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Mr. SPOONER, That the people of Vermont have experienced the peculiar 
patronage of a kind Providence, from their first assumption of civil 
government to the present period, must be acknowledged by every serious 
and observing mind who has been made acquainted with their singular trials 
and conflicts. 

The many difficulties and embarrassments attending previous to, and at 
their first entering into the social compact, by reason of powerful and 
different claimants of jurisdiction, are facts well known and supported. 
Considering their local situation and imminent danger, the interposition of 
God’s providence in their support under, and final deliverance from the late 
ravages of war, is also very apparent. The inland situation of the territory, its 
newness—being uncleared and uncultivated, must be considered as general 
causes of great discouragement, which the first adventurers into the state, 
who were for the most part unwealthy, have had to encounter. If we 
consider the smallness of the number of the inhabitants, and the small 
quantity of cultivated soil contained in the territory of Vermont at the time of 
their first forming a separate government, and compare with the present 
number of inhabitants and agriculturol improvements, the contrast will be 
very striking: so that the state of Vermont, in regard to soil, cultivation, 
produce, and present number of settlers, may be, at this time, truly 
considered as respectable. The late proceedings of the legislature of 
Newyork, in appointing commissioners to treat with commissioners from 
Vermont, for the purpose of removing obstructions to the union of this state 
to the federal government, may be justly considered as an important event. 
According to present appearance, it may reasonably be allowed, that 
Vermont, as a political government, bids fair to ensure political happiness to 
her subjects: except from some internal cause or misconduct of the people 
or their leaders, it should terminate otherwise. 

It will be my wish and endeavor, in prosecuting the few following remarks, 
to avoid scurrility and ungrounded censures: being convinced that a candid 
representation and impartial attention to matters of fact and of sentiment, 
when treating of political affairs, will best answer the wishes and desires of 
those who truly regard the public weal. An empire of laws and not of men, is 
a definition commonly applied to republican forms of government.1 Writers, 
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of the greatest note, on civil government and the rights of mankind, have 
sufficiently proved that there is no good government but what is republican: 
and, that the possible combinations of the powers of society, are capable of 
innumerable variations. A regard to the liberties of mankind, has been 
professedly the prevailing principle that has actuated the people of the 
United States of America, in their late revolution and opposition to British 
encroachments—The different States have adopted those republican forms 
of government, which they apprehended or conceived were best calculated 
to ensure their social and political happiness; and have also formed a general 
bond of union under the ties of a federal constitution—to which they have 
acceded. 

The state of Vermont, at the present time, is peculiarly interested in the 
topic of confederation. The propriety of Vermont’s acceding to the federal 
government in a precipitant manner, under present circumstances, is a 
matter which ought to be well attended to. It is true, the federal 
government, as it respects objects of a general or national concern—and has 
in its constitution guaranteed, to every state in the union, a republican form 
of government, I cannot see the danger for Vermont, in proper time, to be 
admitted to a union: but do verily believe that great and important benefits 
and privileges, on account of protection and otherwise, would accrue to this, 
as well as other states, in such a relation: provided the terms of union should 
not load us with a burden of debt, to be discharged only by direct taxation. 
With me, the principal question that remains is, Whether, under the present 
circumstances of the state, it will be best to hasten the junction? Here let it 
be observed—(a)“The judicial power of the United States shall extend to all 
cases in law and equity, arising under this constitution,” &c.—“to 
controversies between one or more states—between a state and citizens of 
another state—between citizens of different states—between citizens of the 
same state claiming lands under different states: In all those cases in which a 
state shall be a party, the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction—In 
all other cases before mentioned, the Supreme Court shall have appellate 
jurisdiction, both as to law and fact, with such exceptions,” &c. 

In the next place, let us attend to the act of the commissioners of 
Newyork, in which is the following—“And the said commissioners do hereby 
declare the will of the legislature of the state of Newyork, that if the 
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legislature of the state of Vermont shall, on or before the first day of January, 
1792, declare, that the state of Vermont shall, on or before the first day of 
June, 1794, pay to the state of Newyork the sum of thirty thousand dollars, 
that immediately from such declaration by the legislature of Vermont, all 
rights and titles to lands within the state of Vermont, under grants from the 
government of Newyork, except as herein after excepted, shall cease”—
Whence, if the legislature of Vermont shall declare that the state of Vermont 
shall pay the state of Newyork, as such, within a certain period of time, the 
sum of thirty thousand dollars, we have the declaration of the commissioners 
of Newyork, that it shall be the will of its legislature, that all rights and titles 
to lands under grants as aforesaid, shall cease. But how will that debar 
individuals, who claim rights and titles under those grants, (which are 
established by the constitution of Newyork) from the principles of common 
law and common right, from pursuing their remedy in the judicial federal 
courts, (which are open for the trial of such causes) for obtaining those lands. 
We cannot fairly conclude that the aforesaid declaration will annihilate or 
make void the rights of individuals: consequently, May we not reasonably 
expect, when in the union, the ejectment of large numbers of settlers on 
those granted lands, who entered by virtue of other grants, notwithstanding 
the beforementioned declaration, and the payment of thirty thousand 
dollars? But let us suppose a full and final settlement respecting the rights 
and titles under the aforesaid grants—in the next place we find an exception 
of those grants from Newyork, said to be intended as confirmations of grants 
from Newhampshire. By recurring back to the preface or preamble to the 
declaration of rights and plan of government for Vermont, we shall find, that 
the sentiments of the people of this state, expressed in very plain language, 
were purely and wholly in favor with the Newhampshire grants; and were as 
frankly repugnant to those of Newyork. Also, by the 36th article of the 
present constitution of Newyork, we find, that all the grants of that 
government, (Vermont being included) made prior to the 14th of October, 
1775, are established. Now as there are great numbers of settlers on those 
confirmation grants (so called) who entered thereon by virtue of 
Newhampshire grants only—Is there not a door left open, by the before cited 
exception, for a multitude of lawsuits (to be determined in the federal 
courts, in case Vermont at this time accedes to the union) between the 
aforesaid settlers and Newyork, or her citizens, or those who have purchased 
under them to increase their riches? 

Whether or not the honorable Commissioners on the part of Vermont 
were aiding or advising in making the aforesaid exception, I am not to 
determine. By their representation in the General Assembly at Castleton, in 
October last, it appeared they were in favor of the exception. Were they in 



favor of it as believing it would serve to promote the peace, welfare, and 
interest of Vermont? As the most favorable construction ought ever to be 
put on the actions of gentlemen raised to public and exalted stations, I will 
not suggest an impropriety in their sentiments or conduct.—Would those 
gentlemen, at this time, step forth and candidly inform the public, and, if 
possible, convince them of the propriety of the exception aforesaid, they 
would doubtless thereby render an essential service. 

I am clearly of opinion, that every disputable matter between the state of 
Vermont and that of Newyork, that threatens or portends danger or hurtful 
consequences after the union of this state with the general government, 
ought previously to be settled and foreclosed. The peace, prosperity, and 
true interest of the state ought not to be neglected or deserted by its 
citizens, nor sacrificed to rashness or the mercenary purposes of design. 
Methinks Vermont will have reason, in the end, to esteem it a hard bargain 
to barter away thirty thousand dollars to obtain a speedy admittance into the 
federal union, should a multiplicity of suits against honest settlers be 
immediately prosecuted in the federal courts, to ruin the interest and disturb 
the peace of the state, be the consequence. 

Surely no hearty friend to the welfare of Vermont, will wish the union of 
this state with the federal government under the condition of an unequal 
burden of the federal or continental debt. Vermont is young as a state; is an 
inland territory; is under great disadvantages in respect to hard money, and 
the means of acquiring it; has large quantities of wild land to clear; has also 
been at large proportional expenses in raising, furnishing and paying men in 
the time of the late war; therefore if Vermont cannot be received into the 
federal union without being subjected to a burden of debt to be discharged 
by direct taxation; will not good policy dictate, on that very account, the 
preference of remaining, at present, unconnected with the general 
government, provided there be no pressing necessity to enforce the 
connection? 

As a convention of delegates for the state, is to meet in a short time, to 
take under consideration the constitution of the United States, with certain 
amendments; ’tis hoped that their collected wisdom will be faithfully 
engaged to promote the best interest of the government. It is, to me, very 
probable that the convention will esteem the constitution of the United 
States with the amendments the most proper that could be adopted, 
considering the differences among the several States (for which it was 
designed) as to their situation, extent, habits and particular interests. The 
main question will doubtless be—Whether it will be their political duty, 
which they will invialably owe to the state, “finally to assent to and ratify the 



same in behalf, and on the part of this state,” before the government of 
Newyork has relinquished their grants; and under the peculiar and present 
circumstances of the state, as before in these remarks has been observed? 
May they not assent and ratify on the condition, and under the proviso of 
certain obstacles being previously removed; and also of being exempted 
from an unequal burden of the continental debt, &c. Finally, should an 
unconditional assent and ratification take place in the convention; should a 
determined zeal of making the experiment of speedily joining the federal 
union prevail over every opposite consideration, it will be the duty of the 
minority and every friend to the state, though differing in sentiment, to wish 
success and prosperity to attend the event. All ranks and classes of citizens 
should strive to cultivate peace and harmony among themselves, and 
through the state. It will then be the incumbent duty on the legislature and 
the freemen, to turn their minds on the most suitable persons to represent 
this state in the federal legislature: In doing which, a peculiar regard should 
be had to the moral conduct of the candidates; their wisdom, integrity, and 
attachment to the natural and social rights of mankind, that Vermont, in the 
representation, and by the exertions of such characters in the federal 
legislature, (should she accede to the union) may receive many political 
blessings; and that agreeable prospects and consequences may soon remove 
every anxious fear, shall be the unfeigned prayer of CANDIDUS. 

State of Vermont, Dec. 7, 1790. 

(a) See the Constitution of the United States of America—Art. 3, 
Sect. 2 [RCS:Vt., 254]. 


