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Mr. [Daniel] Buck1 rose, and objected to the motion. He said it appeared 
to him, that if the constitution was taken up paragraph by paragraph, it 
would in effect foreclose any general observations upon the question which 
was first to be attended to—that if those who had any objections to make 
kept to the question before the convention, they would be confined to those 
which arose from the constitution itself, could not, without departing from 
the point, offer any general observations upon the expediency or 
inexpediency of taking it up at all, supposing it to be ever so good—which 
appeared to him a question that ought first to be attended to. 

Here several members observed, that the motion was calculated to bring 
on those debates—and that the door was now open for them. They 
expressed their wishes, that the subject might be treated with the utmost 
candour, and clearly investigated—that if there were any who had any 
general objections they would come forward. 

Mr. Buck rose again, and in a lengthy speech observed, that it appeared to 
him there were reasons to be offered against the adoption of the 
constitution at the present time. Supposing the constitution to be ever so 
good an one, yet, in order to a fair investigation of the question, as to the 
expediency of adopting it, perhaps it would be necessary to consider the 
original cause of all government: he urged that it originated from necessity; 
that, were it possible for a man to enjoy the blessings of society, security of 
his person, liberty, and property, without the protection of government, he 
must be happier in that state than to be under the controul of it; that, in 
entering into compact and forming government, each individual of the 

                                                           
1 Buck (1753–1816), a native of Hebron, Conn., was a sergeant in a 

Massachusetts regiment, losing an arm at the Battle of Bennington (1777). 
He moved to Thetford, Vt., became a lawyer, and from 1783 to 1785 was the 
prosecuting attorney for Orange County and the clerk of the county court. In 
1785 Buck moved to Norwich in Windsor County. Between 1792 and 1803 
Buck held such positions as member of the state council of censors, Norwich 
delegate to the state General Assembly, state attorney general, member of 
the U.S. House of Representatives, and state attorney for Windsor County. 

In a letter to the editor opposing Buck’s election as a U.S. representative, 
“All Our Folks” referred to Buck as a notorious “professed enemy to the 
constitution” (Vermont Journal, 28 June 1791). 



community must necessarily sacrifice such a part of his natural liberty, his 
interest, and privileges, as to coincide with the common interest of the 
whole; yet this sacrifice must be in some measure proportionate to the 
diversity of interest to be found in the several parts of the community—that 
the sacrifice of the individuals of a small community must be less than those 
of a large one, where the interest must be supposed more diverse. He 
observed, that Vermont, by her local situation, had an uniformity of interest; 
that there was no mercantile and landed interests found clashing here, and 
that of the lord and the tenant was not known; the laws, therefore, were 
simple and suited to the whole; the affairs of government were managed, as 
it were, under the eye of the people, and the machine was so small that 
every one could look and see how the wheels moved, and for this reason it 
was observable, that the people were all politicians. But if Vermont came 
into the union, the sacrifice she made must be great—her interest must then 
bend to the interest of the union—where those clashing interests before 
mentioned were to be found. He said, the blessings resulting to Vermont 
from her union with an extensive empire, enumerated by the honorable 
member from Rutland [Nathaniel Chipman], though very plausible, would 
not apply to the bulk of the people: some few favorites of fortune, who, from 
circumstances of birth, and advantage of education, might consider 
themselves fair candidates for some post in government, might be animated 
by the magnitude of the object, and soar the height of science; but this 
number must be but small, while on the other hand, the affairs of 
government being at such a remove from the eye of the people they could 
have no knowledge of their transactions, and would naturally degenerate 
into a state of ignorance. He observed, that all extensive governments had a 
natural tendency to destroy that equality among the people, which was 
necessary to keep one part of mankind from oppressing the other; that there 
was such a thirst for dominion and power implanted in the human breast, 
that men were ever ready to make use of the advantages they had to 
tyrannize over others; that as the stimulous to improvement in knowledge, 
resulting from our union, would operate on a few only, it would serve but to 
place them as tyrants over an ignorant multitude—for the truth of these 
observations, he referred to the present state of the kingdoms of the world, 
and observed, that the rich, wise, powerful, and great, bear a tyrannical 
sway, while they view the bulk of mankind in the same light as we do those 
domestic animals that are subservient to our use; and as to the salutary 
effects that our union would have on the morals of the people; we should in 
all probability experience quite the reverse of what was suggested by the 
worthy member from Rutland—for it was observable, that luxury, 
debauchery, and licentiousness, were the attendants on power. The court, 



he said, was the foundation from whence immorality was diffused among a 
nation: this was so true, that it had become a common saying, that sincerity 
and honesty were strangers at court; while real virtue and simple honesty 
were to be found in the cottage. It must therefore be a given point, that 
Vermont (taking into view the bulk of the people) must be much happier 
unconnected with any other power, than to be in the union—and nothing 
but necessity could warrant her accession to the federal constitution; 
therefore, if it was possible for her to support her independence, it was her 
wisdom to remain independent. He said there were but two things that could 
ever render it impossible, or prevent it. He agreed, that in case of war 
between Greatbritain and America, it would be impossible. But he urged, 
that there was no prospect or probability of a war again taking place 
between those powers; he likewise acknowledged that the local situation of 
Vermont, was such, that it was in the power of congress so to embarrass and 
hedge her up, as to render it impossible for her to exist; but it was easy to 
determine whether congress would ever exert this power by considering the 
state Vermont stood in, with respect to the united states; and what probably 
would be the motives by which congress would be influenced in her 
conduct—he said it would be that of her interest. He said it was a just 
observation, that individuals were generally influenced by their interest; but 
when applied to political bodies the rule was without an exception: we might 
therefore fix upon it for certain, that the view which congress had of their 
interest, would be the helm by which they would invariably steer the federal 
ship; it remained therefore only to shew, that it could not be for the interest 
of congress ever to lay any embarrassments on us—and this, when we 
considered our situation in respect to the union, was very apparent, for, 
upon the present plan of taxation, which in all probability would not be 
altered as long as peace remains, we paid, and ever should pay, every whit as 
much towards the support of the federal government, as though we were in 
the union, it could therefore never, unless upon the prospect of an 
immediate war, be for the interest of congress to take measures to compel 
us in.—But, on the contrary, the moment we were received into the union, 
our senators, representatives, district judge, &c. must make an additional 
expense to the federal government—besides, if congress set us upon the 
same footing with other states, she must assume our expenses of the war; 
congress must therefore, instead of gaining by our union, be the losers—he 
observed, that congress had never noticed us, or taken one step that 
indicated a wish for our union—that all that had been done was in 
consequence of the movements of Newyork, who had, until congress sat in 
that state, stood our avowed enemy; and that it was easy to see the motive 
which caused Newyork so suddenly to change her policy. He said, Newyork 



viewed the seat of the federal government as an object of greater 
importance than their claim to Vermont; they had therefore sacrificed that, 
and were now exerting themselves, to the utmost, to bring Vermont, into 
union; that thereby they might add another weight to the northern scale. But 
by the doings of congress, we found that there were a majority in that body, 
who were pursuing an object which clashed with the views of Newyork, and 
that the same voices which decided that the seat of government should be 
carried to the Potomac, would, in all probability, decide, that Vermont should 
not be received until the permanent seat of federal government should be 
unalterably fixed. Therefore, as the advantage Vermont would receive from 
the union, would by no means be adequate to the sacrifice she must make—
as she had long existed as an independent state, and might long continue 
so—and as in all probability she would be rejected by congress, if she made 
application, there could be no necessity or expediency in acceding to the 
union, or adopting the constitution. 


