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“I must again remind you that you are a
Vermonter”: Henry Stevens, Historical
Tradition, and Green Mountain State
Patriotism in the 1840s

Though his passionate identification
with the Green Mountain Boys might
seem to be merely idiosyncratic,
[Henry Stevens’s] particular under-
standing of history underscores the
complex relationship between state,
regional, and national loyalties during
the antebellum era.

By DaviD E. NARRETT

n June 25, 1845, Henry Stevens, the founder and president of

the Vermont Historical and Antiquarian Society, addressed a

letter of moral guidance to his son, George, a lieutenant of
dragoons serving in the United States Army at distant Fort Jesup, Loui-
siana. Counseling the young officer to keep to “the path of duty,” the
elder Stevens sounded a familiar refrain: “I must again remind you that
you are a Vermonter. Honor your native state in every condition in
which you are called to act.” The letter also called upon American
troops to commit to memory “the Vermonters’ camp song of . . . 1779,
a recently discovered patriotic ballad that supposedly dated from the
War for Independence. To Henry Stevens, a leading publicist of this
verse, the song exemplified the fighting spirit of the Green Mountain
Boys, his own state’s Revolutionary heroes.! The inspirational ballad
was not, however, a truly historic piece as Stevens imagined, but it was
instead a kind of patriotic spoof written anonymously in the 1830s by
John Greenleaf Whittier, the renowned poet. Intending the song to pass
for “an old-time production,” Whittier successfully played upon the
popular veneration of Revolutionary War heroes. His trick easily fooled



Henry Stevens (1791-1867), founder and first president of the Vermont
Historical and Antiquarian Society. Unsigned portrait, 1834.

Vermonters such as Henry Stevens who prized memories of their state’s
unique role in founding the nation.?

Born in Barnet, Caledonia County, Vermont in 1791, Henry Stevens
was a somewhat eccentric, self-styled “homespun farmer” and local
businessman whose multifarious interests ranged from moral reform
and politics, to economic development, to historical collecting, preser-
vation, and commemoration.? Though his passionate identification with
the Green Mountain Boys might seem to be merely idiosyncratic, his
particular understanding of history underscores the complex relation-
ship between state, regional, and national loyalties during the antebel-
lum era. Like other Americans who searched for worthy ancestors,
Stevens sought to elevate his own state above others even as he affirmed
his broader patriotism. While viewing history from an intensely local
perspective, he defined himself as a New Englander whenever sectional
divisions arose in contemporary American politics. Two related cri-
ses—Texas’s annexation and the Mexican War—stirred his opposition
to national policies that seemed contrary to Vermont's moral example.
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The war itself presented a terrible dilemma to Stevens because his third
son, George, fought and died in the conflict after being encouraged by
his father to pursue a career in the U. S. Army. As an historian, Henry
Stevens venerated the Revolutionary War as proof of his state’s loyalty
to the Union. The Mexican War challenged his belief in the nation’s
political course, but it did not finally undermine his faith that personal
sacrifice in war was the truest test of Vermont patriotism.*

Because historical consciousness in Vermont was still in its formative
stages in the 1840s, Henry Stevens had considerable opportunity to
shape public attitudes according to his own personal vision of the past.
Working in the middle ground between nationalist historians and anti-
quarians on the village scene, he merits comparison with other “lesser”
or “secondary intellectuals” in nineteenth-century America who collec-
tively helped to shape what Michael Kammen has termed “the con-
struction of social and cultural traditions.” To Kammen, these individu-
als fulfilled an especially important role because they pursued their
historical interests within a changing, future-oriented society that often
seemed heedless of the past. The most common public uses of history
during the antebellum era involved the veneration of founding fathers
(whether colonial or Revolutionary), the competition between states
and regions for national prestige, and the transmission of moral values
to the next generation.® Henry Stevens shared in each of these concerns,
while also being involved in public policy issues governing his state’s
relation to the nation. Unlike most antiquarians of his era who were little
more than local boosters, he commands our attention as a man who
sought historical solutions to the most acute social and economic prob-
lems troubling Vermont. His praise of the Green Mountain Boys was
not simply a means of fostering state pride, but also of persuading his
fellow citizens to redirect their behavior toward certain ends. This prag-
matic approach to history may be likened to the New England Whigs’
tendency to invoke their Puritan ancestors as moral examples to all
Americans against the perceived democratic excesses of their society.’

Founding the Vermont Historical and Antiquarian Society with three
other men in 1838, Henry Stevens cherished the past above all as a
model to the present. His manner of preaching history to the public
served the goal of moral reform as much as his belief in temperance and
antislavery. Like many rural New Englanders of his era, Stevens was
perplexed by rapid westward migration, economic change, and the
departure of countless young persons to distant areas.®* He was espe-
cially troubled by what Robert Wiebe has called “the opening of Amer-
ican society” —the movement away from a deferential republican order
toward a more democratic society of seemingly boundless opportunity
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for free white men.? Henry Stevens experienced this conflict between
stability and change in his personal and family life as well as in his
broader social relations. Like other Americans who had difficulty in
adjusting to a modernizing world, he utilized history as a bulwark
against uncontrolled change.'” He valued the Revolution as his foremost
guide because it offered a military model of discipline that could
strengthen Vermont’s place within the nation. Stevens did not perceive
the Revolutionary War simply as a series of triumphs on the battlefield,
but more broadly as a victory achieved by bold statesmanship and pop-
ular dedication to a cause. His painstaking research and writing on the
early Vermont republic satisfied a genuine interest in his state’s history
while it also served his own personal need for self-esteem and influence
over others.

State historical societies during the early nineteenth century have
commonly been viewed in recent scholarship as organizations that
shifted from a nationalistic to a more local orientation toward the past.
Though this generalization has some validity, it does not alone explain
the complex means of integrating state and national loyalties during the
antebellum era.!" As president of the Vermont Historical and Antiquar-
ian Society, Henry Stevens focused almost exclusively upon honoring
his own state’s Revolutionary heroes. Within an increasingly nationalis-
tic society, however, his endeavors would acquire meaning only if they
obtained respect outside Vermont. This search for recognition may have
been particularly important to Stevens because his state patriotism was
often expressed in a defensive mode. Much like the proud, but anxious
Americans who were dependent upon sophisticated European opinion
for their own self-esteem, Henry Stevens could not ignore outsiders’
views of Vermont. Fearing that his small state might be neglected by
other Americans, he felt morally bound to spread word of Vermont’s
historic triumphs across the nation. As Stevens explained in 1843 to
Hiland Hall, a prominent Vermont politician and historian: “Important
historical facts connected with the American Revolution belong not to
me. Every American has an interest in common in every matter con-
nected with the history of our country. The part that Vermont took in the
American Revolution is but little understood 2

Rather than adopt a consistent viewpoint toward the nation, Henry
Stevens alternated between seeking its approval and depending upon
Vermont alone to appreciate his work. As a man who tirelessly col-
lected documents but who had difficulty writing history, he exhorted
prominent New England scholars such as George Bancroft and Jared
Sparks to record the Green Mountain State’s wartime triumphs. Finding
himself strapped for funds, Stevens attempted unsuccessfully in 1841 to



sell a large portion of his historical collection to the New-York Histori-
cal Society—a curious fact given his hatred of the Empire State for its
opposition to Vermont’s independence during the Revolutionary era.
Stevens’s short-lived scheme of selling these records out of state
clashed with his belief that Vermont’s history would be put right only if
it was written by native authors."3

Although Stevens’s activities on behalf of Vermont are amply docu-
mented by his voluminous correspondence and mostly unpublished
writing, it is difficult to identify the origins of his patriotic fervor. One
possible answer to this question lies in his family background. Descended
from an old New England family that had experienced frontier warfare
in several generations, Henry was the son of Enos Stevens, a Tory, who
fled the upper Connecticut valley during the Revolution, joined British
forces in New York, and later went into exile in Nova Scotia. Returning
to his native region by 1785, Enos made his peace with the United
States and became a prominent citizen of Barnet, Vermont.'* Henry
Stevens learned his first history lessons from his father, but he omitted
mentioning Enos in his own historical writing on the Revolution. One
can therefore speculate that Henry’s intense Vermont loyalty repre-
sented a means of compensating for his father’s Toryism.!” As an anti-
quarian collector and publicist of history, Henry Stevens figuratively re-
fought the battles of the Revolution in order to affirm his own American
patriotism and to bring recognition for his state throughout the entire
country.

Henry Stevens was by no means alone among Vermonters in viewing
his state’s achievements during the Revolution as an unequaled exam-
ple of American patriotism. During a Congressional debate in 1842, for
example, Hiland Hall of Vermont chided Virginia for failing to support
the War for Independence as the Green Mountain State had done.'¢ Hall
took particular aim at the Old Dominion’s fraudulent stake in bounty
land claims derived from exaggerating its soldiers’ and sailors’ services
during the conflict. While rebuking a Virginia representative for ridicul-
ing Vermont, he declared that the Green Mountain State had from its
birth in 1777 “maintained her independence . . . and established . . . a
Government more purely republican than any on the face of the globe.”
This assertion of political virtue was followed by a defense of the Green
Mountain Boys, who from the capture of Fort Ticonderoga until the
war’s end, “were always found foremost in the attack, last in retreat.”
Hall then proceeded to prove that Virginia, though it had been roughly
equal to Massachusetts in population, had furnished less than half as
many soldiers to the American cause. Despite its small numbers, Ver-
mont, too, surpassed the Old Dominion in maintaining troops, if its mil-
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itary rolls of 1781 were assessed relative to population.'” Hall’s argu-
ment is significant for defending his state because of its martial prowess
as much as its republican allegiance. The tendency to emphasize the
military aspects of the Revolution, often to the neglect of its political or
social meaning, was already well established before the Civil War. By
the late nineteenth century, this practice had become a dominant form
of cultural expression in American popular literature and art.'s

Henry Stevens’s patriotism was generally consistent with Vermont
public opinion, though his sometimes impolitic manner of promoting
his views did not always win state government support. One of his most
striking defeats was his failure to gain legislative approval for a Ver-
mont monetary claim against the United States based upon the state’s
expenditures during the War for Independence. Like other Vermont his-
torians, Henry Stevens conceived of the Green Mountain State as a
republic that had stood apart from the United States from its own decla-
ration of independence against New York in 1777 until its admission to
the Union in 1791. As he explained in a report to the governor of Sep-
tember 27, 1842: “Whatever our fathers expended on account of the
Revolutionary War, was done as an independent Republic, and in as
independent a manner as that of France or Holland""® This belief was
sufficiently popular in Vermont to allow Stevens to present his views to
the state government in an official capacity. The antiquarian encoun-
tered resistance, however, when he demanded that a state claim of more
than $500,000 be placed before Congress. His plea for federal reim-
bursement might prove embarrassing to Vermont, undoubtedly because
it could not be easily reconciled with the state’s recent complaints about
Virginia’s raid on the national treasury for its bounty land claims. A
select committee of the state legislature in 1843 rejected any federal
presentation of Stevens’s case as “inexpedient” and “without hope of
success.”® A final judgment against the war claim was issued in 1847
by Charles K. Williams, former chief justice of the state supreme court,
as special commissioner appointed to investigate Stevens’s documen-
tary sources. Adopting a nationalistic perspective, the judge empha-
sized that Vermonters had considered themselves united to the Ameri-
can cause during the Revolutionary War even though their state was
then denied admission to the Union. Williams calculated Vermont’s
military expenditures at an even higher level than Stevens, but he
rejected the argument that the Green Mountain State could be consid-
ered a creditor of the United States based upon any equitable or practi-
cal mode of reckoning.?!

Henry Stevens could not help but direct his attention beyond Vermont
as he strove to vindicate his state’s reputation. Given the growth of print



culture and historical writing on a national level, public recognition of
the Green Mountain State depended greatly upon authors in other
regions. Stevens therefore attempted to convince George Bancroft that
it was Ethan Allen—and not Connecticut’s revolutionary authorities—
who had originated the plan of taking Fort Ticonderoga in May 1775.22
A proper appreciation of Vermont’s historic role required understanding
the consequences of its actions for the nation. In a letter to Jared
Sparks, Stevens proudly asserted that Fort Ticonderoga’s cannons—
once captured by the Green Mountain Boys—were then used by Wash-
ington’s army to end the British occupation of Boston: “I claim the Ball
in the walls of the Boston Church as being fired from a Cannon taken
from the British by the G. M. Boys. Do I claim more than what is true 7
If it is a fact . . . I wish to have written in larg[e] Capital letters on said
Ball. Green Mountain Boys”®

This appeal to Jared Sparks was the provincial man’s cry for recogni-
tion from the Harvard College historian. Henry Stevens’s effort to influ-
ence American scholarship from small Barnet, Vermont, required him
to win over New Englanders of national reputation in the battle against
defamers of the Green Mountain State. No accusation disturbed him
more acutely than that by William L. Stone, a New York author, who
labeled Ethan Allen and his leading compatriots as conspirators whose
allegiance to the American cause was fickle at best, and treasonous at
worst.2* This charge could not be ignored by Stevens because it took
aim at the Vermont founders’ most controversial wartime policy —the
conducting of secret negotiations between 1780 and 1783 with the Brit-
ish governor of Canada, Sir Frederick Haldimand, about a possible
separate peace and the recognition of their small republic as a Crown
province. According to Stevens, this bold diplomacy succeeded in
hoodwinking the enemy with false promises of future loyalty, buying
time for the American cause, and demonstrating Vermont’s courageous
and lonely battle for self-preservation against domestic and foreign
foes. As he explained to Jared Sparks, his own research proved the
state’s “necessity of using deception for the furtherence [sic] of Justice
and the salvation of the Northern department.”? Since Congress had
failed to assist the Green Mountain State’s frontier defense in 1779, its
leaders had no apparent choice except to forestall a British advance by
Yankee trickery. Henry Stevens informed Jared Sparks that the Allens’
shrewd policy benefited the entire Union, including New York, a state
which the Vermonter scorned as “a mill stone about the necks of the
Continental Congress, a hinder to General Washington. Without
money. Without troops Without Provisions Without Patriotism With-
out Charity forbearance or Brotherly love[,] With abundance of Torys



[sic] and sham Patriots.” Had it not been for the Green Mountain Boys,
those men “most despised” by the Yorkers, the British Army would
have overrun Albany and made it “as desolate as Sodom and Gomorah
[sic]. . . " Stevens thus expressed his contempt for a city that had long
been associated in Yankee historical memory with avarice, foreign man-
ners, and collusion with the enemy in Canada. While some New
England spokesmen in the 1840s were busily countering Southern cul-
tural pretensions, Henry Stevens remained fixated on an old Yankee-
Yorker feud that had ostensibly been settled fifty years before.2” His
sense of the nation was rooted in the colonial past as well as the Revo-
lutionary era.

While seeking to persuade New England scholars of Vermont’s his-
toric significance, Henry Stevens kindled pride at home by maintaining
that the state had done no less than to win the war of American indepen-
dence. By obtaining an armistice on the northern frontier in the winter
of 1780-1781, the Allens’ negotiations with the British supposedly
allowed Washington to withdraw sufficient troops from that theater to
achieve victory over Cornwallis at Yorktown. As Stevens explained to one
Montpelier publisher: “Had it not been for the Green mountain boys the
United States of America would to this day [have] remained a British
Colony.” Though Vermont was but a small independent republic,
Stevens wrote Hiland Hall, it “held the destiny of the thirteen American
Colonies in her hand "2 This assertion was an extreme version of state
patriotism which other authors voiced in more muted tones. The first
influential state history, written by Samuel Williams in 1794, presented
the Haldimand negotiations as a necessary, morally justifiable, and
shrewd means of Vermont’s self-preservation rather than as a primary
cause of British military defeat.?® A similar argument to Williams’s was
advanced by Zadock Thompson in his History of Vermont published in
1842. He uneasily admitted that some persons might question the “pro-
priety” of Vermont’s diplomacy, though not its “beneficial effects” for
the state and the Union, notably the northern frontier.? Eschewing this
somewhat defensive stance, Henry Stevens portrayed the United States
as being dependent upon Vermont for its own triumph. State allegiance
was unquestionably the cornerstone of his American nationalism.

The true nature of the Haldimand negotiations still remains a matter
of controversy among historians. Although scholars no longer consider
Vermont’s policy as vital to the victory at Yorktown, they still debate
why that state’s leaders courted the British during wartime. Notwith-
standing Henry Stevens’s claims, there is no clear proof that Ethan
Allen and his associates clearly informed American authorities, includ-
ing Washington, of their course of conduct.>' Without attempting to
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resolve this complex issue, it seems apparent that Stevens’s understand-
ing of history was driven by his own personal needs as much as by a
careful analysis of the documentary sources that he had collected.
Though he was but a small-town resident, a self-described “Henry
Homespun,” he took pride in the achievements of illustrious forebears
who had won independence for their nation as well as state. Even if his
own father had been a committed Tory, that unpleasant fact paled in sig-
nificance before the honor of being a native son of the only independent
republic that had fought for and maintained its own statehood through-
out the Revolution.*

Henry Stevens’s veneration of Ethan Allen is especially remarkable
because the antiquarian was himself a devoted Christian who might be
expected to have recoiled at the brash and uncouth deist’s name. After
all, respectable Vermonters in the early 1800s commonly felt some
embarrassment at the memory of the Green Mountain Boys’ leader.®
To Stevens, however, the desire to honor a Vermont national hero out-
weighed all else. Though Allen’s proverbial Yankee trickery might be
mocked by outsiders, Stevens took pride in this native stereotype when
in the service of a noble cause. The antiquarian’s worshipful view of
Allen gained popularity during the antebellum era as citizens in vari-
ous states identified the famous backwoods strongman with the cause
of liberty.*

Henry Stevens held a romanticized view of the Revolution in which
Vermont triumphed by its leaders’ stealth and cunning as well as by its
people’s righteousness. This conception had some basis in reality con-
sidering the bloodless capture of Fort Ticonderoga in 1775 and the
armistice secured through the Haldimand negotiations later in the war.
Stevens’s most treasured time of the Revolution was perhaps 1779, a
year of privation and potential danger but with little actual combat for
Vermont. Refused admission by Congress, the small republic remained
embattled with New York and New Hampshire. To Stevens, this period
of hardship served to strengthen Vermont’s internal unity and self-
reliance —traits that he found lacking in his own time. John Greenleaf
Whittier’s idealized Revolutionary War song seemed authentic to Henry
Stevens because it expressed a mood of defiance against domestic and
foreign foes. As Stevens pictured the historical setting for this song, he
imagined verses that were “sung at our Bean porrige [sic] family par-
ties, at our raisings & Huskins [sic]. In camp & in the camp of the
Northern and eastern department.”*® The song had great meaning to
Stevens precisely because it seemed not to be simply an army song, but
instead a battle cry of an entire people:
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... we owe no allegiance; we bow to no throne

Our ruler is law, and the law is our own;

Our leaders themselves are our fellow-men,

Who can handle the sword, or the scythe, or the pen.

Our wives are all true, and our daughters are fair,

With their blue eyes of smiles, and their light lowing hair;
All brisk at their wheels till the dark even-fall,

Then blithe at the sleigh-ride, the husking, and ball! . . .

Hurra for VERMONT! for the land which we till
Must have sons to defend her from valley and hill;
Leave the harvest to rot on the field where it grows,
And the reaping of wheat for the reaping of foes. . . .

Come York or come Hampshire,—come traitors and knaves;
If ye rule o’er our land, ye shall rule o’er our graves;

Our vow is recorded —our banner unfurled;

In the name of Vermont we defy all the world!*¢

The publicizing of the Vermonters’ camp song was enthusiastically
greeted by natives of the Green Mountain State, including those who
thanked Stevens directly for bringing this ballad to public attention.
One resident of Middlebury wrote that the song was “especially admi-
rable for its bold and lofty tone of defiance.” Patriotic verse of the Rev-
olution, he added, was “more precious than gold, in illustrating the his-
tory of the times.” This correspondent was so moved by such reminders
of the past that he even recounted two pre-Revolutionary ballads that he
had learned from his father.’” Emily Skinner of South Hardwick was
similarly touched by Stevens’s sending her “memento’s [sic] of the
early history of Vermont.” She wrote: “The ‘Song’ breathes, truly the
Spirit of ’79, which caused our noble ‘Fathers’ to defy the oppressor,
and fight valiantly, for liberty, and independence.” To her, the “Self-
sacrificing toil, privation, and suffering” of the Revolutionary patriots
was a “rich inheritance” that was sadly neglected in the present:

To me, the past seems like a beautiful Temple,— from which at present
the sunshine and glory hath departed—or around which a dark
shadow is hovering— Yet if ‘the Star that never sets’ is destined ever
to Shine over our Green hills, the vapor and the cloud will, doubtless
pass away.

True,—wealth, intelligence, and refinement of manners, have been
rapidly advancing —but if weighed in the ‘balances’ —a handful of the
generous, old-fashioned, soul felt hospitality, would turn the scales
against the cold, studied, chilling politeness, of modern Society.

Nor is our warfare ended, if we would be a people, ‘to be remem-
bered’ in the annals of the good and Great,—Not now, with ‘powder
and ball’ are we to meet the foe—but with moral weapons like the
‘two edged sword, which turned every way. . . 3
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Though Henry Stevens used “moral weapons” rather than “powder
and ball” to convince Vermonters of their duties, one sometimes senses
that his conduct was dictated by necessity rather than preference. Frus-
trated when the state government delayed paying his expenses for a
research trip in 1843 to several states and the nation’s capital, he
declared himself “almost swearing mad.” As a churchgoing temperance
man, Henry Stevens seldom lost his self-control, but he now in mock
fashion warned Governor Charles Paine of his readiness to raise money
by lecturing on Vermont history “at every Cabin Hamlet Village & City
from this place [Barnet] to the City of Washington™: “I will put on the
Military Hat of General Ethan Allen, gird on his sword, Buckle on his
spurs and [march] with the drum and Broad sword presented by Gen-
eral Starks [sic] taken from Col[onel] Baum Aug. 16, 1777. .. ¥ This
reference to the American victory at Bennington—the battle which
secured Vermont’s independence —may have been offered in jest, but it
also expressed Stevens’s desire to experience the Revolutionary War
vicariously through his historical research and lecturing.

The need to keep the Revolutionary spirit alive influenced Henry
Stevens’s social values as well as his family relations. No issue seemed
more important to him than the transmission of historical tradition to
the next generation—a goal imperiled by the state’s uncertain prospects
during the economic downturn of 1839-1843. Though historians debate
the impact of this depression upon rural New England, there is no doubt
that contemporaries feared its effects. Writing to Henry Stevens in early
1843, Chauncey L. Knapp of Montpelier expressed his outrage over a
recent legislative report that had concluded that “‘[the] known resources
of the State are inadequate to the support of its native population.’” If
this was the real cause of the so-called “rage for western emigration,”
he remarked sardonically, then Vermonters should “confess the truth
and run away. I shall not believe it for some weeks.”® Stevens con-
curred with these sentiments, while linking economic problems to
moral decline within his state. Too many young men, he wrote, were
fancying themselves dandies with “whiskers safety chain, cain [sic] and
gloves” rather than rolling up their sleeves for hard work. This taste for
luxury contrasted with earlier times when one Massachusetts gathering
had toasted Vermont as “‘the Backbone hip, shoulders, kidney and
pluck of New England.””#!

Henry Stevens idealized Vermont’s founding generation partly for its
military prowess, but above all because of its practice of moral virtues
that he deemed essential to the state’s future prosperity. Victory on the
battlefield during the Revolution was made possible only by sacrifices
within the family economy. Thrown upon its own resources in 1779, the
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Green Mountain republic survived in Henry Stevens’s view largely
because the state’s rulers “then appealed to their Wives and daughters.
They did not appeal in vain. Our mothers by their practical Patriotism
their industry and economy done [sic] their full share in establishing the
independence of this state and so soon paying of the war debt.**2 The
state’s welfare therefore depended upon young women keeping to their
traditional domestic role rather than seeking opportunities elsewhere.

Stevens decried the social and economic changes that had led to the
massive shipment of Vermont wool out of state and the increased reli-
ance upon manufactured cloth produced by southern New England fac-
tories, many of which employed Yankee farm girls. Evaluating federal
censuses, he calculated that the per capita value of household manufac-
tures in Vermont had declined significantly between 1810 and 1840.
Whereas the state was first in the Union in that category in the former
year, it had slipped by the latter point behind Missouri, Kentucky, and
Arkansas: “We are beaten out and out by each of those slaveholding
state[s]. . . . This stain must before 1850 be wiped away.”** The answer
to this problem lay in a renewed dedication to republican principles as
exemplified by Vermont’s Revolutionary leaders: “The spirit of Chit-
tenden, the Allens, Warner, Herrick, Robinson, Olin, Baker & Brown-
son, Tichenor, Smith, Galusha, each is now admonishing us to forsake
our follies [and] to turn back and walk in their footsteps [.] Incourage
[sic] industry economy and domestic manufactures.’*

Long before William James wrote of the “moral equivalent of war,’
Henry Stevens called upon Vermonters to address current social prob-
lems with the same spirit that had once inspired the Green Mountain
Boys. Attempting to reinstate a form of self-sufficiency that had been
practiced by necessity during the Revolution, he proposed that Vermont
residents be taxed for wearing articles of clothing manufactured in a
“foreign state or Government.” The Green Mountain State in his view
ought to be “as independent of her sister states as the soil climate and
ability of the people would possibly permit.”*5 This stance was far from
consistent, however, because Stevens continually looked to the federal
government for support of Vermont’s interests relative to the protective
tariff and internal improvements.* He demanded national assistance in
light of the state’s past services to the Union, while insisting that Ver-
mont maintain an independent rhetorical position. He accordingly
berated William Upham, one of his state’s Congressmen, for defending
the tariff by quoting statements made by the first five American presi-
dents. In Stevens’s opinion, any “Representative of the Green Mountain
Boys” need only consult Vermont Governor Chittenden’s proclamations



in the 1780s to find “more worthy sayings in relation to Protection
either as to our Rights Industry or property. . . ¥

Although Henry Stevens never really influenced public policy, his
economic ideas anticipate in some ways the changing relationship
between the individual and the nation in the modern industrial age.
Frustrated by his own problems as a farmer and small wool manufac-
turer, he conceived a plan in 1844 by which the federal government
would acquire the patents on improved textile machinery from large
firms in order to allow technical innovations to be shared equally by all
producers.® It is ironic that Stevens envisioned a more centralized
national economic policy at the same time he counseled self-reliance
for his state and its people. Being busy on a daily level with a plethora
of tasks, he was not fully aware of the contradictions in his own social
outlook .4

Henry Stevens instructed his own family in Vermont virtues that he
associated with rural self-sufficiency, temperance, Whig politics, and
antislavery. Indeed, there was no clear distinction between his concep-
tion of history, current affairs, and his children’s prospects. In an expan-
sive, progressive society, Stevens sought to bind the present to the past
and to keep his children fixated on Vermont even when they moved
beyond it. When his daughter, Sophia, was visiting Boston in March
1845, he counseled her neither to forget her heritage nor to permit city
folks to scoff at her native state:

You seem to write as though Boston was a Paradise. The time was
when her Churches were used for Garrisons for the British troops or
for stables for their horses. You may ask who was instrumental in
granting relief. I say Green Mountain Boys. They took the Cannon at
Ticonderoga that were used to drive the British out of Boston [.] One
of those Cannon balls is now in the Wall of Brattle Street Church as a
witness to this operation. Around which ought to be written in gilt let-
ters. This Ball was taken from the British at Ticonderoga May 10 1775
by the Green Mountain Boys. When you pass this Church look at said
Ball. No Loco Foco can look at this ball without fear and much trem-
bling. Every Vermonter on beholding this ball swears anew that he is
for our Country our whole Country nothing but our Country. When-
ever a Bostonian speaks disrespectful of the Green Mountain State tell
him of that Ball. Advise him to look at it five minutes.*

This admonition expressed a jumbled mix of concerns: opposition to
alien city ways; an association of the Locofocos, radical members of
the Democratic party, with the enemy; and an insistence that the current
generation of Vermonters look to the state’s Revolutionary heroes for
guidance on matters of national significance !

Rather than simply disdaining contact with the broader world,



Stevens hoped that his children would master new environments while
keeping their moral compass fixed on home. He thereby typified the
social outlook of other Whig civic leaders in rural New England who
combined boosterism with concerns for family order’? The tension
between Stevens’s fatherly ambitions and his profound conservatism is
especially apparent in his approach to his third son, George. Guiding
the young man to pursue a military career, the elder Stevens exercised
his political influence in 1839 to secure an appointment for George at
West Point. Though Henry had previously considered sending his son
to a well-known military school in nearby Norwich, Vermont, he
favored the more prestigious national academy once an opening became
available there. His fondest wish was that George would honorably rep-
resent Vermont as a cadet and later as an American officer. This expec-
tation was also held by others, including former governor William A.
Palmer, who recommended George Stevens to the Secretary of War as
“a full blooded Green mountain boy . . . [who] will do honor to the
appointment.”>3 As George’s experience would prove, however, it was
far from simple for him to fulfill his father’s moralistic sense of warfare
while meeting his duties as an American officer. This particular father-
son relationship reveals the challenges of integrating distinct state and
national loyalties for successive generations of Vermonters.

From the moment George entered West Point, Henry Stevens mea-
sured his son’s achievement in relation to cadets from other states. His
initial letter to George at the Academy advised him to “Stick snug to
your Books and see if you can go ahead of all the New England cadats
[sic].” Ten days later, he emphasized the importance of obedience,
industry, and economy — virtues especially appropriate to a young man
“from a small state (and not a son of a Nobleman but of a Farmer).”>
After four months of study, George had achieved respectable grades,
but had difficulty in explaining his ten demerits for the term, even
though that number was small relative to his classmates’. Justifying his
conduct to his father, he claimed that it was nearly impossible to avoid
these “blackmarks” since they were given for “little insignificant
things” like trying to shoo away flies. George added that only one cadet,
Senator John C. Calhoun’s son of South Carolina, had managed a spot-
less record for two years.>> This was small comfort to Henry Stevens,
who was content with his son’s academic standing, but disappointed
with his less than perfect conduct: “It seams [sic] to me that their [sic]
is no necessity of a Vermont Yankee being dishonored by black marks. I
hope that you will be more particular hereafter. You speak of the son of
J. C. Caloon [sic]. Is it possible that a Vermont Yankee is to be out done
by a southern cadat [sic]. I hope not.”%¢



George Stevens’s West Point years were marked by concerns about
class rank, frequent financial worries, and a sincere interest in his
father’s pursuit of Revolutionary War claims. More comfortable riding
a horse than studying, George wrote to his mother that he planned to
“exert myself to the proper limits,” but was not “a going to expose
myself, and run the risk of losing my eyes, health &c” for the sake of
improved grades. The cadet felt so pinched for funds that he welcomed
his father’s offer in December 1840 that he receive $1 for each month
that he had no demerits.> Henry Stevens meanwhile struggled to sup-
port sons at both West Point and Yale College while also providing for
his wife and three younger children. At one point he told his son that he
was determined to continue his historical collecting even if it should
compel him to sell the farm. George dutifully cheered on his father’s
campaign to obtain federal compensation for the Green Mountain State:
“I have read with much interest your report to the Gov[ernor]and am
ready to swing my hat and hurrah for Vermont.”*

After graduation, George Stevens accepted a position in July 1843 as
second lieutenant in the Regiment of Riflemen, a unit that could be
mounted at Congress’s discretion, and that was posted on the South-
western frontier.® This appointment suited the young man’s adventur-
ous nature and his love of horses, though it soon raised the possibility
that his allegiance might stray from his father’s world. Arriving at Fort
Jesup, Louisiana, in December 1843, George Stevens adapted to new
surroundings that offered challenges and possibilities. His correspon-
dence with his father during his army service reveals his own change of
perspective from a simple Vermont loyalty to a broader, more indepen-
dent outlook. This shift in viewpoint was not sudden, but as gradual as
his acclimation to variations in the Southern climate. Writing to his
family in early 1844, he reported that the mild February weather
seemed more comfortable than Vermont at any time of year while the
blossoming flowers stirred the senses.® This enthusiasm was soon tem-
pered by homesickness. As George wrote his sister, Sophia, in late
March, “This perpetual Summer climate is indeed pleasant and agree-
able, but I would give a month’s pay for a good slide down the old ‘Mill
hill’ on a smothe [sic] board or a skait [sic] on the cove or mill pond.”®'
By late April, he wrote that it had been too hot for hunting lately and
that mosquitoes and ticks were a constant nuisance. His father mean-
while worried continually about his son’s health, advising him to guard
himself against the alien climate: “. . . you are a northern man. I expect
every day to hear that you are sick. Eat no meat, drink no grog [and] be
very temperate during the warm season.”®* As temperatures of nearly
100 degrees became commonplace in mid-July, George closed one let-



ter with a simple exclamation: “O Lord! how hot.” He met this trying
circumstance by turning his Yankee ingenuity to the construction of a
“shower bath™ close to his room.*

George Stevens was a young man of high spirits and hardy physique
whose pursuit of good times was not easily constrained by his parents’
moralistic advice. For Henry Stevens, it was essential that an American
officer be a role model to others. “I hope you will on all occasions lend
your talent in doing good to your fellows. Try and elevate the soldiers [.]
raise them up, those that cannot read or write teach them so to do"*
Drinking wine and spirits was especially to be avoided as it would
imperil George’s health and risk his future role as a provider to his aged
parents. Reminding George that “our anxiety is very great,” Henry
Stevens left space in one letter for his wife, Candace, to express her
motherly concern that their boy observe his Sabbath duties: “So live
that you may be approved of at last”"® Both parents were doubtless
pleased by news that Fort Jesup had a debating club, library, and a tem-
perance society, though they may have been less happy with George’s
reports of frequent social calls upon “the Ladies.”* Displaying his con-
siderable drawing skills, the young man sketched an officer embracing
a woman in a letter to his brother, Henry Stevens, Jr., in which he
described his outpost as “a very pleasant Society.”®” Two miniature pho-
tographs of George Stevens, taken sometime during his brief military ser-
vice in the Southwest, give an impression of strength and relaxed confi-
dence.”® These qualities seemed to presage a successful military career.

George Stevens’s initial questioning of homespun pieties came after
visiting plantations in the fort’s vicinity. Carefully describing the plant-
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ers’ agricultural practices and the architecture of their homes, he
remarked to his father that “Slaves usually live in small houses of about
ten feet square, with a fire place. Every negro family [has] a house—
and they live more comfortably than a great portion of the Sons of free-
dom at the north.”%® These comments did not elicit any direct response
by Henry Stevens, but the possible annexation of Texas to the United
States in the spring of 1844 soon raised the question of how the Stevens
family would reconcile conflicting state and national loyalties. To
George, the admission of Texas might offer a welcome opportunity for
military adventure on the Mexican border. The young man celebrated
with his fellow soldiers in April 1844 upon learning that their regiment
was to be remounted on Congressional orders.” Henry Stevens’s initial
response to the Texas question was cautious, though suspicious. As a
loyal New England Whig, he expressed distrust of President Tyler’s order
of troops to the Southwestern frontier without prior consultation of Con-
gress. Though at first sympathetic to annexation, Stevens soon turned
against it because of fear that Southern proslavery interests might seize
Texas in order to provoke war with Mexico.”! Notwithstanding this
apprehension, he never doubted that George’s military service was a test
of Vermont’s loyalty to the nation. As Henry wrote to his son on June 1,
1844: “I long to have you distinguish yourself as an American officer.
Above all do not dishonor the name of the Green Mountain Boys.””

George Stevens’s unit faced no call to action during the summer of
1844 since the United States Senate rejected on June 8 the proposed
treaty of annexation with the Texas Republic. The Texas question
remained nationally divisive, however, and it soon had a major impact
on the Stevens family. In August, George Stevens was called upon by
the Army to carry dispatches from the U.S. charge d’affaires in Texas to
John C. Calhoun, the American Secretary of State. Journeying to Wash-
ington, D.C., he had only a brief stay in the capital as he was ordered to
travel to the Texas seat of government, at Washington on the Brazos,
carrying new dispatches from both the U.S. Department of State and the
“Texian” Legation.” Though only a courier, George’s role in important
political events undoubtedly boosted his confidence and broadened his
experience. Describing his journey between Louisiana and Texas to
his father, he explained that he had covered an estimated 750 miles on
horseback in less than twenty days, including four days simply of
awaiting orders: “I travelled alone—rising in the morning at day break
and riding until an hour or more after dark—on a strange road—no
moon—divils [sic], ghosts, bears, panthers, wolves, robers [sic] —but no
fear, I had a knife and two horse pistols & two belt pistols and any quan-
tity of go ahead, sometimes the houses were 10 or 15 miles apart.”’



George Stevens (center) flanked by two fellow soldiers during his mili-
tary service in the Southwest. The structure in the background may be
Fort Jesup, Louisiana. Daguerreotype, ca. 1845. Courtesy of the Uni-
versity of Texas at Arlington Libraries.

By early 1845, George’s army experience had led him to form politi-
cal views utterly different from those of his student days at West Point
when he had been a staunch Whig like his father. Influenced by South-
ern white culture and his travels in Texas, he now strongly favored the
Democratic ticket and annexation. As he proudly announced to his
father: I am rejoiced at the Election of J. K. Polk, and hate the aboli-
tionists.”” Henry Stevens expressed more concern with his son’s seem-
ing moral lapses than his politics, though he vented some sarcasm when
asking for George’s opinion about the recent Congressional resolutions
of March 2, 1845 in favor of Texas’s admission to the Union: “T expect
you and your Brother officers on receipt of the Resolutions . . . will hire
some Indian to shoot a wild pig[.] a few turkeys and have a real dinner
for your selves and neighbors. We Vermonters in general are opposed to
Slavery as well as annexing Texas. This is a Loco[foco] movement [.]
What will be the consequence 1 know not.”® This letter accurately



reflected state opinion since the Vermont Assembly in October 1844
denounced annexation as a proslavery measure which threatened the
dissolution of the Union.”

Anti-Texas sentiment was so strong within Vermont that it led some
politicians there to deny historic parallels between the admission of the
Lone Star Republic and the Green Mountain republic into the Union. In
addition to the opposition to Texas on antislavery grounds, New
Englanders generally argued that the Constitution gave no license for
the incorporation of a foreign nation still claimed by Mexico.” When
Southern expansionists cited the Green Mountain State as an example
of a separate republic being admitted to the Union, Congressmen
George P. Marsh and Jacob Collamer of Vermont refuted their conten-
tion. Rejecting any similarity between the two cases, they maintained
that Vermont—unlike Texas—had been created from a neighboring
state—New York—and that it had existed solely within the bounds of
the American Confederation.” This politically expedient use of history
would have doubtless annoyed the Green Mountain Boys, who prided
themselves on belonging to an independent state formed outside of any
prior political community.®® Henry Stevens evidently never commented
on the congressmen’s use of history, but he would not have agreed with
their basic premise about Vermont’s past.

To Henry Stevens, the crux of Vermont loyalty was patriotic service
which was consistent with his own conception of the American Revolu-
tion. This ideal might have been served by a war to seize Canada, but
not one to secure slaveowning Texas. As Stevens explained to George
while the young man was enrolled at West Point, “I am unwilling to
have [Queen] Victori[a] retain any possessions on this continent south
of 56 [degrees] North Latitude. This is as far north as potatoes and oats
will grow.”®! Approaching the Oregon controversy from the vantage
point of a Yankee farmer, he later used another homey metaphor to
express the American demand that the British “clear out” of that region:
“The American Farm is now large yet I am unwilling to have Mrs. Vic-
toria keep possession of any territory back of ours.” Stevens’s support
in the mid-1840s for the acquisition of the entire Oregon country put
him in the camp of those Conscience Whigs who distinguished sharply
between Northwestern and Southwestern expansion.®? Disturbed by the
threat posed by Texas’s impending annexation, Henry Stevens reas-
sured his daughter, Sophia, on March 10, 1845 that James K. Polk’s
inauguration did not signify the demise of Vermont Whig opposition to
slavery’s extension: “The 4th of March has passed. The sun shines as
usual. The Whigs of the Green mountain state are yet on their [tops?]
ready to perform every duty.” Vermont stood in this view as a moral



example to other states by disdaining any addition to its territory. Its
own fight during the Revolution was identified with the cause of liberty
rather than foreign conquest. Echoing Ethan Allen’s declaration,
Stevens believed that the Green Mountain Boys’ most glorious moment
was their first strike against British tyranny—the capture of Ticon-
deroga: “The star which has been our guide rose on the morning of the
10th May 1775 during the time Col[onel] Allen was repeating the fol-
lowing words[,] ‘In the name of the Great Jehovah and the Grand
American Congress I demand the surrender of this Fortress.” This star
never has set. It shines by day as well as by night. I believe it will shine
to the end of time. The oppressed in our sister states can look to this
Star of Liberty and equality when they are muted by tyrants and every
vestige of their republican institutions are no more.”® It is striking that
Henry Stevens used a military triumph—and one leading toward the
American invasion of Canada in 1775—as proof of Vermont’s commit-
ment to freedom. Hoping that George might still be swayed by this heri-
tage, he requested that Sophia write her brother “a good Whig letter. . . "%
Henry’s own letters to George took a different tack by emphasizing the
performance of military duty above all else. Vermont might be the most
advanced government and society in a moral sense, but its reputation
for right conduct would avail little on a national level unless its sons
acted bravely on the battlefield.®> It was not possible for Henry Stevens
to distinguish clearly between his own political conception of military
honor and his son’s pride in arms.

Always eager for any news of Vermonters in the military, Henry
Stevens responded warmly to George’s report that Colonel Ethan Allen
Hitchcock, the grandson of Ethan Allen, was stationed with the Third
Infantry at Fort Jesup in early 1845 .36 Hitchcock was himself pleased to
learn of Stevens’s collection of Vermont historical documents and
requested a “scrap” of his grandfather’s writing. This army veteran of
many years—a man whom George Stevens characterized as a “real
Vermonter” —aired nostalgic memories of his native state that would
be voiced by many fellow emigrants in the mid-to-late nineteenth cen-
tury. Praising the elder Stevens’s publishing plans, Hitchcock declared
that the writing of Vermont history “would send the blood tingling
through my whole body. It has been my destiny to spend my life far
distant from the green mountains, but I never forget that they are ‘my
own native’ hills—once trod, protected & defended by my remarkable
grandsire ¥

Hitchcock’s expression of fondness for Vermont was precisely the
type of sentimental flourish that Henry Stevens desired to hear from his
son, but that he could no longer obtain. By June 1845, the elder Stevens



was seemingly so desperate to fuel George’s state patriotism that he
sent him “the Vermonters’ camp song of 1779” for a third time. His let-
ter declared the hope that “every soldier in the service knew this song
by heart and were [sic] possessed of that same spirit which character-
ized the Green Mountain Boys at that period.”®® This attempt to perpet-
uate Vermont’s Revolutionary War in the present was bound to be futile
because of the distance in time and space that separated George Stevens
from his father’s mental world.

George Stevens never abandoned his Vermont loyalty, but he instead
assumed an independent outlook in which state patriotism was a sec-
ondary concern to national service. As he became more accustomed to
military life, he seldom answered his parents’ queries about his reli-
gious obligations and offered no apparent comment about the Vermont-
ers’ camp song to his father. Appointed topographical engineer to the
U.S. Army entering Texas in July 1845, he was asked to survey the roughly
five hundred mile route from Fort Jesup to Corpus Christi where the
troops would be stationed along the disputed border with Mexico. As
George traveled through the east Texas woodlands and small towns, his
letters to his father were replete with enthusiastic comments about the
beauty and healthfulness of the countryside, the friendliness of the people,
and the prettiness of the girls who flocked to balls given in the officers’
honor. Henry Stevens responded in sardonic Yankee fashion: “You must
have a fine time dancing when the Thermometer stands from 95 to
100.7% As the young officer learned more about Texas, his father hoped
that he would be alert to opportunities for land speculation and business
similar to his Yankee ancestors’ ambitions when settling the northern
New England frontier. Advising George to note the presence of
“streams, Mill seats, Navigable streams &c” as well as settlement pat-
terns, Henry Stevens recommended that his son and fellow officers
“join and petition the Texas Assembly for a Grant of Land say six miles
square [the typical size of a Vermont township]. This grant you will get
without doubt for moderate Charter fees. Come bargain with some two
or three of your Brother Officers and then take the lead in this business.
When you get others to sign the petition they will give you an acqui-
tance [sic] for a mere trifle.”® Here was a concise lesson in town forma-
tion that had been elevated to an art by the Allen family and other local
land promoters in the former New Hampshire Grants. Organize a nu-
merous company of men to satisfy the legal requirements of securing
a valid legal title, and then buy out the uninterested or token grantees
for a small fractional share of the unsettled land’s potential value.®!
Henry Stevens suggested that George might possibly execute this
scheme with Ethan Allen Hitchcock and another Vermont officer,



thereby keeping the profits within a narrow circle of trusted men. The
antiquarian cited historical precedent for his plan by informing George
how New England officers in the Continental Army had championed
Vermont’s cause during the Revolution and had then received land
grants for low fees from its government. Surely similar possibilities
could be had by befriending “the leading men in Texas.” That state
would soon be awash with federal subsidies for supplying the army and
building roads and forts. Henry Stevens had little doubt that this stream
of wealth would soon flow to “our Yankee Pe[d]dlers [who] will soon
be there to gather up every dollar of current money in exchange for
New England Rum & domestic Manufactures .

George Stevens was so taken with Texas that he attempted to con-
vince his father to settle there. Writing from Corpus Christi on October
10, 1845, he described his impressions from his journey to the Gulf
Coast, claiming that “parts of the country that we passed over are more
healthy & beautiful than any part of New England.”* The young Ver-
monter marveled at the boundless land with its well-watered prairies,
ample timber, salubrious climate, and cattle at bargain prices. His father
was curious, but not convinced: “As to moving to Texas, I will wait a
little to see what luck you Vermonters have in procuring grants of Land.
I should like to visit Texas and see the country. . . . Is the land good in
the vicinity of Corpus Christi. What is the price of Cotton goods. Rum
by the Gallon. Coffe [sic] by the pound[?].** Henry’s desire for useful
information prompted George’s promise to collect Texas newspapers
and all of the Republic’s public documents, and to ship them to Barnet
as soon as possible. A journey across the prairie to San Antonio mean-
while added to the young officer’s collection of “Mexican, Indian &
other curiosities.”® George even proposed to send some red chilies to
Vermont, a sure-fire recipe to test the Yankee palate!

As the Polk administration moved to armed confrontation with Mex-
ico in March 1846, General Zachary Taylor’s army in Corpus Christi
was ordered to march to the Rio Grande. George Stevens joined this
advance with the 2d Dragoons, himself riding on his “fine Grey” named
Ethan Allen. (Here was a sign of a Vermont officer’s state pride, though
a loyalty that was more casually expressed than Henry Stevens’s vener-
ation of Ethan Allen as a war hero). From mid-March to early May,
George’s unit journeyed southward to Point Isabel along the Gulf
Coast, crossed the Rio Grande to establish camp near Matamoras, and
then returned to its base on the north side of the river after the Mexican
army moved to contest the American forces on that ground.® The
young man’s last letter to Barnet, of May 3, 1846, doubtless frightened
his parents as it described nearby cannon fire and an imminent clash



between the two armies, with the enemy estimated at between 6,000
and 14,000 men. “Boom—Boom Boom in the direction of Matamoras,
every minute—Love to Mother and all.” George proclaimed himself “in
my war spirits” and ready for action: I shall [be] mounted on my Grey
horse ‘Eathen’ [sic| and will take my chances.”™’

The next letter from the war front that reached the Stevens home did
not arrive until Saturday morning, June 13, and it announced the painful
news of George’s death on May 18. As recounted by Lieutenant Potter,
one of the deceased officer’s comrades, this tragedy had occurred as
George’s horse bolted while crossing the Rio Grande, tossing him from
the saddle, catching his foot in the stirrup, and plunging him under
water until he was drowned. Henry Stevens was devastated by this
news, though he had sufficient strength to write the War Department in
Washington that same day, requesting that all his son’s personal effects
as well as his collection of documents, curiosities, and correspondence
be shipped home so that they could be deposited in the Vermont Histor-
ical Society. He also expressed a desire that George’s body be removed
to Barnet and buried in the family tomb.”

The shock of George’s death forced Henry Stevens to examine the
meaning of the Mexican War in relation to Vermont’s own past. Two
days after receiving the death notice, he suggested to his friend, E. P.
Walton, Jr., the Montpelier newspaper publisher, that he print an edito-
rial recommending that the relatives of deceased officers from the New

“Capt. May’s Charge at Resica [Resaca] de Palma.” Engraving, Virtue
& Co., New York, 1860. This print shows the charge of the U.S. Dra-
goons on May 9, 1846, in which George Stevens participated. Courtesy
of the University of Texas at Arlington Libraries.
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England states be allowed to have their kinsmen’s remains “taken up
and brought to this land of liberty where slavery dwelleth not.” On
June 17, 1846, Henry Stevens described his sadness to Phineas White, a
prominent Vermont Whig: “my staff on which I so much relied is bro-
ken.” It was difficult for Henry to reconcile these feelings with George’s
proud martial spirit: “His Letters from Camp carries [sic] the Idea of
Conquer or die.” The elder Stevens could not himself call the Mexicans
enemies, mourned for the losses on both sides, and described the war as
a violation of the Green Mountain Boys’ warning against foes from
other states: “‘Thou shalt not covet thy Neighbors possessions.”” The
American army in Stevens’s view should have remained stationed at
Corpus Christi until the boundary dispute with Mexico was peacefully
settled.!%

At the same time that Henry Stevens condemned the Mexican War,
he and other family members took pride in George’s accomplishments
as a soldier. Stevens was cheered by a report that George with only a
few comrades had bravely charged a Mexican battery in the battle of
May 9, 1846, and that he had been entrusted with escorting a captured
general to Taylor’s headquarters.'”! In providing information to a local
newspaper for George’s obituary, Henry noted that his son—if he had
been spared—would have been twenty-five years old on June 8. He
recounted the young man’s progress as a student: from Caledonia
County Grammar school in Lyndon, to Newbury Seminary, Peacham
Academy, and on to West Point. George had been a dutiful soldier who
had met his responsibilities ever since reaching his post at Fort Jesup:
“he was a faithful representative of the Green Mountain Boys and . . .
Universally beloved by his Regiment.”'02

The importance of military service to nineteenth-century Vermonters
is well illustrated by the design of the Stevens family monument stand-
ing in a small hillside cemetery in Barnet. A commemorative stone lists
the names of Henry Stevens, his wife Candace, and all their eleven chil-
dren, including five who died in early childhood. George Stevens’s
name is carved just below his parents’, and above those of his siblings.
His simple epitaph reads as follows:

Lieut. George Stevens

Son of Henry & Candace Stevens

Born June 8 1821 Graduated West Point

Class of 1843 2 Dragoons U S Army

On Gen. Taylor’s Staff Mexican War Drowned
May 18 1846 while crossing the

Rio Grande with the General’s advanced
Guard & buried at Fort Brown in Texas.

Aged 25 years.



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

Though George’s body was never brought back from Texas, his
memory was preserved as part of his native state’s traditions. This heri-
tage for many years blurred the distinction between the Revolution and
subsequent conflicts, so that Vermonters continued to envision their sol-
diers as Green Mountain Boys.'% This identification with the past was
by no means limited to those men who served in a military capacity.
Though a resident of London for most of his adult life, Henry Stevens,
Jr., the antiquarian’s son and himself a prominent book collector, com-
monly added three initials to his signature: “G. M. B.,” or Green Moun-
tain Boy.!*

Henry Stevens, Sr.’s long career as an exponent of Vermont patri-
otism was replete with irony. Though a Tory’s son, he helped to perpetu-
ate the legend of the Green Mountain Boys. Striving to relive the Revo-
lutionary War through his own children, he lost a son in a conflict which
he believed was wrong. Though he pleaded that Vermonters work to
renew their state at home, his efforts proved unavailing against the
steady tide of out-migration throughout the nineteenth century. Nostal-
gia remained a powerful sentiment among many former Vermonters,
but such feelings alone contributed little to the economic growth, self-
sufficiency, and moral order that Stevens craved for the Green Moun-
tain State.!%

Notwithstanding Henry Stevens’s ceaseless work as a collector of
historical documents, his monumental storehouse of Vermont records
was largely lost to posterity through two fires. This tragedy reflected
the difficulty of historical preservation during an era when govern-
ments depended greatly upon private individuals to initiate this type of
work at their own expense. While Stevens amassed papers that he con-
sidered to be “the property of the Green Mountain Boys,” he also
expected to profit from the sale of his collections to the state. Given the
confusion between his personal holdings and the state archives, it is
not surprising that problems ensued between the antiquarian and Ver-
mont’s government. During the mid-1850s, Stevens was even forbid-
den by the legislature to carry away any historical records from its
chambers. A disastrous fire in the State House in 1857 consumed most
of his first collection. He then compiled a second one which the State
of Vermont failed to purchase at his death in 1867. These papers were
eventually sold by his heirs to the New York State Library where a fire
in 1911 destroyed most of these precious original sources. Though a
sufficient portion of the Stevens collection survived to be an important
documentary record, its significance was greatly diminished. Henry
Stevens’s contribution to Vermont cannot be measured solely by these
historical papers, but should also include his influence in forging state



tradition—a common sense of the past based upon popular memory
and myth.!06

Although Henry Stevens failed to realize his most cherished goals as
an antiquarian, he saved some material artifacts which linked his state’s
past to the nation’s independence. It was largely through his labor that
Vermont was able to retrieve two of the four brass cannon that were
captured at the battle of Bennington by the Green Mountain Boys and
other New England militia. Addressing the state legislature in 1848, the
Reverend James Davie Butler praised Stevens for recovering these
weapons and expressed his own pride in military sacrifice on the
nation’s behalf. The retrieved cannon were “time-honored relics” that
should be treasured as much as those weapons of war which were
enshrined in “the sky-climbing chamber of the Bunker Hill monument.”
To Butler, this respect for Revolutionary War mementos was quite a
recent development in Vermont. Shunning examples of previous indif-
ference, he reminded his audience that General Stark’s gift of captured
war articles to the state had once been “vilely thrown away.” Butler
called upon Vermonters above all to show “the same resolution to
preserve our rich inheritance which . . . our fathers showed in acquiring
it. . . . Then shall our mountains still be the holy land of freedom, and
all our battle-fields remain that hallowed ground which speaks of
nations saved.”'%?

Henry Stevens’s own intense identification with the Green Mountain
Boys sometimes bordered on the eccentric, but his Vermont patriotism
was quite in keeping with the public mood in the state. His influence
upon subsequent generations was felt in several ways in the years just
following his death in 1867. Documents compiled by his son, Henry,
Jr., formed a major part of the first two volumes published in 1870 and
1871 as the Collections of the Vermont Historical Society.'® Henry
Stevens, Sr.’s labors had already been of considerable service to Hiland
Hall, the highly respected statesman who devoted himself to the writing
of history after serving as governor between 1858 and 1860. Hall’s His-
tory of Vermont, published in 1868, was the most accomplished schol-
arly statement of Green Mountain State patriotism written during the
nineteenth century.'” This book was so cherished by Vermonters that it
was placed with other select documents beneath the Bennington Battle
Monument’s five-ton cornerstone at a dedication ceremony of August
16, 1887, the one hundred and tenth anniversary of the battle. Hall had
himself been the foremost public advocate of erecting this memorial
stone obelisk for many years before his death in 1885."'° Henry
Stevens, a supporter of the monument’s construction since the 1850s,



would doubtless have approved of the intertwining of patriotic history
with a statutory commemoration.

The equation of military sacrifice with political virtue was common-
place in the early American republic. Nowhere was this connection felt
more strongly than in Vermont, whose own distinct battle for indepen-
dence as a republic was bound to the Revolutionary War. Whatever its
economic and social problems during the antebellum era, the Green
Mountain State was viewed by many of its citizens as having a special
mission that was defined in historic terms. Fostering a sense of state tra-
dition therefore became an important source of stability in an uncertain
time. Vermonters’ loyalty to their past placed them on a seemingly
higher moral plane than the aggressive, proslavery adherents of Mani-
fest Destiny. Henry Stevens’s tragedy was that he attempted in vain to
reconcile the virtuous military ideal of the Revolution with American
nationalism in his own time. As his son George’s experience proved, the
responsibility of being a Green Mountain Boy was not a simple burden
to carry. Maintaining a sense of statehood and national identity based
largely upon heroism in battle is seldom an unmixed blessing, no matter
how noble the cause for which a people once fought.
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Alternative Medicine in
Nineteenth-century Vermont

Alternative methods of healing have

a long tradition in Vermont.

Records indicate many more physicians
practiced alternative medicine in

the 1800s than physicians do now.

By JoHN M. MCPARTLAND AND PATTY PRUITT

n 1828, Zadock Thompson began listing physicians in his annual
state-wide gazette, Walton’s Vermont Register. The Register, pre-
cursor to the currently-published Vermont Yearbook, included a

town-by-town roster of politicians, public officers, professional people
and assorted businesses in the state of Vermont (see Table 1).

Eight years later the Register began differentiating physicians by their
training or philosophy.' They were listed as either “regular” or one of sev-
eral sectarian schools. Today these sectarian philosophies would be con-
sidered types of “alternative medicine,” and they are currently enjoying
great public attention. Researching the Register suggests the public’s in-
terest in alternative medicine is not new, but represents a resurgence of in-
terest, with a previous appeal peaking in nineteenth-century Vermont.

The Register’s apportionment of physicians into different sects con-
tinued until the 19089 issue. During those seventy-two years, fifteen types
of sectarians appeared in the Register, including Indian, botanical, root,
Thomsonian, physio-medical, eclectic, reformer, homeopathic, hydro-
pathic, German, clairvoyant, cancer cure, asylum, spiritualist, and osteo-
pathic practitioners. The decision to differentiate physicians in the Regis-
ter was probably Thompson’s. He was a proponent of natural healing
methods. Thompson extolled the curative powers of Vermont’s mineral
springs, and described the medicinal uses of native herbs.? In contrast,
regular physicians of the day espoused bloodletting and blistering, and
administered mercurous chloride, strychnine, arsenic, and antimony.?
Many regular physicians were poorly qualified. All the early physicians



TABLE 1 Census of physicians listed in Walton’s Vermont Register,
classified by their sectarian philosophies, and tallied at 15-year intervals.

Number of physicians (and percent of total) in each category

1840 1855 1870 1885 1900
Category N % N % N % N % N %
Regular 440 965 467 930 429 813 404 82.1 584 882
Indian 1 02 - - - -
Botanical/Root 12 26 19 38 3 06 5 10 -
Thomsonian 3 06 5 10 13 24 3 06 1 015
Eclectic/Reformer - 1 02 29 55 14 28 12 18
Homeopathic - 8 16 48 91 59 120 354 8.
Hydropathic/German - 2 04 1 02 - -
Clairvoyant - - 1 02 1 02 2 03
Cancer cure - - 1 02 - 1 0.15
Asylum - - 2 04 3 06 -
PhysioMedicalist - - - 1 02 -
Spiritualist - - - 2 04 -
Osteopathic - - - - 9 14
Total Physicians 456 502 528 492 663

Vermont population* 291,948 315,098 330,551 332422 343,641

* Vermont population figures in 1840, 1870, and 1900 are from the U.S. census, reported in
Walton’s Vermont Register. The population for 1855 was extrapolated from census figures of
1850 and 1860, the population for 1885 was extrapolated from 1880 and 1890.

in Vermont trained by apprenticeship. The period of apprenticeship was
short, only three years.* There were no medical societies, no licensing
boards, no medical journals, and few books. Medical schools did not ap-
pear in New England until 1782, at Harvard (an undergraduate program),
and sixteen years later at Dartmouth. As one Burlington physician la-
mented, “Under our present system, illiterate men, and in some cases,
grossly criminally ignorant men, do crowd into the Profession of Medi-
cine’” Faced with this scenario, many Vermonters like Zadock Thomp-
son sought sectarian healers.

The Register is a rich resource— it is the only known state-wide tally of
sectarian practitioners in the United States. We felt a census of Vermont’s
nineteenth-century sectarians would be valuable for comparison to to-
day’s trends. We charted this census by counting the number of practi-
tioners appearing in the Register at fifteen-year intervals, beginning in
1840. See Table 1 for a compilation of this census. We then researched
the archival history of the fifteen sects as they pertain to Vermont. For a
full description of these sects, please see references cited in the notes.
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INDIAN DocCTORS

The first alternative healers in Vermont, by today’s standards, were
Abenaki medicine men and women. They utilized herbs, sweat lodges,
and massage.5 An Indian named Molly Orcutt began administering to
the sick around Troy, Vermont, in the late 1700s.” She was famous for
treating dysentery, particularly in children. Orcutt also practiced mid-
wifery.® Margery Griswald was another “Indian-doctoress” and midwife.
She married an Englishman and practiced around Randolph in the late
1700s.° Several non-natives also called themselves Indian doctors, such
as Ebenezer Chase and his wife, identified only as “Mrs. Chase.” They
appear in the Register from 1838 to 1842.

BotanicaL AND RooT DocTtors

Some colonial physicians probably learned herbal medicine from the
Abenakis.!” The first known botanical physician in Vermont, Dr. Roebeck
of Grand Isle, used Indian hemp, spigot root, and other local Abenaki
remedies. He practiced in Vermont after 1781.!' Six botanical doctors
appear in the 1836 Register. By 1840 there were eleven, plus one “root
doctor” in Montpelier. The Vermont Botanical Medical Society was
listed in the 1840 Register among the “state benevolent societies.”

THOMSONIAN PHYSICIANS

The best known of Vermont’s botanical healers was Samuel Thomson
(1769-1843). Thomson was born and raised in Alstead, New Hamp-
shire. In 1788 his father moved to Jericho, Vermont. Thomson made
many visits to Jericho but kept his home in New Hampshire. He learned
herbs from an elderly woman named Mrs. Benton, who was either an
Indian or had been closely associated with Indians.'? Thomson’s favor-
ite herb was lobelia (Lobelia inflata L.), which he claims to have dis-
covered himself. But this herb was used by Iroquois in New York State,
and was called Indian tobacco. So it seems that Thomson did not dis-
cover new herbs; his true innovation was marketing.

In 1807 Thomson claimed to have cured a dysentery epidemic in
Jericho. As he gained renown, Vermont’s physicians saw him as a threat
and moved to protect their market share. In 1813 they organized the
Vermont Medical Society, and in 1820 they orchestrated “An Act Regu-
lating the Practice of Physic and Surgery in Vermont.” The main pur-
pose of the society and the law was to distinguish “qualified” physi-
cians. Thomson was deemed unqualified and thrown into a miserable cell
in Newburyport to await trial."* Thomson was acquitted by the judge,
got out of jail, and quickly expanded his commercial operations. Thom-



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

sonism soon swept the young United States. Thomsonian periodicals
were published in states from Maine to Mississippi and west to Ohio.

By 1838 Thomson’s friends in the legislature spearheaded a repeal of
the Vermont Medical Act of 1820. The M.D s at that time were too busy
battling among themselves to fight the repeal. Sharp rivalries existed be-
tween Vermont’s medical schools. Middlebury College organized a short-
lived medical department in 1810." An unchartered medical school was
established in Cornwall around 1816 by Frederic Ford.” Castleton Medi-
cal Academy opened in 1818, followed shortly by the medical school at
the University of Vermont (officially chartered in 1822) and another
school opened in Woodstock (1827). Competition for medical students
grew fierce. Colleges cut deals with students over tuition, overlooked
flunked exams, and let students graduate early —as long as they paid their
tuition. Castleton infiltrated University of Vermont lectures with “secret
agents” to harrass the professors and steal students.!® Besides this circus,
three completely bogus diploma mills also operated in Vermont."?

With regular medicine in disarray, several doctors disavowed the scene
and declared themselves Thomsonians. A Cornwall physician, Dr. L.
Sperry, published his own Thomsonian-type manual, The Botanic Fam-
ily Physician.'® A Thomsonian infirmary opened in Burlington; a clinic
operated in Essex. The Thomsonian Infirmary and Insane Hospital opened
in Randolph, the precursor of today’s Gifford Memorial Hospital.'®

PHYSIO-MEDICALISTS

As more physicians adopted Thomson’s system, a schism appeared.
Many physicians were alienated by Thomson’s anti-intellectualism. They
wanted to open colleges of botanical medicine. Thomson was opposed
to elitist education. So the physicians broke away, calling themselves
physio-medicalists, and in 1841 organized the Thomsonian Physio-
Medical College in Ohio.? Only one physio-medical physician appears
in the Vermont Register, G. H. Gray from Calais.

REFORMERS AND ECLECTICS

Eclectic medicine also evolved out of Thomsonism.?' Eclectics traced
their lineage back to a New England physician, Wooster Beach. In 1829
Dr. Beach organized the Reformed Medical Society, which evolved into
the Eclectic Medical Society. The first physician listed as an eclectic in
the Register was H. D. Allen, from Weston, in 1851. The next to appear
was E. Perkins, in neighboring West Windsor, two years later. The Ver-
mont State Eclectic Society was chartered in 1866, and the New England
Eclectic Medical Association was incorporated in Vermont in 1896.22

With the rise of eclectic medicine, fewer physicians allied with Thom-



sonism. Thomson’s movement declined after he died in 1843. Ten years
later, when the last of Thomson’s patents expired, Thomsonism collapsed
as an organized system. The number of Thomsonian physicians in Ver-
mont decreased from a peak of fourteen practitioners around the Civil
War. But one physician from Londonderry, L. S. Amold, stubbornly
called himself a Thomsonian in the Register until 1906.

As Thomsonism dwindled, the Vermont Medical Society began to re-
vive. Vermont’s regular physicians lobbied to re-license medical practi-
tioners, to repeal the 1838 repeal. The 1876 law established a medical
“Board of Censors” to exclude “irregulars.” By then, however, the sec-
tarian enemy was no longer Thomsonism, but homeopathy and hydropathy.

HoMEOPATHS

Homeopathy flourished in the same regions of the United States
where Thomsonism had been successful earlier.?* Harvard medical pro-
fessor Oliver Wendell Holmes condemned the sect in an 1842 text en-
titled Homadpathy and its Kindred Delusions. Homeopathists rose to
the defense, answering Holmes in books of their own. One such text,
The Realities of Homaopathy, was published in Middlebury by Dr. G.
Gleiwitz. Gleiwitz punned Holmes, saying homeopathy was not based
on delusions, but dilutions.

David H. Baird was the first homeopath in Vermont, practicing in
Coventry and Troy as early as 1840.2* The first homeopaths listed in the
Vermont Register, in 1847, were Oliver Eells of Cornwall and Robert
Wesselhoeft and E. Bodenstein of Brattleboro. The following year, T. C.
Taplin of Montpelier changed his designation from dentist to homeo-
path. These men, with G. E. E. Sparhawk of Burlington and C. B. Darling
of Lyndonville, chartered the Vermont Homeopathic Society in 1858.
This organization replaced the Green Mountain Homoeopathic Medical
Association (organized 1854), which evolved out of the Caledonia
County Homoeopathic Medical Society, begun in 1851.2 As late as
1882, allopaths tried to legislate homeopaths out of existence. The allo-
paths were defeated, partially from lobbying by Dr. Roosa, a University
of Vermont professor.2

HyYDROPATHS

The first medicinal waters in Vermont were discovered at Clarendon
Springs around 17767 A Cornwall physician, Frederic Ford Sr., was
famous for treating patients with water washes and wet sheets from
about 1795 to his death in 1822.2 Ford considered himself an educator,
and in 1804 established a literary organization, The Young Gentleman’s
Society. Oliver Eells, later a prominent homeopath, was a member of
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Ford’s literary society. Ford established a medical school to promulgate
his hydropathic theories in 1816, but apparently abandoned the idea
when nearby Castleton Medical Academy opened two years later.

By the 1840s, “water-cure” institutes had opened in the U.S.» These
institutes resembled resorts more than hospitals. Water cures became
very fashionable, and the waters of New England were considered
among the best. America’s elite went to Saratoga or Poland Spring, but
many came to Vermont—to spas at Brattleboro, Clarendon, Sheldon,
Guilford, Highgate, and Middletown.

Some regular physicians and homeopaths switched to the practice of
water cure. Dr. Wesselhoeft was one such homeopath, with impeccable
credentials —he graduated in the first class of the first homeopathic col-
lege in America, published a widely-read reply to Holmes’s “Kindred
Delusions,” and was one of the first homeopaths in Vermont. Wessel-
hoeft then established the Brattleboro Water Cure in 1848. It was the
most expensive cure in the U.S. ($100/week), and attracted the rich and
famous, including Henry Wadsworth Longfellow, Henry David Thoreau,
and Harriet Beecher Stowe.*

One water cure patient, Elizabeth Blackwell, was a childhood friend
of Harriet Beecher Stowe. Blackwell became the first woman granted
an M.D. degree in America, from the Geneva Medical College (New
York) in 1849.3! Female M.D s were an “alternative” not recognized by
the Register. The first female M.D. in Vermont was Emily Verney-
Brownell, of Danville, who graduated from the Woman’s Medical
College of Pennsylvania in 1855.%

SPIRITUALISTS AND CLAIRVOYANTS

The Swedish philosopher Emanuel Swedenborg inspired New England’s
spiritualists in the nineteenth century, such as John Chapman (known as
Johnny Appleseed), and the transcendentalists Thoreau, Emerson, and
Whitman. Spiritual healers, such as Phineas Quimby, a “mental healer”
from Maine, also followed Swedenborg. Quimby was a mentor for Mary
Baker Eddy, who founded Christian Science around 1868. The Church of
Christ, Scientist, church in Burlington, probably the first in Vermont, was
organized in the 1880s or 1890s.3* Another prominent protégé of
Quimby’s was Henry Wood, a “mental healer” from Barre. Wood pub-
lished numerous books and lectured around the country.?

Some spiritualists specialized in clairvoyance, Edgar Cayce being a
prominent example. The greatest American medical clairvoyant of the
nineteenth century was Lucy Cook Ainsworth of Montpelier. She first
appears in the Register around 1870. Known as “Sleeping Lucy,” she
made diagnoses, prescribed herbal cures, and set bones, all while in a
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trance.® The clairvoyant theosophists also have Vermont roots. Colonel
Henry Olcott and Madame Helena Blavatsky, founders of the Theo-
sophical Society, met each other in Chittenden.’

AsyLuM Docrtors

The Brattleboro Retreat, a private psychiatric hospital, opened in
1834.%7 Its first director, William Rockwell, M.D., emphasized proper
diet and exercise to treat “nervous and mental invalids.” He also utilized
the medicinal springs that were part of the retreat’s 1,600 acres. One of
the springs was also used by Wesselhoeft as part of his Brattleboro
Water Cure. Some of the retreat’s physicians, such as Dr. Kellum, who
first appears in the 1855 Register, were initially listed as hydropaths. By
1870, they formed a separate category, “asylum doctors”’

CANCER CURE DOCTORS

After the Civil War some physicians called themselves “cancer cure
doctors.” A Mrs. R. W. Hill appears in the 1870 Register, and a Dr. H. E.
Smith appears in the 1900 edition. An ad for Smith states, “curing with
arsenic, the knife, or drawing blood.” This treatment differed little from
standard allopathic practices of the period.

OSTEOPATHIC PHYSICIANS

The first osteopath in Vermont, George Helmer, arrived the summer
of 1895. Helmer was a student of Andrew Taylor Still, who founded
osteopathy in Missouri. One of the student’s patients was Mr. A. C. Mills,
a St. Louis manufacturer. Mills invited Helmer to his summer home in
Chelsea, Vermont. In 1896 Helmer returned with another osteopath,
Charles Corbin. Within weeks, the success of Drs. Helmer and Corbin
aroused the antagonism of the local M.D.s. The regular physicians pro-
posed a bill to exclude osteopathy from Vermont. In defense, Helmer
moved to Montpelier. In a short time his roster of patients included Lieu-
tenant Governor Fisk, ex-Governor Dillingham, and several judges and
state senators. They championed a bill to license osteopathy in Vermont.
In an hour and fifteen minutes, it passed both houses and was signed by
Govemnor Grout. Thus, in 1896, Vermont became the first state to license
osteopaths, even before Missouri, where osteopathy began.’®

CONCLUSIONS

For seventy-two years, Waiton’s Vermont Register surveyed the prev-
alence of sectarian physicians in Vermont. It was probably a compre-
hensive listing, since the Register provided free advertising for practi-
tioners (the Register was funded by people who purchased it, not by
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people who appeared in it—the opposite of today’s yellow pages). As a
comparison for accuracy, Thomas L. Bradford® provides statistics on
the number of homeopaths in Vermont around 1855, 1870, 1885, and
1900; his numbers average 15 percent higher than the count appearing
in the Register.

According to statistics appearing in the Register, the number of sec-
tarian practitioners peaked at ninety-nine in 1875. The following year,
Vermont’s legistature established a medical licensing board, which
eliminated physicians who trained by apprenticeship. In 1875, 21 .4 per-
cent of Vermont’s physicians listed themselves in sectarian categories.
By 1900, this percentage had dropped nearly in half, to 11.9 percent.
Some sectarian practitioners’ names disappeared from the Register, and
others were switched to the regular category.®°

In terms of practitioners per capita (see Table 1), the sectarians
peaked in 1870, with 29.6 per 100,000 population. The total number of
physicians (regular and sectarian) that year was 159.7 per 160,600.

How does this compare with the current situation in Vermont? Today,
Vermont supports approximately 204 physicians per 100,000.*! The num-
ber of alternative healers is conservatively estimated at 153 per 100,000.42

We believe the current number of alternative healers is rising rapidly
in Vermont because there is no regulation of their practice. Their situa-
tion is similar to that of Vermont’s sectarian practitioners prior to the
1876 Medical Board Act. Since 1876 only three groups of sectarian
practitioners have gained licensure in Vermont, the osteopaths in 1896,
chiropractors in 1919, and naturopaths in 1996. Acupuncturists are
registered but not licensed; hypnotherapists and other mental health
care workers are “rostered” but not licensed. For many other practi-
tioners—such as midwives, massage therapists, and energy healers—
there is no licensure and no regulation. If history repeats itself, we be-
lieve the number of alternative practitioners in Vermont will continue to
increase until they are licensed.
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Bennington and the Green Mountain Boys:

The Emergence of Liberal Democracy in Vermont,
1760-1850

By Robert E. Shalhope (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press,
1996, p. 412, $49.95).

R)bert E. Shalhope’s Bennington and the Green Mountain Boys is
one of those rare volumes that delivers more than it promises. Sub-
titled The Emergence of Liberal Democracy in Vermont, 1760—1850, it
details how “with the passage of time . . . the egalitarian community
envisioned by Bennington’s New Light founders [became] a liberal
democracy —materialistic, utilitarian, aggressively individualistic and in-
equitable,” (p. 333). Shalhope depicts Bennington as a cauldron of re-
ligious, social, and cultural conflicts spiced with intense political par-
tisanship. Tracing this transformation of independent yeomen into a
democratic capitalist society by focusing upon forces and individuals
that dominated Bennington, he concludes that liberal democracy emerged
from the “clash between the egalitarian communalism of Strict Congre-
gationalism, the democratic individualism of Green Mountain Boys,
and the hierarchical elitism of Federalist gentlemen.” This was an out-
come the participants hardly anticipated.

Published as a volume in the Reconfiguring American Political His-
tory series, whose contributors focus upon individual communities to
analyze specific accommodations to change, Shalhope’s book operates
on a number of levels. It provides an extraordinarily rich and thoroughly
researched town and state history, and simultaneously attempts a micro=
cosmic view of the larger story of how America came to be. This case
study method, of course, is familiar to readers, and, if history serves
as our guide, no such study is likely to produce a professional consensus
on how representative the Bennington experience is for explaining the



triumph of liberalism in America. This reviewer, however, harbors few
doubts that Bennington and the Green Mountain Boys enhances our under-
standing of how liberal democracy —as defined by the author—came about.

Until now, Robert E. Shalhope has not been a familiar name to read-
ers of Vermont History. A professor of history at the University of Okla-
homa and author of three previous books on the early national period,
he is an established scholar adept at provocative analysis, often evoking
neglected linkages. For example, after noting that unsettled land ce-
mented the initial affinity of political thought between the New Lights
and the Green Mountain Boys, an observation hardly novel to students
of Vermont, Shalhope takes his observations a step further. He suggests
that many New Englanders, including those formerly tenants of Hudson
Valley patroons, “subscribed to the traditional belief that the earth be-
longed to its cultivators. Customarily applied to the lands of Nomadic
Indian tribes, this doctrine seemed just as relevant when the uninhabited
soil of absentee landlords was at stake” (p. 17). The link between Indian
displacement and Vermont settlement may indeed be stronger than gen-
erally assumed.

Some readers will find the study’s principal virtue to be in the au-
thor’s skillful treatment of the fortunes of Bennington’s Congregational
church. This treatment is a corrective to recent political histories, this
reviewer’s included, that have slighted the central role of religion in the
lives of many early Vermonters. To some extent this neglect can be at-
tributed to the dominance that the rationalist Ethan Allen has exercised
over early Vermont historiography. In addition, discussion of church
doctrine invariably utilizes a vocabulary arcane to ears attuned to our
more secular age. Theologians may quibble over details, but most read-
ers will come away with a deeper appreciation of the myriad conflicts
involving Separates and the Standing Order—New Lights and Old
Lights. They may even get a clear sense of the contemporary setting by
how Shalhope sorts out the tensions between church members who had
experienced saving grace and the larger society of those who merely at-
tended services and supported the ministry. Furthermore, the already
tenuous alliance in the 1770s between New Lights and the Green
Mountain Boys fragmented irreparably after the publication of Ethan
Allen’s Reason the Only Oracle of Man in the Fall of 1784. With that
publication, Allen “brought the wrath of clergymen down upon his
head” and “forfeit[ed] his support among the New Lights living in east-
ern Vermont who became increasingly receptive to the [elitist] appeals
of {Isaac] Tichenor and [Nathaniel] Chipman” (pp. 187-88).

Through the War of 1812, affairs of the town roughly paralleled af-
fairs of the state. By mid-nineteenth century, however, Bennington’s in-
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ternal strife was not necessarily representative of what was occurring
elsewhere in Vermont. The Federalists retained an ascendancy they lost
elsewhere, and as opposed to its success in most of the rest of the state,
Anti-Masonry failed to dominate Bennington politics. By 1850 town
leaders deliberately linked themselves through rhetoric to the Green
Mountain Boys, but “the triumph of the yeoman persuasion was more
symbolic than real” (p. 329). The image of the yeoman farmer had be-
come libertarian. From the utilitarian perspective of men like Hiland
Hall, who embraced equal opportunity but hardly its social or economic
corollaries, it was freedom of opportunity that sparked competition
through which “effort and talent would naturally create distinct differ-
ences in social status” (p. 330). Furthermore, social and economic sta-
tus had become increasingly linked, a phenomenon reflected in church
as well as political affairs.

Shalhope’s narrative reads smoothly and the annotations to his chap-
ters, which average over one hundred endnotes, reveal extensive re-
search that lightens rather than intrudes on the text. The author also fur-
nishes a detailed index and an Essay on Sources. Skilled at synthesis, he
has done an excellent job of utilizing the last twenty years of scholar-
ship on early Vermont and its national context. Bennington and the
Green Mountain Boys is certainly one of the more important studies on
Vermont history and analysis of a community’s transformation. Despite
its high cost, it belongs in most Vermont libraries.

SamueL B. HanDp

A UVM professor emeritus and a former president of the Vermont Historical
Society, Samuel B. Hand has taught Vermont history and written and lectured
widely on the state’s past.

Jip, His Story
By Katherine Paterson (New York: Lodestar Books, 1996, pp. 192,
$15.95).

The Black Bonnet

By Louella Bryant (Shelburne, Vermont: New England Press, Inc.,
1996, pp. 160, paper, $12.95).

ip, whose story is the subject of Katherine Paterson’s book, Jip, His
Story, muses “. . . if you want to catch a reader tight, the trap needs
to be plain and strong with no smell of the trapper lingering on it.” And
that is just what Paterson has done in this book. She catches the readers
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tight and places them in nineteenth-century Vermont, enmeshing them
in the issues of that time: treatment of children, the handicapped, the
poor and slaves, including rape by slave masters, all with the directness
and compassion that mark her skill as a writer.

As a social studies teacher, I look for ways to put life into the dates and
sequence of events that are often history’s presentation. I look for ways to
broaden this presentation, enriching history with detail so that early ado-
lescents, whose focus is the present and whose understanding of that
present is basic, may know history’s significance. A good story achieves
this enrichment. To paraphrase Paterson, it holds the student “tight” while
it introduces the people, the issues, and the villains of the past and it fuels
present-day conversations, often encouraging further reading.

But the story must be accurate and the writing must be good for all
this subtle learning to take place. Katherine Paterson’s Jip, His Story
has these qualities and more. The Black Bonnet by Louella Bryant falls
short in several ways. Both books are set in nineteenth-century Vermont
and deal with the underground railroad.

The Black Bonnet is the story of two slave sisters, Charity and Bea,
who make it to Burlington, Vermont, via the underground railroad.
Once there, twelve-year-old Charity is befriended by Sissy Young, the
minister’s daughter. Because she is fair skinned, Charity is able to pass
as a white person and go out into a Burlington community that is sup-
posedly frequented by slave catchers. A three or four day wait for Bea
to regain strength before they can continue on to Canada gives Charity
and Sissy time for several adventures. This tale begins with promise,
but Bryant’s writing fails to hold the reader and contains, in places, di-
dactic material that becomes intrusive. Characters’ conversations about
topics like the history of Burlington, slavery, and even Charles Dar-
win’s latest book on evolution lack credibility. These interruptions, pre-
sumably intended to educate the reader, or to lend an air of authenticity
to the book, take away from the story and leave the reader pondering
their purpose. Secondly, and most surprisingly, several characters are
inaccurately placed in Vermont, some by date and some because they
never were here. Harriet Tubman was probably never in Vermont, con-
trary to what one of Bryant’s characters says. George Washington
Henderson did not come to Vermont until after the Civil War, when he
was fifteen years old. Ellen and William Craft did not come through
Vermont nor was their destination Canada. They eventually settled in
England and they escaped from Georgia in 1848, not in the late 1850s,
when Bryant has them arriving in Burlington.

Vermont already has a proud history of resistance to slavery. The under-
ground railroad was operated by courageous people whose stories are



as valid as Tubman’s and the Crafts’. Dropping famous people inaccu-
rately into an historically-based work, even though it is fiction, distorts
history and cheats the reader. Young Vermont readers deserve a true
story that encourages an understanding that, even though there are
many people of note in our history, the everyday lives of ordinary people
is the larger reality and also a striking source of pride.

The courage of ordinary people, some of whom, indeed, are consid-
ered the misfits of nineteenth-century society, is the subject of Pater-
son’s book, Jip, His Story. Jip fell off the back of a wagon as a young
toddler and, because no one came back to claim him, he was taken to
the local poor farm where he was given his name, because it probably
was a gypsy wagon. Raised there, he finds comfort and friendship
among the animals of the farm and some of the other tenants: Sheldon,
a “simple minded” man; Put, the raving lunatic; and Lucy, daughter of
the local town drunk who died in a March snowstorm. It is Jip’s labor
that keeps the farm producing as the manager, Mr. Lyman, finds ways to
stay occupied without working.

The arrival of a stranger in town heightens Jip’s curiosity about his
roots and, when this stranger returns with a slave master, Jip finds him-
self in alliance with his teacher and a Quaker friend, Luke. Jip learns of
his birth mother and of the harm intended him by the strangers. Faced
with a sense of responsibility to some of the tenants at the poor farm,
Jip must choose to whom he owes allegiance.

The cruelty of nineteenth-century beliefs about blacks, the self-
righteousness of slaveholders, ignorance about mental illnesses, and the
evil that can be done by those who lack integrity and compassion are
the themes readers face as Jip confronts his identity throughout this
story. But they also discover the wisdom of one deemed crazy, the loy-
alty of one assumed simple minded, and the love of those willing to see
beyond the bigotry of the time. Holding the reader tight, Jip, His Story
is a realistic glimpse of history from which readers gain an understand-
ing of the people who inhabited nineteenth-century Vermont.

Mary E. WOODRUFF

Mary Woodruff teaches grades 5-8 at Williston Central School in Williston,
Vermont.
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Roxana’s Children: The Biography of a Nineteenth-
Century Vermont Family

By Lynn A. Bonfield and Mary C. Morrison (Amherst: University of
Massachusetts Press, 1995, pp. 285, $19.95).

oxana Walbridge Watts, a nineteenth-century farm wife from Peacham,

Vermont, insisted that all twelve of the children she raised receive

at least some formal education. For that insistence we are fortunate: the

voluminous diaries and correspondence those children produced made

possible Roxana’s Children, one of the finest works of Vermont history
to appear in many years.

The authors of Roxana’s Children, Lynn A. Bonfield and Mary C.
Morrison, credit their accumulation of papers related to the Walbridge-
Watts family to a “history of miracles.” More remarkable is the story they
have woven from that collection. The book is divided into chapters on
Roxana and each of the young she raised—biological children, stepchil-
dren and a grandson. From each chapter emerges the picture of a distinct
individual. Yet, when taken together, those lives appear extraordinarily
typical of their time and place, seeming to confirm nearly all the assump-
tions social historians currently hold about nineteenth-century farm fami-
lies in New England. Each personal narrative contains evidence of the
great social and economic transformations of that century, from evolving
gender roles and religious enthusiasm to technological advancements and
accompanying westward and urban shifts in the population.

The story begins with Roxana’s birth in 1802 near Peacham, a small
but prosperous town in Vermont’s Northeast Kingdom. Roxana never
traveled far from Peacham and her life illustrates the simple, difficult
isolation of those early years. As Vermont receded to the periphery of
the American economy over her lifetime, Roxana saw eight of her chil-
dren join the “Yankee Exodus” of the nineteenth century, migrating either
to Midwestern farmlands or the gold fields of California. The chapters
on these migrants provide a small window into the process of western set-
tlement, as early hardships gradually gave way to comfortable respect-
ability. Those chapters on children who remained or returned home are a
testament to the stagnation of Vermont’s “winter period,” a litany of frus-
trated ambitions, poor soil and fiercely intolerant religion.

Taken together, a more perfectly representative group of lives to illus-
trate the course of history for “ordinary” Vermonters in the nineteenth
century would be difficult to imagine. For this Bonfield and Morrison
might consider themselves lucky, but it is ultimately the authors’ ability



to put those lives in context that makes Roxana’s Children such an ex-
cellent book. As evidenced by their extensive secondary source list, the
authors drew heavily on recent social history to provide the descriptive
detail necessary to make life on a Vermont hill farm, in a Lowell fac-
tory, or in gold-rush San Francisco scrutable. Unfortunately for schol-
ars, much of this secondary material goes uncited, and, where there are
citations, they are not numbered in the text, making the retrieval of
source information unnecessarily difficult. Some readers may also find
that the book’s organization makes its narrative excessively repetitious.
These are minor shortcomings, however, and easily outweighed by such
lasting images as the heartbreaking anxiety and sadness one daughter,
Chastina, conveyed in her diary as she decided whether to leave Peacham
in order to join her husband in California. As common as emigration was
for nineteenth-century Vermonters, the profound painfulness and finality
of such a decision can never be grasped through statistical analysis alone.
Roxana’s Children humanizes that and other common experiences, and
therein lies the book’s value and contribution to Vermont history.

PAUL SEARLS

Paul Searls, a doctoral candidate at New York University, is currently an
instructor in history at the University of Vermont.

Free to All: Carnegie Libraries & American

Culture, 1890-1920

By Abigail A. Van Styck (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1995, pp. 276, illus., diagrs; hardcover, $47.50).

Where the Books Are: The History and Architecture
of Vermont’s Public Libraries with Photos

and Anecdotes

By Patricia W. Belding (Barre, Vt.: Potash Brook Publishing,
1996, pp. 170, illus., maps; paper, $22.50).

Free to All: The Kellogg-Hubbard Library’s

First 100 Years

By Susannah Clifford (Montpelier, Vt.: Kellogg-Hubbard Library,
1996, pp. 27, illus., ports.; paper, $6.00).

It is difficult to think of another philanthropist who has influenced a
profession as much as Andrew Carnegie (1835-1919) has the realm
of librarianship. Between 1886 and 1917 he and the Carnegie Corpora-
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tion spent $56 million to build 2,509 public libraries in the English-
speaking world: the United States, Canada, and Great Britain; 1,679
were in this country. Carnegie money also funded college libraries, ac-
tivities of the American Library Association, and library science pro-
grams. To quote one of my Norwegian library school’s textbooks, the
Pittsburgh steel baron gave public libraries “a distinct stimulus.”

The story of how Scottish-born Andrew Carnegie went to work at age
fourteen in a cotton mill for $1.20 a week and was able to plan a multi-
millionaire’s retirement only two decades later, is well known. He was
mostly self-educated, and believed in helping others who could help
themselves.

His maxim, as Abigail Van Slyck shows in Free to All: Carnegie Li-
braries & American Culture, 1890-1920, applied to both library users
and their communities. Carnegie would give any town with at least one
thousand residents two dollars per capita toward the construction of a
library. As their share of the obligation, “towns were required to pro-
vide a site for the library building and to tax themselves at an annual
rate of 10 percent of the total gift,” the funds to be used for mainte-
nance, books, and staff salaries.

Van Slyck, professor of architecture, art history, and women’s studies
at the University of Arizona, has studied the Carnegie Corporation ar-
chives and public library records. With case studies (most from beyond
New England), she demonstrates how the Carnegie program influenced
architecture and interior layout, especially after 1908 when the corpora-
tion provided more specifications.

The ideal small-town library was one story with book stacks, reading
rooms for adults and children, and a charge desk, from which the librarian
could “oversee the entire library from a central position.” The basement
held a lecture room, a heating plant, and “conveniences.” The Carnegie
Corporation frowned upon grand drawings with useless space, and trusted
librarians more than architects.

Free to All, based on a doctoral dissertation, also explains how the
library profession, which became increasingly feminized during the Pro-
gressive era, was concerned with child-saving and social reform, espe-
cially in urban areas with immigrant populations. This is useful reading
for library and social historians, but may be of limited interest to others.

All Vermont librarians, library trustees, and architectural historians
should acquire Where the Books Are by Patricia Belding. Prepared for
the centennial of the Vermont Library Association, this attractive vol-
ume contains capsule histories of all public libraries in the state. The
descriptions are varied, concise, and sometimes amusing, quite an
achievement when covering 201 different institutions. The mostly excel-
lent photographs by John Belding document each library’s exterior.



Where the Books Are includes the four Carnegie libraries in Vermont:
Fletcher Free Library (1904) in Burlington, Fair Haven Free Library
(1906), Rockingham Free Library (1909), and Morristown Centennial
Library (1913). The Fair Haven Classical Revival and the Morristown
Colonial Revival buildings are examples of the simple, dignified sym-
metry that the Carnegie Corporation espoused. Many non-Camegie li-
braries clearly follow the same model.

Otherwise the state’s libraries run the gamut from the plain clapboard
Woodbury Community Library (1991) to the Haskell Free Library
(1904) in Derby Line, an imposing granite and yellow brick edifice
with an 80-foot tower. Today more and more libraries are found in
former court houses, post offices, banks, and churches, a good solution
to space needs and building recycling that keeps the library in the heart
of the community.

While many Vermont libraries were built after the creation of the Free
Public Library Commission (1894), which gave money for books to any
town that wanted a library and was willing to support it with taxes, Mont-
pelier went its own way. In Free to All: The Kellogg-Hubbard Library’s
First 100 Years Susannah Clifford tells the often dramatic history of the
capital city’s library. (The phrase “Free to all” was first used by Plutarch
about the library of Lucullus, which was “free to all Greeks.”)

Chief philanthropists were Mr. and Mrs. Martin Kellogg and her
nephew John Hubbard. The story of how the library came into being is
long and complex. Suffice it to say, that it involved a contested will,
several law suits, and much ill feeling between Hubbard, the local cul-
tural elite, and the city. The result was a “public” library governed by a
self-selected board with no public representation. Not until 1992 was
the city able to appoint a community representative, and the following
year board meetings were finally opened to the public for the first time.

Despite its turbulent beginning, the Kellogg-Hubbard, a Main Street
landmark of Dummerston granite, has long been one of the most popu-
lar libraries in the state, with impressive circulation statistics and envi-
able outreach programs. It has been blessed with a succession of promi-
nent librarians, including Evelyn Lease; she responded to a 1914 report
from a Carnegie library inspector by saying she did not need someone to
come all the way from Wisconsin to “tell us we need a children’s room.”

Clifford ably describes this development, as well as floods and arson
and much else, in this readable centennial history.

REIDUN D. Nuquist

Reidun D. Nuquist has been a librarian since 1963. She is a former librarian

of the Vermont Historical Society and works as a reference librarian at the
Bailey/Howe Library, University of Vermont.



Seasoned Timber

By Dorothy Canfield Fisher edited by Mark J. Madigan (Hanover,
NH: University Press of New England, 1996, pp. 510, paper, $16.95).

The Bedquilt and Other Stories

By Dorothy Canfield Fisher edited with an introduction and after-
word by Mark J. Madigan (Columbia: University of Missouri Press,
1996, pp. 251, $29.95).

dvance publicity regarding these two new editions of Dorothy Can-
field Fisher’s books suggests that Fisher is out of fashion. Since
this reader has never been aware of fashions in reading any more than
she is of fashions in dress, this loss had not dawned on her. If, however,
two new book covers and two good introductions by Mark J. Madigan,
until recently lecturer in English at the University of Vermont, will en-
courage a new generation to read Fisher, so much the better. As John
Milton remarked, “as good almost kill a man as kill a good book.”

Seasoned Timber is a good book—indeed a noble book, almost equal
in power to Her Son’s Wife, which seems to me to be Canfield’s finest
novel. (Canfield used her maiden name for works of fiction, Dorothy
Canfield Fisher for nonfiction.) In her fine biography of Fisher (1982),
Ida Washington informs us that Her Son’s Wife “won high acclaim” in
German-speaking Europe (pp. 129-130). A critic in a Swiss journal
called the novel “one of the most significant books in world literature.”
I agree with Madigan that Canfield achieves her greatest successes in
her short stories and sketches, but let us begin by examining once more
her last novel, Seasoned Timber, published just nineteen years before
her death in 1958.

Canfield tells us that she took her title from the poem “Vertue” by
George Herbert. It is well to notice that before the poem arrives at “sea-
soned timber,” Herbert speaks of how a day, a rose, or the spring itself
must die, but a virtuous soul, like seasoned timber, will live even
though the whole world turns to coal.

In his introduction, Madigan shows how this sixty-year-old woman, a
distinguished citizen and writer, chose as central characters in Her
Son’s Wife and Seasoned Timber two people in vigorous middle age.
Jolted into renunciation of some of their youthful notions, they rise to
new comprehensions, new powers, and new abilities to serve. In the
case of Timothy C. Hulme, the schoolmaster-principal who is the pro-
tagonist in Seasoned Timber, it is coming to the realization that at forty-
five he cannot hope to marry Susan Barney, twenty years his junior, that



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

leads him through despair to new strength. He reaches a point of vehe-
ment determination to save his school from the control of a man who
will give the school a million dollars if it will exclude girls and Jewish
students. Of course Timothy’s side wins, with the town voting against
the forces of evil. But the subject was so explosive when Canfield wrote
and Hitler raved that the novel could not be serialized. Even so, the por-
tion of the story that deals with Timothy’s battle was published in 1939
as The Election on Academy Hill.

The power of the story, however, does not rest upon that final climac-
tic fight. Canfield writes with amplitude, and the cumulative effect of
her storytelling is very great. About Seasoned Timber she wrote to her
literary agent, Paul Reynolds, “One of the most important characters in
the story (for me) is Vermont, the locality, the valley, the community. I
mean it to take the part of a character in the reader’s mind” (Washing-
ton, p. 135). That windswept valley and those towering mountains do
indeed become a character—a powerful one—in the novel.

There are other surprising “characters.” There is, for instance, music.
Perhaps because Timothy’s erratic but talented Aunt Lavinia had been a
distinguished musician, her phonograph, now that her arthritic hands
will not permit her to play the piano, sounds throughout the novel. Fi-
nally one arrives at that “other” great German, Johann Sebastian Bach,
who comes to Timothy’s aid by announcing through a mighty chorus in
the St. John Passion the affirmation that there is a greater king than
Caesar: “Across what is impassable to the finite feebleness of realism —
death and bodily dissolution—the immortal German leaned to pour
strength from eternity into a fainting mortal heart” (p. 42). In a letter to
Albert Guerard in March 1957, Fisher declared “For me, the high point,
crisis and turning point of Seasoned Timber is the beautiful fortifying
spiritual message” drawn from Bach’s St. John Passion, as it is sung by
a great German chorus (Madigan, Keeping Fires Night and Day; Se-
lected Letters of Dorothy Canfield Fisher, p. 322).

Fisher’s passion for education and her knowledge of its intricacies fill
the book with scenes of great teaching and great learning. When Tim-
othy, late in his own learning, discovers how to help the awkwardest
children learn to run and jump, ski and skate, his triumph is our own.

Canfield opens her novel with a scene that will delight the hearts of
all Americans who have read Oliver Wendell Holmes’s The Autocrat of
the Breakfast Table. That most American of institutions, the boarding-
house, gives Canfield a wonderful opportunity to introduce her diverse
cast of characters, from Miss Peck, the great and silent cook, to Mrs.
Washburn, who speaks only of “I.” After Susan Barney, who thinks
“Professor Hulme” is the soul of kindness, discovers him maliciously
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egging Mrs. Washburn on, it takes Timothy three chapters and many
pages to find out how and when and where to apologize.

It is these scenes at the boardinghouse table that make us aware of the
golden thread of humor that runs through Canfield’s writing, no matter
how serious her central theme. Like Shakespeare, Canfield knew that
humor and courage go hand in hand: “Timothy remembered with sad
self-mockery how for a time after he had fallen in love with Susan, he
had felt the impulse to go hatless like a youth; and had not, for fear of
the unsparing outdoor glare on his thinning graying hair—and because
he took cold” (p. 419).

When his bumptious young cousin, Canby Hunter, who will eventu-
ally marry Susan, decides, against his better judgment and his sense of
reality, to join Timothy and old Mr. Dewey in their fight for “honor,” he
declares that he is “agoin’ to be a David, and with the Davids stand”; he
adds, “there are four of us in the slingshot brigade” (pp. 345-346).

Sometimes the humor and the courage are very close, as when Canby
has found the badly hurt Susan struggling with a car jack in heavy snow
to lift a wrecked car off an even more badly hurt passenger. Despite the
doctor’s orders, Mrs. Washburn wishes to sit close to Susan’s door and
“comfort” her, and the polite boardinghouse guests cannot bring them-
selves to deflect her. It takes Canby, “recognizing neither defeat nor the
limitations of good breeding,” to speak to Mrs. Washburn with such
“raw, insolent rudeness” that she is partially cowed (p. 281).

In this novel perhaps more than in any other of Canfield’s, there is a
special theme that is of great interest. She has created in Timothy a
man who has a keen mind as well as a feeling heart; again and again
through the novel the head and heart argue and debate with each other:
“Timothy had stopped feeling and begun to think, issuing an imperative
order to work such as his mind had not received for months and putting
his whole attention on it as it swung zestfully into action, enchanted to
be of importance in his life again” (p. 324).

In its mixture of the serious with the zestful, the tragic with the
comic, the enduring with the fleeting, the novel reminds me of a scene I
witnessed many years ago. A young friend who was a talented actress
was given a part in the company of a great lady who had long been
known as a fine actress and director. My friend was to play a girl dying
from tuberculosis in a sanatorium. At the first performance she heard
people sobbing in the audience. When she came off the stage and the
great madame said nothing, she finally asked how she had done. “Cow-
ard!” said the director. “You made them weep with one girl dying. 1
want you to make them sit dry-eyed with all the brave.”

At the end of her long novel Dorothy Canfield does more than make



them sit dry-eyed with all the brave. She makes them stand up, take a
spade (not a sword, as she says, but a spade; p. 434) and go to work on
the next job that confronts them.

It is difference of opinion that makes horseraces. My choice of favor-
ite Canfield short stories would differ from Madigan’s, probably from
Ida Washington’s. But with the forty books she wrote, there is room
for choice.

Certainly “The Bedquilt” and “The Washed Window” are master-
pieces. Sometimes the briefest sketch is a gem. Thus in “Memories of
Arlington, Vermont” (1957) there is a significant meeting between two
old Wyman cousins on a rocky hilltop. The old men are discussing how
badly the Civil War is going. Seeing imaginary Confederate soldiers
marching up the road to Rutland, their bayonets glinting in the sun, one
says to the other, “What could we do?” The other, looking down at the
rocky field, says, “By gol, we could stun ’em.”

In the same little book is one of my favorites, “In Queen Victoria’s
Decorous Days.” I defy anyone to read that one without laughing. Obvi-
ously laughter has no place in some of the stories, such as “An Ameri-
can Citizen,” the poignant account of how an American black can find
no acceptance until he discovers the Basque country of France. Thanks
to her relief work in France during World War I, Fisher was thoroughly
familiar with the Basque country and its people, and she made use of
this knowledge in the volume entitled Basque People. Here one finds
some of Canfield’s most penetrating analyses of human nature, either
American or French, in the Basque country or in Vermont.

Of special value in illustrating the grasp that Fisher, wife and mother,
had of American family life is “One Day Late,” in the book entitled
Four Square (1949, reprint 1971).

Finally, not to be missed is the account of the life of Fisher’s great
grandmother, Almera Hawley Canfield, an account that appears in its
longest form in A Harvest of Stories (1956). Any reader will hear the
tolling of the church bell as Almera bullies the boys and young men in
her family into keeping up the tolling throughout the day when John
Brown is executed.

BETTY BANDEL

Betty Bandel, professor of English emeritus at the University of Vermont, is
the author of Sing the Lord’s Song in a Strange Land: The Life of Justin
Morgan (1951).
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Bassett, Elizabeth, Nature Walks in Northern Vermont and the Cham-
plain Valley. Boston: Appalachian Mountain Club Books, 1998.
268p. List: $12.95 (paper).

*Carlotto, Tony, The Copper Coins of Vermont and Those Bearing the
Vermont Name. No place: Colonial Coin Collectors Club, 1998.
218p. List: $50.00.

Chamberlain, Edward Bingham, Thoughts of E. B. Chamberlain: Pas-
tor, Sharon Congregational Church, Sharon, Vermont, 1874—
1891. Sharon, Vi Sharon Historical Society, 1997. Source:
Sharon Historical Society, RFD 2, Box 236, South Royalton, VT
05068. List: Unknown.

Consulting Archaeology Program, Wood and Water: Mills in Searsburg,
Vermont. Colchester, Vt.. Consulting Archaeology Program,
1998. 20p. Source: The publisher, University of Vermont, 1700
Hegeman Ave., #2, Colchester, VT 05446. List: Unknown
(paper).

*Crisman, Kevin James, and Arthur B. Cohn, When Horses Walked on
Water: Horse-Powered Ferries in Nineteenth-Century America.
Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press, 1998. 292p.
List: $37.50. Includes chapter on Lake Champlain.



Donovan, Constance Flint, A History of Washington Baptist Church,
Washington, Vt.: 1848-1998. No imprint, 1998. 19p. Source: The
church, P.O. Box 203, Washington, VT 05675. List: Unknown
(paper).

Easton, Frank B., edited by Paula S. Easton-Stanard, As I Recall . . .:
Craftsbury Common, Vermont. Corinth, Vt.: F. B. Easton, Jr.,
1997. 178p. Source: The author, Box 140, Corinth, VT 05039.
List: Unknown.

Elder, John, Reading the Mountains of Home. Cambridge, Mass.: Har-
vard University Press, 1998. 253p. List: $22.95. Journey through
Vermont wilderness and Robert Frost poem.

*Ferrell, Robert H., The Presidency of Calvin Coolidge. Lawrence,
Kans.: University Press of Kansas, 1998. 244p. List: $29.95.
*Fish, Charles, Blue Ribbons and Burlesque: A Book of Country Fairs.
Woodstock, Vt.: Countryman Press, 1998. 272p. List: $29.95.
Reflections on Vermont fairs featuring photos taken in 1969 and

1970.

*Fisher, Harriet Fletcher, Lyndon. Dover, N.H.: Arcadia, 1998. 128p.
List: $16.99 (paper). Many photographs.

Haas, Jessie, Fire!: My Parents’ Story. New York: Greenwillow Books,
1998. 71p. List: $15.00. Story of a fire in a Dover family’s home
in 1948; for young adults.

Haas, Jessie, Westminster West. New York: Greenwillow Books, 1997.
List: $15.00. Fiction about Westminster for young adults.

Hanson, Bertha B., edited by Emma-Lou G. Craig, Bertha’s Book: A
View of Starksboro’s History. Starksboro, Vt.: Starksboro Village
Meeting House Society, 1998. 154p. Source: The publisher, c/o
Emma-Lou Craig, RR 1, Box 2800, Starksboro, VT 05487. List:
$14.95 (paper).

*Haynes, John Earl, editor, Calvin Coolidge and the Coolidge Era:
Essays on the History of the 1920s. Washington, D.C.: Library of
Congress, 1998. 329p. List: $50.00. Twelve essays presented at
1995 Library of Congress symposium.

Hoisington, Sabrina, The Diary of Sabrina Hoisington; Her Family’s
Removal, in 1817 from Windsor, Vermont, to the Western Frontier;
Combined with Historical Exegesis and a Biographical Description
of Abishai Hoisington. White River Junction, Vt. Main Street
Museum of Art, 1997. 67p. Source: The publisher, 5 Mill Road,
White River Junction, VT 05001. List: Unknown (paper). Tran-
scription of a diary at the VHS with additional information.
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Hurwitz, Johanna, illustrated by Mary Azarian, Faraway Summer. New
York: Morrow Junior Books, 1998. 155p. List: $15.00. A Jewish
girl from New York City spends a summer on a Vermont farm in
1910; for young readers.

* Johnson, Charles W., The Nature of Vermont: Introduction and Guide
to a New England Environment. Hanover, N.H.: University Press
of New England, 1998. 354p. List: $17.95 (paper). New and
expanded edition of 1980 work.

Kenney, Milli Sharon, The Knowledge of Mankind: “The Vermont Jour-
nal and the Universal Advertiser,” 1783—1786. Bowie, Md.: Heri-
tage Books, 1996. 257p. Source: The publisher, 1540E Pointer
Ridge Place, Bowie, MD 20716. List: $21.50 (paper). Excerpts
from Windsor newspaper.

Laffan, Barry, Communal Organization and Social Transition: A Case
Study from the Counterculture of the Sixties and Seventies. New
York: P. Lang, 1997. 288p. List: $32.25 (paper). Ethnographic
study of communes near Brattleboro.

*Landau, Elaine, The Abenaki. New York: Franklin Watts, 1996. 63p.
List: $11.50. For young readers.

Lunn, Janet, The Hollow Tree. Toronto: Alfred A. Knopf Canada, 1997.
208p. List: $19.95. Novel about young girl and the Revolutionary
War.

Peters, Natalie D., The American One-Room Schoolhouse: A Descrip-
tive, Analytic Study of a Community Vernacular Building Artifact
in Addison County, Vermont, 1790-1858. Masters dissertation,
University of Washington, 1997. 211 leaves. Source: University
Microfilms International, 300 N. Zeeb Road, Ann Arbor, MI
48106. List: Unknown.

*Petersen, James E., and Max P. Petersen, Lord Dunmore’s Lake. Salis-
bury, Vt.: Dunmore House, 1998. 120p. List: $12.00 (paper).
Spring, Justin, with an essay by Louis Finkelstein, Wolf Kahn. New
York: Harry N. Abrams, 1996. 164p. List: $49.95. Painter of Ver-

mont barns.

Third Grade Students, Founders Memorial School, Picturing the Past:
Images Tell Time. Essex, Vt.: Founders Memorial School, 1998.
40p. Source: The publisher, 168 Sand Hill Road, Essex Junction,
VT 05452, List: Unknown (paper).

*Wickman, Donald H., editor, Letters to Vermont from Her Civil War
Soldier Correspondents to the Home Press. Bennington, Vt.:
Images from the Past, 1998. 237p. List: $30.00; $19.95 (paper).
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Winks, Robin W., Laurance S. Rockefeller: Catalyst for Conservation.
Washington, D.C.: Island Press, 1997. 259p. List: $25.00. Biogra-
phy of part-time Vermont resident.

ARTICLES

Martin, David Kendall, “A 1790 Census Anomaly,” The New England
Historical and Genealogical Register, 152, 1 (Jan. 1998): 69-81.
List of residents who were double-counted in federal censuses of
Vermont and New York.

Ulrich, Laurel Thatcher, “Wheels, Looms, and the Gender Division of
Labor in 18th Century New England,” William and Mary Quar-
terly, 3rd ser., 55, 1 (Jan. 1998): 3-38. Includes Mary Palmer
Tyler of Brattleboro.

GENEALOGY

Eagles, Burton Weller, The Weller Family History: England to New
England. Calgary: Agnes E. O’Neil, 1997. 144p. Source: The
publisher, 903 Abbotts Ford Drive, NE, Calgary, Alberta T2A
5Y3, Canada. List: Unknown. Includes Wellers of Manchester.

Hatch, Elizabeth Pike, Pike Family: The Daniel Pike Line. No imprint,
1997. Unpaginated. Source: The author, P.O. Box 54, West Dan-
ville, VT 05873. List: Unknown (spiral bound). Marshfield family.

Hogan, Julia Rich, John Rich of Maidstone, Vermont. Sandgate, Vt.:
Hog Hill Press, 1997. 93p. Source: The publisher, 603 Colebrook
Rd., Colebrook, CT 06021. List: Unknown (paper).

Powers, JoAnn, with Philip P. Powers, The Powers Family and the
Descendants of the Twin Sons of Thomas Powers and Olive Har-
vey, Including Allied Families. Battle Creek, Mich.: J. Powers,
1992. 328p. Source: The author, c/o Sue Walter, 173 E. Kingman,
Battle Creek, MI 49017. List: Unknown. Includes Hawkins fam-
ily of Bridgewater and Hoisington family of Woodstock.

St-Frangois-Xavier, Winooski, Vermont: Marriages/Burials, 1868-1994.
Manchester, N.H.: American-Canadian Genealogical Society,
1997. Source: The publisher, P.O. Box 6478, Manchester, NH
03108-6478. List: $85.00 (2 vols., paper).

Watterson, Virginia Hewitt, Thomas Hewitt of Hingham, Massachusetts
and his Descendants. Carlsbad, Calif.: The author, 1998. 143p.
Source: The author, 3450 Camden Circle, Carlsbad, CA 92008.
List: Unknown (paper). Includes Vermont Hewitts.

*indicates books available through the Vermont Historical Society
museum shop.
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The Vermont Historical Society thanks the many businesses that pro-
vide support through our annual giving campaign, in-kind contributions,
and business memberships. Their gifts are very important to the Society.
The following companies are business members of the Society at upper
levels of support.

BUSINESS PATRONS
The Times Argus (Barre)

BUSINESS SUPPORTERS

Denis, Ricker & Brown (Montpelier)
Hemmings Motor News (Bennington)
Northfield Savings Bank (Northfield)

BUSINESS SPONSORS

Concept II (Morrisville)
Downs, Rachlin & Martin (St. Johnsbury)
Krebs & Lansing (Colchester)
Leahy Press (Montpelier)

The trustees of the Vermont Historical Society
are pleased to award
the 1998 Weston A. Cate Jr. Research Fellowship to

Sara Mills Gregg

for “Vermont Agricultural Life:
A Social History of the Depression Years,”

and
the 1998 Ben B. Lane Prize to

P. Jeffrey Potash

for his article, “State Government and Education:
‘For the Due Encouragement of Learning and
the Better Regulating and Ordering of Schools,””
Vermont History, Vol. 65, Nos. 1&2 (Winter/Spring 1997)
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