputation of being the quintessential
taciturn New Englander, Coolidge the farm boy of the 1880s was seen
by his Vermont neighbors as decidedly odd —quiet and distant. Not sur-
prisingly, Coolidge’s taciturnity, notable even by Vermont standards, con-
cealed a deep-seated shyness. Wary of strangers, he found it difficult to
make friends and had trouble adapting to new surroundings. According
to Booraem, by age thirteen young Calvin had learned to hide his shy-
ness “behind a mask of composure.” This ability to cover up his feelings
and project a particular fagade to the public would later come in useful,
helping Coolidge to play the part of a politician while at the same time
rendering him less vulnerable to attack.

For all his peculiarities, Coolidge was very much a man of his time,
and a secondary theme in this book is the culture of late-nineteenth-century
rural New England. Booraem has uncovered a wealth of material on life
in Plymouth Notch and Ludlow and at Amherst College in the 1880s and
1890s. Indeed, there are times when Booraem’s fascination with local
color threatens to obscure the book’s main subject. In one chapter on
Coolidge’s years at Amherst, the reader is treated to a detailed account
of sports at that institution, though Coolidge himself took little part in
such extracurricular activities except as a spectator.

Readers who are sticklers for documentation may be troubled by
Booraem’s fictional descriptions of incidents in young Coolidge’s life for
which he has little or no direct evidence. For example, the opening scene
in the book is the 1885 Fourth of July celebration Coolidge supposedly
attended with his father. Booraem describes normally laconic young
Calvin, who turned thirteen that day, as “practically beside himself with
excitement” (p. 21) as he watched the teenagers from Plymouth Notch
set up a cannon stolen from nearby Plymouth Union and fire thirteen
blasts. Booraem includes this account despite the absence of any doc-
umentation confirming that Coolidge was at the festivities; Booraem simply
assumes that because Coolidge’s father had the habit of attending public
events he was surely there and because Coolidge himself liked practical
jokes he was surely excited. Similarly, Booraem bases a whole chapter
on Coolidge’s first trip to Amherst on a single sentence from the latter’s
autobiography. Here, too, the author employs deduction rather than di-
rect evidence as the foundation for what he readily admits is “an imagi-
native recreation of an event that is almost totally undocumented” (p. 105).
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The Provincial nevertheless succeeds in providing an engaging portrait
of young Coolidge and humanizes this American president who is better
remembered for what he didn’t say than what he did.

DEeBORAH P. CLIFFORD

Deborah P. Clifford is a historian, biographer, and recipient of the 1995
Governor's Award for Vermont History. Her most recent book is Crusader for
Freedom: A Life of Lydia Maria Child (Beacon Press, 1991). She is currently
at work on a biography of Abby Maria Hemenway.

Bennington’s Battle Monument: Massive and Lofty

By Tyler Resch (Bennington, Vt.: Beech Seal Press, 1993, pp. 64,
paper, $9.95).

yler Resch’s passion for Bennington history and Tordis Isselhardt’s

fascination with historic images are obvious in this short, richly illus-
trated book that tells us all about the 300-foot obelisk that commemo-
rates a critical victory in the American Revolution. The book aptly con-
veys all the pomp and ceremony associated with commemorative events
during the late nineteenth century. Construction of the Bennington Monu-
ment was honored with not just one celebration, however. Because it
took two years to build (after nearly twenty years of planning and fund-
raising), numerous ceremonies were held to mark milestones during the
stages of its construction. The most elaborate was held in August 1891,
when the monument’s formal dedication was combined with festivities
for the centennial of Vermont’s admission to the Union. At this double
celebration, a parade of 4,484 persons and 511 carriages passed under
the grand arch on Main Street, a banquet was served to 5,000, and Presi-
dent Benjamin Harrison made two speeches.

Resch explains that the Bennington Battle Monument stands as a double
memorial —to honor the men who fought in the Revolution and to com-
memorate the Battle of Bennington itself. He also clarifies an often-
mistaken historical fact: that the battle has taken on the name of General
Burgoyne’s objective and not the location of the battle itself. (The battle,
on August 16, 1777, took place in Walloomsac, New York, where Bur-
goyne was stopped during his attempt to raid storehouses in Bennington.)
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Like the monument itself, Resch’s book is elongated in shape and thus
well accommodates the many photos of the tall obelisk. Interspersed with
the photographs, Resch’s concise essay lines the right-hand pages, while
on the left is a very complete chronological selection of newspaper clip-
pings from the Bennington Banner. The newspaper articles convey not
only the history of the monument from its early design stages to the lay-
ing of the capstone but also the excitement and anticipation of Benning-
ton residents as they saw their dream being constructed.

The tremendous effort to build the obelisk of two layers of large blocks
of dolomite required more than twenty-five men, a temporary railroad
to the site, and a derrick to move the stones into position. Funding for
the project came from the state governments of Vermont, New Hamp-
shire, and Massachusetts (all had troops in the battle); schoolchildren;
and the federal government.

Stories abound about the people who planned, built, and now main-
tain the monument. Hiland Hall may be credited with the selection of
its simple and elegant design. A former Vermont governor and original
director of the Bennington Historical Society, Hall organized a contest
to choose a design for a monument that was to be “massive and lofty to
comport with the mountains surrounding the site” (p. 19). Boston archi-
tect J. Philipp Rinn came up with the winning entry. At the construction
site in 1888, Bennington workman Frank Nolan miraculously survived
a 200-foot fall through scaffolding in the interior of the monument. In
1961 Governor Robert T. Stafford climbed to the capstone to settle a dis-
pute about the condition of mortar in the structure’s upper portion.

The monument continues to fulfill one of the original objectives of its
construction, to promote tourism in Bennington. Today it is the most pop-
ular historic site in Vermont, with an average of 50,000 visitors per year,
many of whom ride the elevator to the observation level 188 feet above
ground. For those with a fear of heights, reading the photographic essay
by Julius Rosenwald, “A Yen for Touching the Monument’s Star (or: How
Do They Change the Light Bulb up There?),” is the next best thing to
experiencing the spectacular views from the top of the monument. This
short essay, at the end of Resch’s book, documents Rosenwald’s 1988 trip
to the peak with Jill Mason (a tree surgeon) during her semiannual chore
of changing the light bulbs at the obelisk’s summit.

With a visit to the monument—and, better yet, a ride to the observa-
tion level, from which the views extend to three states —one realizes that
the words of Congressman John W. Stewart of Middlebury still hold true.
At the laying of the cornerstone on August 16, 1887—Bennington’s Great
Day of Universal Patriotism™ he said, “Let it rise majestic here, girt by
these mountains, commanding views of unmatched natural beauty and
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overlooking graves of the heroic dead. And so may it stand, a mute but
eloquent witness and memorial to all coming generations of the Battle
of Bennington and of the valor and virtue of the men who crowned the
day, whose anniversary we celebrate, with glorious victory” (p. 2).
Liz PRITCHETT

Liz Pritchett is a historic preservation consultant based in Monipelier.

Small Worlds, Large Questions

By Darrett B. Rutman (Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia,
1994, pp. 316, $55.00, paper, $17.95).

he first words that appear in the preface, “This is an intensely per-

sonal volume,” inform the reader that one of America’s deans of the
“new” social history does not intend to follow the conventions of histori-
cal detachment and objectivity. Rather, in the spirit of Henry Adams’s
reflections on his own historical life, Small Worlds, Large Questions is
the story of the “Education of Darrett Rutman.”

Rutman notes that his decision to become a “social historian” emanated
not from particular training but by the “accident” of becoming caught
up in the enthusiasm and social ferment of the 1960s. He recalls choos-
ing as his first academic exercise a multivolume biography of John Win-
throp and his diminishing interest over time both with the man and with
the “disjuncture” that distinguished “life as lived in this ‘Puritan town™
and the prevailing Perry Miller “megatheory” on “Puritanism” then in
vogue. Rutman’s fascination with “doing” history without paying obliga-
tory homage to overarching paradigms marked his renunciation of his-
torical conventions. And so was launched his lifelong career of writing
a different kind of history.

Rather than presenting his essays in the order that he wrote them, Rut-
man organized his book thematically. The first three essays, which make
up a section titled “Faith,” were written with the sagacity of historical
maturity: all were completed in the 1980s. “An Empiricist in a Marxist
Den” written after a hostile encounter during a lecture tour, finds Rutman
describing “what it is [I] should have said” (p. 5), insisting that historians
move beyond inhibiting polarities to recognize that “theory forms ques-
tions; it does not offer answers” (p. 9). Invited in 1988 to explain thirty
years of “new” social history to a Moscow audience, Rutman next details
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with remarkable cogency how an intellectual “revolution” thirty years
in the making can, in its cautious effort not to idealize or overstate, paral-
lel the behavior of an inchworm. Then, bemoaning historians’ indiscrimi-
nate use of the concept of “community studies” to address a profusion
of real and idealized structures and settings, Rutman challenges his col-
leagues to agree on some common terms in order to nurture communi-
cation and historical synthesis.

The insightful albeit preachy essays in “Faith” give way to the most
readable section of this book, “Practice.” These nine chapters illustrate
in detail how, when, and where Rutman chose to “do” history. From his
earliest excursion into Winthrop’s Boston and New England, to his sub-
sequent study of Virginia and the Chesapeake, to his most recent excur-
sions into the deeper South, Rutman brilliantly demonstrates how ques-
tioning an inconsistency between some seemingly obscure fact and the
prevailing paradigm serves as the basis for his investigative research. “Gov-
ernor Winthrop’s Garden Crop” illustrates this method. How does one
explain the seeming paradox between the traditional claim of the preem-
inence of commerce and industry in New England and the fact that “land
dominates town and commonwealth records both before and after 1640”
(p. 94)? Painstaking research reveals an “accidental” solution. Merchants
selling clapboards to Spain and its Atlantic islands discovered a market
for cheap wheat and other grains glutting the Massachusetts Bay area.
News of New England’s surplus spread next to the West Indies, where
in 1647, following the combined consequences of a plague that reduced
food supplies and a determination to plant as much sugar as possible,
ships were dispatched to initiate a far more lucrative exchange. With that
connection in place, increased shipbuilding made economic sense in
Boston, given the assurances of a stable food supply from outlying areas.
Thus, Rutman notes, the formula for New England success involved pro-
ductive farmers, merchants, and ships to deliver goods. “In this formula
the paradox of an agricultural land where the pursuits of the sea pre-
dominated —a paradox posed by historians looking at commerce and agri-
culture separately—disappears” (p. 112).

This is merely one of many findings that Rutman shares here. Others
include an examination of early witchcraft in Virginia and its role in pro-
mulgating a religious influence upon a region traditionally characterized
as irreligious, an assessment of individual and communal symptoms in
the Chesapeake that Rutman considers possible outbreaks of malaria,
and the impact of frequent death in Virginia upon children there. Each
one passes Rutman’s own litmus test for rethinking portions of America’s
past.

Were this not enough, his final section, “Extensions,” moves Rutman
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from the micro- into the macrocosmic, with queries directed toward the
persistent “megatheory” pertaining to the urbanless antebellum South.
He concludes this volume by returning to the image of “community,” where
he began his career as a historian. “A Sunny Little Dream,” as he sub-
titles his final chapter, speaks not only to social historians but to anyone
who romanticizes the past: the final story of the two beavers and their
efforts to alter nature in hopes of producing a better world serves as a
powerful reminder that the desire to idealize can prove quite dangerous.
His capacity to tell some rich and wonderfully human stories of the
American past distinguishes Rutman from the many who call themselves
“new social historians.” In retelling his own story of how he matured into
one of America’s finest, Rutman masterfully demonstrates that a historian’s

life is well worth living—and equally well worth reading about.
P. JEFFREY POTASH

P. Jeffrey Potash is professor of history at Trinity College in Burlington.
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Books

Dexter, Warren W., and Donna Martin, America’s Ancient Stone Relics.
Rutland, Vt.: Academy Books, 1995. 210p. Source: The publisher,
P.O. Box 737, Rutland, VT 05702. List: $29.95.

Gokey, Robert, Verses of Vermont: Growing Up on a Green Mountain
Farm. Manchester Center, Vt.: Golden Quill Press, 1995. 117p. List:
$12.95 (paper). Memories of Hollister Hill, Marshfield, in the
1930s-1950s.

*Hadsel, Christine, Vermont Museums, Galleries, and Historic Build-
ings. Montpelier: Vermont Life, 1995. 87p. List: $9.95 (paper).
Second edition of cultural guide to Vermont.

*Robinson, Rowland E., Danvis Tales: Selected Stories. Edited by David
Budbill. Hanover, N.H.: University Press of New England, 1995.
256p. List: $24.95.

* Sharrow, Gregory, and Meg Ostrum, eds., Families on the Land: Profiles
of Vermont Farm Families. Middlebury: Vermont Folklife Center,
1995. 96p. List: $9.95 (paper). Book accompanies Making and Re-
making Vermont Farmsteads exhibit at VHS.

Stier, Maggie, and Ron McAdow, Into the Mountains: Stories of New
England’s Most Celebrated Peaks. Boston: Appalachian Mountain
Club Books, 1995. 350p. List: $14.95 (paper). Includes Mansfield,
Camel's Hump, Equinox, and Ascutney in Vermont.



ARTICLES

Schwartz, Amy D., “Colonial New England Agriculture,” Agricultural
History 69, 3 (summer 1995): 454-481.

GENEALOGY

Jacobsen, Thomas A., The Robertses of Northern New England. Bowie,
Md.: Heritage Books, 1995. 456p. Source: The publisher, 1540E
Pointer Ridge Place, Bowie, MD 20716. List: $30.00. Includes de-
scendants of Eliphalet Roberts (1750-1843) of Strafford.

Jenks, Margaret R., comp., Rutland Cemetery Inscriptions, Rutland
County, Vermont. Granville, N.Y.: The compiler, 1995. 381p. Source:
The compiler, 24 Mettowee St., Granville, NY 12832. List: $45.00
(paper).

*Mallett, Peter S., Georgia, Vermont, Vital Records. St. Albans: Gene-
alogical Society of Vermont, 1995. 305p. List: $29.95.

*Nichols, Joann H., and Patricia L. Haslam, Index to Known Cemetery
Listings in Vermont. Third edition. Montpelier: Vermont Histori-
cal Society, 1995. 69p. List: $5.95 (paper).

*indicates books available through the Vermont Historical Society book-
shop.



Weston A. Cate Jr.
Research Fellowship

The Vermont Historical Society awards a fellowship each year to
encourage research in Vermont history. The fellowship, named for Weston
A. CateJr., director of the Vermont Historical Society from 1975 to 1985,
and supported by a bequest from the estate of France Rice, carries a sti-
pend of $1,200.

The fellowship supports research for one calendar year in any aspect
of Vermont history and is open to all individuals. The grantee is expected
to complete research and writing on his or her topic within the period
of the fellowship. A final product, normally an essay or research article,
is expected at the conclusion of the fellowship period. An alternate
product in a form that might be appropriate for exhibition or viewing
could be acceptable. A winning essay or article will be seriously considered
for publication in Vermont History, although the fellowship does not in-
clude a guarantee of publication.

The research project proposed by the applicant must be complete within
itself. Because the Society’s purpose is to encourage worthwhile, original
research in Vermont history that might not otherwise be undertaken, seg-
ments of a larger study already in progress —even if they can stand alone —
may be at a competitive disadvantage. Insofar as possible, the project
should involve the use of the collections of the Vermont Historical
Society’s library and/or museum. In making the fellowship award, the
selection committee will favor applications that address topics designed
to fill research gaps in the state’s history.

The deadline for filing an application is April 1, 1996. The winner of
the fellowship will be announced May 1, 1996.

Address all inquiries and requests for application forms to the Weston
A. Cate Jr. Research Fellowship, Vermont Historical Society, 109 State
Street, Montpelier, VT 05609-0901.
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