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ABSTRACT

This study of nineteenth~century Canton, Hew York, is the
culmination of efforts to accomplizh two goals. The first ls
an intenzsive examination of Canton's economic, polltical and
social development from 1810 to 1BBD.,

Located near the center of 5t. Lawrence County, Canton in
1810 was a small agricultural town whose frontiar people warked
within the confinee of a subsistence and largely lsolated econ-
omy. By 1880 Canton's inhahitants witnessced thea development of
transportation and communication facilitiesx and they enjoyed a
burgeoning commercial dalry trade, resulting in a dramatic impact
on the town. Trade channels were diverted from Montreal, Quebec,
to southern Hew York, a market-oriented mentality emerged, and
the town obeerved a hew community spirit. Short-range uopward
avonomic and cccupational mobility was poesible for a few of the
town's fathers by 1880. Their eons enjoyed even greater mobility,
although by the 1B70's fathers found it harder to pass on their
economic positions to thelr sons. For both groups, howsver, sta-
bility rather than mobility was the norm. Throughout the period
wealth was the dominant factor influencing persistence and deter-
mining who would exercise palitical power, and these leaders laid
a new foundation for achieving consensue ap they locked beyond the
town meeting For legal weans of handling contention.

Initially, almost all of Canton's settlers came from Wermont,
and their ancestors had previcusly nmigrated from other parts of
Hew England. Migratory patterns strongly reflected economic vicis-
situdes in Vermont, but they were also influenced by a mobility
ideology that formed part of the American Revolution's legacy.

This Hew England background provides the asetting for the second
theme, a comparison of life in Canton and other nineteanth-century
communities to that of sighteenth-centary New England townes. Much
had changed. Communal division of land characterlzing sarly Hew
England gave way to nineteenth-century state governments operating
through political party channels to promote land speculation.  And
the sighteenth-century pre-indostrial mentallty which subdued
acguisitive impulsasz yielded tc a commercilalism imbued with expan—
siveness and optimism. Likewise, a political transformatjon teook

i



place. The former insistence on unanimity and consensus was sup—
planta2 by majoritarianiam midat a perception of the inevitabllity
and efficacy of conflict. Inequality was greater in the nineteenth
century than it had been a cantury sarlier, especially in urban
areas, and townsmen were wmora prone to migrate than they had ever
been. Morasover, In townhs lika Canton a wvartical thrust steadily
augmanted the horizontal dimension of commainlity.

Yet, in some ways Canton retained elamants of culture and
behavior assoclated with elghteenth=-century New England towns.
Family migraticon characterlized both centuries and the apprentjca-
ship system persisted in nineteenth-century Canton. In additicn,
Canton's patterns af officeholding were much like theosse in at
least one sighteenth-century Connecticut town.

Much of the chamnge experlenced by Canton's townamen had its
roots in eighteanth-century New England. By the third quarter of
that century many Mew England towns were witnessing a trend toward
guickening mobility, the beginnings of political ratlonalization,
and changes in the meaning of community. Ino thls sense, toon, Can-
toniansg inherited the remnants of an eighteaenth-century world not
quite loat.

xii



AN EIGHTEENTH-CEHTURY WORLD NOT QUITE IOST:
THE SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STRUCTURE OF A HORTHERN NEW YORN TOWN,

1810 - 1880



CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

During the EFirst decade of the nineteenth century ssttlers who had
been born in eighteenth-century Hew England towns began pouring into the
North Country, an area of Hew York State embracning the tier of counties
along the 5t. Lawreance River and the Canadian border, includimg Clinton,
Franklin, 5t. Lawrence, Jeffaerscn, and Lewls counties. Canton, nastled
in tha hsart of St. Lawretce County and near the foothills of the
Adirondack Mcuntainas, was ane of the towns receiving the influx.

In 1810 Canton was ¢ small agricultural town with a population of
€99 jnhabitants who were subjected to the vicissltudes of the frontier,

a largely subsistence sacotiomy, and isolation from the larger world. Soon
the development of a network of roads and canals and the subsegquent
completion of the railrcad to Canton resulted in important economic and
goclal changes in the town, and the ascendancy of Canton ag the

S5t. Lawrence county seat affected the town's political life as well. By
1880 Canton'e &,240 inhabitants enjocyed a strong commercial dairy economy,
a lucrative trade with southern MNew York, and closer sccial contacts with
the outzide world provided by the development of communications facilities
and the extension of woluntary societies to the county and state lavel.

Apart from some useful but genealogically inspired early histories
and a few contemporary general studiss, we know very little about how

these changes affectad the inhabitants of this ninetaenth-century town.
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Indeed, etudents of New York State history have, for the most part,
ignored the antira ragiﬂn.l Thua, one cbjective of thier dipsertation

is an intensive examination of Canton's economic, political, and social
structure during the years from 1810 to 16880. How did developmeat of
transportation affect the town's eccnomy and what was the relationship
between improvements in traneportation amd inter-regional trade patterns?
What was the magnitude of the town's transition to commercial dairy
farming and how did this transformation influence occupaticnal and

wealch profiles? What were the relationships among agricultural land

use patterns, the émergeéence of non-farm cccupaticns, inheritance pacterns,
and the incidence of physical mobility? 1in short, how well was the town
able to accommodate the economic change it was experlencing? Who

gained and who lost? What were the patterns of cocupational and

sconotmic mobility aceompanying this change? What were the characteristics
of political behavior and values in the town? Whoe held office and who
did not? And what was the meaning of community for thess townsmen and

how did that perception change over time? Anawerg to these questions not
only provide an umderstanding of the process of growth in one town, but
they also serve to fill in a portion of the regional wveid in Hew York
history.

Canton’s proximity to Vermont and the fact that until the 1B30's
wirtually all of the town's pettlers came from that state makes the town
a good reference point for examinlng migration. Hence, drawing on scme
excellent studies of economic conditions in sarly nineteanth-century
Vermont and utilizing migration theory, a second ebjective of thia
dissertation 13 to analyze motives and charactsristics of migrante from

the Green Mountain State and to describe the process of migration itself.
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In addition, the larger implicaticns of mocbility during the nineteenth
century, including the impact of republican ideclogy amd the amergence
of a mobllity ideology, will be discuased.

Yet there are broadsr reasona for studying Canton., Tr most of
Canton's early migrants came from Veriont, their eighteenth-century
anzestors had moved into the Green Mountain State from other Mew England
states, especially Connecticut and Massachusetta. And while many
migrante who left Canten during the nineteenth century moved on to
gimilar small towna in the Midwest and the West, others headed for large
urban areas in Hew York State and in othar astates. Significantly, the
small, agrarian eighteenth-century New England town and the nineteenth-
century industrial city are precisely the two entitiea which have
captured the attention of many of those historians immersed in the new
sooial history and ics counterpart, the new urkan hiestory. With a fow
exceptions (totably Merle Curti's study of frontier Trempeauleau County.
Wisconsin, Bichard Alcorn's article on Paris, Illinois, and Bobert
Doherty's recently published monograph on five New England towna from
1800 to 1860} not many historians have foocused on nineteenth-century
towng like Canton which were nelther strictly agrarian nor industrial,
but were experlencing what might be called proto-industrialization, the
first phase of the industrialization procesa. Thus, in & historical
sense Canton's migrants form a bridge over spare and time connecting
eighteenth-century towns with the nineteenth-century city. This study
of Canton serves, therefore, at least partially to span a yawning

historiographical gap.z
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One wonders how much life in nineteenth-century Canton had changed
compared to eighteenth=-century Wew England towns, How did Canton towns-
men adjust to economic changa and were their responses more successful
than thoee of their ancestora? Did economic values differ? In what ways
had political behavior and values altered? How did leadership practices
in Canton compare to those of elghteenth-century towns? And what about
inequality? Did movement from Vermont towns to Canton aasure a nearly
universal ownership of land, and thus a dimunition of inequality, or did
migration serve to extend to Canton and other northern MNew York communi-
ties a pattern of atratification much like that existing in vermont towna?

Numercus recent studies of physical and sccial mebility in
nineteenth-century cities and a few attempts to define the urban
comrunity offer still other cnmparisans.3 HWare both small towns and
cities of the nineteenth century invariably characterized by greater
geographic mobility than in the eighteenth century? Did economic mobil-
ity match the high rate of physical mobility? What impact did high
rateg of mokility have on the stabllity of ninetesnth-century communities
in both small-town and urban areas? 13 thare any sense in which one can
say that towns like Canton were just as gtable as these of the
gighteenth century, thouygh not pecessarily for the same reasons? And
how did the meaning of community change as elghteenth-century townsmen
moved on to amall towng and cities of the nineteenth century?

In attempting to answer the gquestions outlined abowye, the Canton
gtory forms a link in the broad process of modernizaticn which had begqun
in Hew England towns during the late eighteenth century. The American
Fevolution reverced some aspects of this change, aceelerated others, and

created new conditions. Much of this change continved in varying degrees
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to affect the lives of countlesa townamen and urban dwellers a century
later. Yet in some ways traditionaliam lingered, and the Canton records
aleo have something tc tell us about how these 5t. Lawrence County
towncmen retained elements of culture and behavior that formed the fabric

of society in the eighteenth—century world their ancestors had left.



CHAPTER 11

EATTEENS OF MIGRATION

Cn May 5, 1786, the New York State Legislature passed an act which
is suggestive of the long-term transition in American soclety from

i Kot only did the act mirror the heawvy

traditionalism to modernization.
hand of specuylation, but it also engendered controversy throngh the
channals of instituticns which were relatively new in New York--political
parties.2 The act created land commissiloners and granted them the power
ta dispose of unsold lanpds in the northern portion of New York Stata.
Accordingly, in 1787 the Board of Land Commissioners, congisting of
Govarnar Clinton, Attorney-General ARarcon Burr, and other Clintonpian
officialy including the secretary of state, treagsurer, and auditor
directed the surveyor general to lay out ten townships, each containing
100 pguare miles, covering on a modern map Lewis County and large
segmenta of St. Lawrence, Franklin, Jefferson., and Oswego counties

(Fig. 2}. Perhaps reflecting the grandicse expectations of the
legislature, the towns were named Loulsville, Stockholm, Potsdam,

Madrid, Liskon, Canton, PBekalb, Oswegatchie, Haguwe, and Cambray. At

any rate, it was not long before the following advertisement appearesd

in the Albany Gazette:3

TEN TOMWEHIFS OF UNAPPROPRIATED LANDS,
on the southeast side aof the River St. lLawreance, will be acld

at Public Vendue, at the Coffee House in the City of New York.
The sale to commence on Tuesday, the 10th of July next, at

7.



FIGURE 2
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¥I o'clock, In the forencon. Maps are filed for inspection

in the offices of the Secretary of tha Stata, and Surveyor

General.

The fsurth and elghth Townships, will be so0ld by aingle

Lots, the rest by Quartaras of Townshipe.

Such securit]les as ara made receivable by law on the

sales of forfeited lands, will ke recaived in payment., The

aneg Quarter of the Purchase Money oh the day of sale, and the

remalnder within sixty daya thereaftor.

Eimon Dewitt,
Surveyor Ganeral.
Juna, 1787,

The New York legislature antertained several motives in the
formation of the towns. The memories of Indian raids alang the Mohawk
River “uring the Revolution were ati}l fresh, and egqually vivid wae the
realization that the British continued to occupy the military posts at
Dswego, Carleton Island, and Oswegatchie. Moreovear, Sir John Johnson
and his Tory sympathizers were building homes for themselves along the
no. rn bank of the 5t. lLawrence River, the area where relatives af
Benedict Arnold were living already. 5o if the border should go up in
flames again, the 5t. Lawrance Ten Towns, as they were called; could
GeEve a3 a huffar.4

Egually important was the expectation of the legislature that hboth
New York State and land spsculators--—especially Clintonian ones--would
profit from the sale of lands in the Ten Towns. In spite of Federalist
charges accuping the land commissiconera of dishonesty, it appears that
Fedaralists profited as much Erom the speculation as the Pemocratic-
Republicans. Although there was a legislative investigation that
vindicated the aceused, thare is little doubt that the lands were so0ld
too cheaply-—-at eight cents an acre--whersas adjoining tracts of land had

been scld previously for X4 to 316 centa an acre. Thus, contrary to the

law's intention to provide land in small parcels to settlers of limited
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means, by the time 8 meeting was held in New York Clty's Mechanic Hall
31 yeara later, a "frenzy of speculation” had occurred and the

St. Lawrence Ten Towns had been bought up by a few wealthy land specula-
tora including Alexandar Macomb, Irish fur-trader and cne-time associate
o John Jacob Rator, who acquired nearly all of the ten towns. A broad-

side explainad the nature of the Machanic Hall meeting angd the aspira-

tions of the 5t. Lawrence 1andhn1dars=5

A General Meeting of Landholders in the 5t. Lawrence County
having been lately held in the city of Hew-York, in prder to
adopt such arrangements as may serve to promote the views of
Ferpons dispoped to emigrate to that part of the State, the
Subscribers are enabled to anpncunca, that good Lands are
to be obtained in every part of this County, upon the most
encoutaging terms, wvarying in price according to altuation
and other circumstances. . . .Individuals or Companies,
desirous to purchase whole Townships, or other considerable
Tracts, either in the Counties of 5t. Lawrence or Frankiin,
may depend on having them at reduced prices, and upon liberal
credits as to great part of the purchase money. The Timbers
of this Country are Elm, Sugar-Maple, Basswood, Beach, i{ak,
Pina, Hemlock, &c. The S5o0il is generally good elthar for
Grain or Grags, and no country <an be better watered. Summer
ang Winter wWheat, Rye and Barley, are cultivated with great success
and certainty; Cats, Pease and Potatoes are sure and abundant crops,
and superior in thelr guality; Indlan Cern is also a staple
article, and answers remarkably well in ordinary eBeaszcng.

The great facility of Transportation to the Market of Montreal.
by water compunication, g¢ives a value to the Produce and
Manufactures of thig Country not surpassed in any other;

g0 that Wheat, Potashes, Peaf, and Pork, generally command
prices little infericr tc thoae in the city of Hew—York.

There are now in the County of 5t. Lawrence, upwards of

Twelve Thousand Inhabitants; Forges, Furnaces and numerous Grist
Mills, Saw Mills, Carding Machines and Fulling Mills. It

is intersected by Turnpikes and other Roads; among which may
be mentioned the Great Military Read, now making from
Plattsburgh to the 5t. Lawrence. This Road will open a direct
communication with Vermont and New-Hampahire; whilst that from
the North-West Bay, and the established route by the Mchawk
and Black Hivers, afford good communication to the Peopla of
Massachusette, Copnecticut, and the more southern parts of the
State of New-York. The intalligent Farmer and Mechanic cannot
fail to perceive the advantages which this Country posaesses
cver othera, whose distance from Market depresses the price of
Produce, and affords little real reward for labor and industry.
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The force cof thia remark will bhe felt when it is known that

cattla are driven, for sale, from the Chisc, to the city of

Naw-¥ork, and that Wheat raised in the State of Ohic and in

the Gensasee country, haa for many yeara pagast down the

Rivar 5t. Lawrence in large quantitiea. The saving of time

and exprnse to the Farmer, who resgldea in the wicinity of thise

great cutlet, must be obvioua; and when it ig recollacted,

moveover, that the climate 1a wunusually healthy, and in all
respects congenlal to Nativea of the Eastern and Middla statesg,

it may be asgarted, that the 5t. Lawrence County affords avery

eggential inducement, which Settlers of reflecting minds can

reagonably saek for.

Alen indicative of the speculative mania was the frequency with
which Canten and Lishbon, as well as the other towns. changed hands. In
1792 Mazombk scld the tract containing Canton and Lisbon o William Edgar
for LlE,ﬂDd; Edgar releaszed his title to the twe towns to ARlexander Von
Pfiater for five ashillings by deed of trust in 1794. On March 31, 1715,
the latter conveyed the two towns= to Stephen Van Renegselaer, Joajah
Hoffman, and Richard Harison for £5,088.l16, apparently in payment for
monay loaned to Macomb. In Jamaary 1B05, Hoffman released his holdings
to Van RensBelaer. At this polnt Van Rensselaer and Harison agreed to
divide their lands, the former receiving two-thirds of the lands in the
Canton-Lisbon tract and the latter receiving cne-third. On September 13,
1836, Stephen Van Rensselaer conveysad his entire heldings in these towns
bt his son Henry, who held title to unsold portiocns well inte the
1850's. 8

Althcugh the Bmerican Revolution and the War of 1812 fooused badly
needed attention on northern New York, and the Van Rensselaera held on
to thelr land far into the nineteenth cantury, land speculation was no
guarantea to fortunes. Alexander Macomh's creditors brought a sult which

sent him to jail in 1792, and other northern Hew York speculators

faced perennial competition with holders of far richer lamds in western
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Hew York. But the land speculator parformed a function which the infant
Hew York State governmant was not yet ready to aasume. Ha was, As
David Eilia has reminded us, "a sort of middleman between the state and
the frontier fa!u:rner.".’|I

More =significantly, the land jobber waa representative of a crucial
transitiecn that wae taking place in the new nation after the Revolution.
Toc the New England migrants who came to northern Hew York, the
difference must have been obvicus. While in eighteenth-century New
England the General Court usually took the initiative in founding towms,
the land in the towns themselves was systematically allocated (at least
for several generaztions) by the resident proprietore. And when a new
town was created {often to escape conflict within the o0ld), 1t was
usually formed from the territery of an older ocne. Although spaculation
in town land was not absent near the end of the eighteenth century, it
remalned for the state governments operating through party channele to
promote lavish speculation. Indeed, Clintonian politice in Hew York
Btate were a bonanza for "entrepreneurial operators." They were the man
whe "considered land as an inatrument for speculative gain rather than
a mzane to preserve or enhance social status." Increasingly, inhabitants
in Hew York State and elsewhere logked heyond their town boundarles for
decisions concerning land development. Hew loyalties to the state--as
we2ll as new enmities—were created. While still strong, lecal identifi-
catlons were weakening in the face of competitjion with extra-lorcal
politic:s.B

The getting was made ready for the migratory exodus which in a few
voears woriald make the town of fanton, Wew York, wvirtually a little

Vermont. What were the charactaeristics of thisg migration from the Green
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Mountain Stata? As study of federal censuys acheduyles reveals, migration
to Canton was overwhelmingly a family affalr. From Dorset, Yermont,
came the Baldwin, Eose, and Eichardson families; from Hinesburch the
Congers: from Orwell the Hales) and from Shaftabury the Ames family.
The Barbers, the Clarks, the Conkeys, the Johneens, the Langdone, the
Leaonarde, the Olins, the Walkers, ahd othear familles alsoc trakked to
Canton from ‘ufarmnnt.gl

This was typical of New England migration in both the seventeanth
and eighteenth centuries. In seventeenth-century Dedham, Mapsachusettis,
Kenneth Lockridge found "a group of thirty-odd enduring clans who could
trace their roots back beyond 1648B." In 1638 Petar Noyes of Weyhill,
Hampshire, among others, gave his land back to the Lord of the Manor and
decided to vizit "NHew England in the expectation of moving his family
from Weyhill forever." And families came to Hingham and Baston. By the
beqinning of the elghteenth century Connecticut inhabitants had already
been migrating from town centers for twenty yeare and thesa outlivers
"angwered only to /theip? famil/leg/ and the uncritical forast." The
game gattern was occurring in Amndeowver, Massachusetts. The saettlement of
Kent, Connecticut, was begun in 1728 and by the end of 1732 "Kent
contained about forty-five adult males, mostly heads of Families.™ In
turn, Connscticut familie= began coming to Vermont as early as the
1?50'5.10

Migrants algso moved several times hefore arriving at Canton.  For
example, Jonathan Day moved Erom Cheshire, Maseachusetts, to Addison,
Vermont, to Canton) George Foote, born in Simsbury, Connecticut, lived in

the vaermont towns of Castleton and Bennington before coming to Cantong

Hugh Montgomery had resided in Londonderry and Manchester; Festus Tracy
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journeyed from Neorwich, Connecticut, to Orwell, Vermont, to Canton; and
S3ilaa Paldwin had remided in Burlington and Dorsat, vermant, bafore
migrating to Canton. As the 1830's approached, the origine of migration
bacame more varied but the moves were no less frequent. Hence, Darlue
Clark moved from Weybrldge, WVermont, to Malone, Mew York, to Canton)
Nathaniel Hodskins had lived in Hew Hampshire, Qtselic, New York, and
Madiscn County, Hew York, before making his way to Canton; and William
Pitt, born in England, came to Alburgh, Vermont, only to move
subaeguantly to Franklin County, NHew York, and on to Ganton. 11

Migrante to Canteon were alase young. OCut of a total population of
698 in 18130, only 5.1 percent of Canton's inhabitants were 45 years of
ade or older. However, 27.6 pearcent were between 16 and 25 years of age
and 21.6 parcent gf the population lay ln the age-range from 26 to 44,
for a total of 44.1 percent of the populatijon in the age-range from 16
to 44 (Takle 1). Ewen more striking isg the fact that those aged nine
and under made up the highest percentage of any single group (37.7
percent}) and the combined age-range from 0 tco 15 contained 50.7 percent
of the total population. Certainly. Lewiz Stillwell is correct in
asserting that "migration from Vermont was in a very real sense a 'youth
muvemant‘.“lz

As one would expect, rthis statement 18 less argurate when one
analyzes the age patterns of the family heads who appear on the 1810
federal census schedule. Although specific agees are not given for these
individuals, it is possible to use cemetery lists (when both birth and
death dates are given! to determine ages of thosa 1810 individuals whose

names do appear on the cemetery ligtse. Another apprcach is te locate on

the 1lA50 census aschedule those 1810 individuals who were s+ill in Canton
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AGE RANGES OF CANTON'S POPULATION, 1810
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that vear, since the 1850 =schedule does give spacific agea. Through
these methoda, the agea of 31 percent of the 116 family heads liated on
the 1810 schedule have been found. Table 2 tella the story. While
there are eight individuala in the antire age-range from 41 to &0+ there
are nine in the 20-25 aga-range alone, or 25 parcent. And thoss in
the c¢ombined age-range 20-40 made up just under 78 percent, compared to
slightly over 22 percent in the 41l-60+ range, The mean or average age
for the 36 individuals 1l 33.6 years.13

Much the same situation existed in seventeenth-century Anduover,
Massachusetts. The average age of the filrst settlers In 1645 was about
12 year=s. The injitial settlers at Plymouth "were often young, but not

invariably so." and the first migrants to Dedham were also young. At

¥ent, Connecticut, the Eirst settlers were "in the prime of life, their
average age being in the upper thirtiea."l4
Migration from Cennecticut to VYermont followed specific channels,
as did movement from Yarmont to nortbern Wew ¥ork., From Connecticut
two simultansous streams flowad northward into Yermont. One stream found
its way from eastern Connecticut to eaatern Vermont: the other gushed
Erom western Connecticut into western Vermont. From Teolland and Windbiam
counties (Fig. 3), and especially the towns of Coventry, Canterbury,
Hebron, Lekanon, and Mansfield, family groups and friendes made the trek
to eastern Vermont., Sometimes having little else ko take with theam,
Connecticut settlers often took the name af their town of origin. One
finds in esastern Vermcnt such towne as Coventry, Plainfield. Pemfret,
Horwich, Hartford, Windham, Woodstock, Mansfield, and others. Cut off
from western Vermont by the Green Mountalns which in many places exceed
four thousand feet, thls was the conservative side of Vermont, just as

the eastern side of Connecticut was the more cunsenrati\re.l5
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The Federalists and the Origins
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TABLE 2

AGE RANGEES OF CARNTON'S FAMILY HEARDS, 1810
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In politice eastern Vermont custcmarily voted the Fedaralist
ticket, and it was here that the anti-administration Washington
Benevalent Socleties flourished during the War of 1812, Trade channels
of eastern Varmont led to southern Hew England, as did the route taken
by thia regicn’s delegates to the Hartford Conventlon in late 1814. And
later the high tariff and conciliatcry antislavery sentimente eapoused
by Danjel Webster became the creed of thils wool-growing aectinn.lﬁ

In religion sastern Vermonters were orthodox Calvinists. Of the
21 Congregational churches establighed in the state by 1780, all but two
ware aaat of the Green Mountaine. Arminlan Baptists armd Methodists
were relatively weak hare and altheough towns in sagtern Vermont were
caught up in many religious revivals, “they were neither so lasting nor
so intenee as those in other sectione." The temperance movement found
many converts in eastern Vermont but few townsmen were willing to jeoin
the anti-!-iﬂsn::msr,.lr'Ir

Weatern Vermont was almost in every way the antithesis of the region
to the sast, Here migrants arrived from western Connecticut, particulac~
ly the hill-towns of Canaan, Cornwall, Goshen, Milford, and Salisbury in
Litchfield County. Here too one finds repeated many of the names of
western Connecticut towns--Cornwall, Salisbury, Goshen, Wallingford,
Stamford, and New Hauen.lE

Politically, westarn Vermonters ware overwhelmingly Demooratic-
Republicana. In the election of 1800 Jefferson carried ewvery western
county while John Adams swept all the counties in the east. It was to
the western settlements that Daniel Shays and many in hi=z band fled

after their ili-fated agrarian uprising in Massachupatts, and at

Rutland, Vermont, a similar disturbance was preventad by the quick action
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of Governcr Chittenden. Tha Demaecratic Spcleties flourished hare during
the mid-1790'e, and etrong opposition to the Alien and Sedition Actas
aroase during the Adams' administration. Anthony Haawell, editor of the
radical Vermont Gazette, who was convicted under the Sedition Act,
resided at Bennington. Mathew Lyon, accused undar the same act of having
Publighed in the Vermont Journal libelous statements agalngt President
John Adamp, was tried in Rutland, found guilty, and jailed at Yergennes,
VEIMGnt.lg

Befare the coming of tha raillroads which linked southern New
England to weatern markets, a few northwestern Vermont farmers found a
markat for their cattle in urban eastern Massachusetts. Other trading
contacts were made with Hartford, Connecticut, and Troy and Albany,

New York, but most of the trade of this region preceding the bujlding of
the Champlaln Canal in 1822 was with Montreal and Quebec. As Deonald G.
Creighton emphasizes, the completion of the Champlain Canal "reannexed™
much of Yermont "to the commercilal system of New York." <0

In religion western Wermonters were "rough and irrepressible
pecretarians" ranging from Methodists, Baptists, and Rnglicans to
Separatists who decried the close connection between church and state.
Here, too, a series of revivals ignited in the early yvears of the
nineteenth century and burned intensely for a few decades., Perhaps thay
were especially needed, for this was also a land of "deists, free-
thinkers, and men who were generally reckless in religlous matters.”
These revivals in turn led te a giddy preocrupation with campaigns of
gocial reform in the 1830's and 1840's including temperance, antimaasonry,

and antislavary.zl
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Migration from Vermont to northern New York also followed a
aystematic pattern. Jrigins of migration to Canton have been located
for 47 people in 210 Yermont towna (Table 3). As the profile of towna
guggestys, gettlers primarily moved from the western gide of Vermont.
cut of the 20 towns, only five--Windsor, Springfield, Royalton, Pomfret,
and Londonderry--ara in eastern counties, and the latter town is in
northwestern Windham Coanty. Of the 47 sample migrants only 11 percent
came from these eastern Vermont towns (Fig. 4). However, 28 percent of
the sanple came from Dorset in Bennington County alone. From Addison,
Cornwall, Middlebury, Shoreham, and Weybridge in Addison County came 23
percent. And 21 percent of the total migrante set out from Castleton,
Clarendon, Orwell, Plittgford, Shrewsbury. and Tinmouth in Rutland
Cnunty.22

In gpite of differing political and ildenlegical characteristics,
the 20 towns of western and eastern Vermont exhibited rather similar
profiles, particularly regarding functions and economic activirvies. B&All
but one of the towns were post towne and therefore important centers of
communication. For example, the mail routes from Albany. Montreal,
Boston, and Whitehall interpected in Castleton, Vermont. Middlebury was
a shire town and thus the nucleus of government and politics for Addiscon
County, and cther towns served as Junctions for roads and turnpikes.
Such was the case with Windsor, where roads from Reading, the west
parish of wWindsor, and Woodstock met. All of the towns except Addiscn
and Alburgh were gites of rivers and streams which afforded water
power. Hence the numerous grist and saw mills that deotted nearly all of
the towns. Machines in other mills were similarly powered. In lB40

Castleton was the =ite of a sash factory, a carding machine, and a
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Town

Shaftsbury
Dorset
Londonderry
Springfield
Windsor
Pomfret
Rayalton
Tinmouth
Clarendcn
Shrawsbury
Castletan
Pitteford
Orweall
Shareham
Cornwall
Middlebury
Weybridge
Rdd § 30n
Hinaaburqgh
Alburgh

County

Betningtan

Windham
Windsor

Rutland

Chittenden
Grand Isle

TABLE 3

ORIGINE OF MIGRATION FROM VEERMOWNT TOWHS

Humber of
Migrants From

N ST I R S A A el el el el el e e " I

Cate Town
First Settled

17613
17648
1774
1752
1764
1770
1771
1770
176A
c. 1780
1770
1769
1781
1766
1774
1721
1776
1770
1775
1782

2“.
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clothier'as works., Pomfret alsc had a carding machine. There was a
laather-rolling machine at Hinesburgh, and woolen mills were locatad
at Pittsford, Royalton, Shaftebury, and Heybridge. Many of these towna
had tanneriea and iron furnaces, and a copperas works was sltuated at
Shrewsbury. HNot surprisingly, the oldest of the 20 towna, Springfield,
led in the nomber of factories. There a cotton factory, a satinet
factory, and a cassimere factory operated, and other mille produced
raper, zand paper, linseed oil, and silk.23

Manufacturing in these Vermont towns was not very different from
that of many Connecticut towns during the years from 1775 ta 1818, a
period that Richard Purcell has lakeled as one of transition. “While
the state contiruned to be essentlally agricultuyral,” he reminde us,
"thers was an increasing output of domestic manufactures." Aocordingly.
"every villiage had ite sawmill and gristmill operated by men, whose time
was shared in farming." In Litchfield County. fur example, there were
by 1820 four cotton factories, eight woolen and 46 fulling mills, 50
carders, one paper and twa oil mills, 62 grain mills, 39 forges, five
furnaces, eight anchor shope, and two slitting mills. In short, what
wag occurring in Litchfield County and other parts of Connecticut was
"but the first atep from the domestic to the factory system."z4

Like Connecticut, Vermont was overwhelmingly agricultural. Methods
of farming were much like those throughout Mew England during the
eighteenth century, althoough Lewle Stillwell gqoes so fay as to say that
Yarmont's methods were "biblical in their crudeness.” During the lB23's
wooden plows continued to be used and flails could be heard threshing

grain. There was almest no knowledge of or inclination to rotate crops

or to usae fertilizers., Hence the rapid depleticn of agricultural scils
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which supported a broad range of subelatence crope including barley,
vate, rys, buckwheat, Indian corn, potatoea, and hay. in addition to
every family's usual complement of aevearal horees, cattle, sheep, and
awina.25

Wheat wae the ¢ne exception. Almest from the beginning thers was
a gurplus of 1t. In 1792 there was an 2stimated annual surplus of
30,000 bushels in western Vermont. As early roads were opened, wheat
began to find its way to lozal markets. Farmers also looked to the
forests as a4 way of making profite. The best loge were sent down the
Connecticut River or Lake Champlain to Hartford or Montreal respectively.
Oftan the by-products of burning logs, pot- and pearlashes, werae
exported over the same routes.zﬁ

It was not until the early years of the nineteenth century that
construction of turnplkes created new internal and external markets for
Vermont farm products as well as for her domgstic manufactures., In the
winter turnpikes gerved ag sled-routes for carrying farmm preoduce to
waterways., Amd in the autumn large herds of Vermont cattle could be
seen on their way to Boston slaughter-houses, especially cattle Erom
eastern Vermont, Likewise, no longer did the markets for Vermant
manufactures remain strictly the areas covered by a few countles. But
it was "a homely sort of trade., By modern standards it was pitifully
meager." While Vermont was prospering in these early years, then, it was
a limited pl:rcu;p-eri.tj,r.2-"r

The Vermont townz which settlers departed to come to Canton
resemble ona of two community models which J. M. Bumstead and James T.

Lemon have digecerned in A provocative essay on seventesnth- and

eighteanth-century New England towns. One model, as represented hy the
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Massachmgatts tewne of Andover, Dedham, and Sudbury, and the Connecticut
town of Kent, le the rural-agrarian model. The other, represzented by
Boaton, Salem, and Bristel, 1= the urban-mercantile model. The former
1s characterized by a persistently high dagras of subeistence agriculture.
Moreover, in this morphology. newly-settled towns in the rural model
usually experienced three stages of growth during the space of three or
four genaratijions,

The firgt or fluid =stage began with the initial pertlement of the
town and lasted for about 25 years. Inexpensive or free land in large
guantities characterized this first stage. Although these towns were
controlled by managers ﬂho‘;;p;usad a Paritan social philosophy, they
were "relatively open, &nd settlerz had a pense of lnnovation and
experimentation in forming institutieons. TFirst settlers reaffirmed many
of the institutions of England {or subseguently Mew England) with which
they were familiar, but they made alterations to pult their circumstances."
Gradually, as the best landgs in the town were apporticned, disparities
in wealth began to appear and the sons of the founding settlars assumed
power.

A sacocnd stage characterized hy stabilization emerged. This stage
saw A decline in availability of land due both to the decreaase of
available land itself and to an increase in the price of land that
could be had. If after a pericd of about flfty yeara, the community
failed to alter its economic kase, a third astage characterized by
stagnation ensued. This stage, coinciding with the coming to power of
the grandsons of the initial aettlers, witnessed a cevere populatian
preseare on avallable land. The result was “soclal polarization and

socic-economlc discontent which produced a new impulse to found new
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communities to restore fluidity and opportunity.™ Slnce it was all but
imposeible for seventeenth- and eighteenth-century Hew England townsman
to make the tranaition to commercial agriculture, migraticn was the only
alternative. And although Kerneth Lockridge may be right in asserting
that migration from New England towns waa not an effective alternative
unttil the 1790's, movement out of early Wew England towne did to gome
degree gerve to mitigate =mogjial strains.zﬂ

The urban-mercantile communitiles, on the other hand, were
characterized by more fluldity in early generations and by higher rateas
of =social and geographical mobility throughout. Stagnation, when it
occurred at all, was less the result of conditicns within the towns
thansalves and more the result of external trade conditions, Conseguently.
the key factor distinguishing the urban-mercantile towns from their
rural-agrarian neighbors was contact with the outpide world. The former
were "subject to irregular cycles of ecocnomic prosperity and depression
not based on the demographic factor of population expansion in genera-
ticnal spurts.”

Clearly, the sample Yermont towne corraspeond more closely to the
rural-agrarian than to the urban-mercantile model. Yet more percision
and employment of a continoum would place these towns somewhere between
the former and latter stagesa. Perhaps these towne which at the beglnning
of the nineteenth century were slowly making a transition from local
gelf-sufficiency and neighborheood barter to a money economy and intra-
and intersatate trade might be designated agricultural-proto-commercial
communities. Many of them might hawve hecome full-fledged urban-
mercantile and even industrial centers had it not been for a series of

economic digasters that beset Vermont in the early years of the
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ninetesnth gentury. In the firat decade of the new century the economic
future of the state looked hright. By 1B1l0 the total value of her
manufactures exceeded five million dollars and northwestern Vermont'e
produce trade with Montreal wae valued at well over two hundred thousand
dnllarﬂ.30

Two years earlier, however, Vermont had begun to experience troubles.
Flrst came the embargo of 1BOB and the war of 1812, both disrupting
legitimate trade with Canada, and then followed economic depresaion at
the war™s end. Toc make matters worse, the Vermont State Bank, canter
of the state's infant financjal system, collapsed in 1811, That year
also saw severe floods, especially in Rutland and Windsor counties
where two-thirds of the mills werc destroyed. 1In the wake of floods and
war came epidemics of "spotted fever" {cerehro-spinal meningitis} and
"eonsumption” (tuberculosis). And in 1816 there was ne sgmmer season.
on the eighth of June

anow fell to a depth of several inches, ice formed on the

ponds, leavesa froze to the trees, and the growlng crops

throughout the state werse almost completely ruilned,

Planting had to bo begun all over again, and the summer

was so cold and dry that almost nothing matured. There

wasd wideapread suffering the next winter. What corn

there was, was imported from outaide the state and sepld

for three dollars a2 bushel. One reads of families subsjigt-

ing on hedgehoga, beiled nettles and clover heads. 31

By 1820 Vermont manufactures had declined to less than a miilion
dollars, a decreasze of B0 percant. Added to the state's woes was the
fact that Vermont lagged it development of adequate transportation
facilities, a prerequigite for economic modernization. Eastern

Varmonters ware largely unsuccessful in their efforts teo perfect

transportation on the uppetr Connecticut River and roads and turnpikes
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over muach of the atatea ware hardly usable until winter. Frelght maved
slowly over theae roadways, if at all, and the fact that each tcwn was
responaible for maintaining the segments of public roade In ita
boundaries exacerbated the unpredictability of travel. By the time
adequate transportation was perfected in Vermont, southern Hew England
had lang since reached the industrial stage and laborers and entrepre-
neurs looked to that regleon for aconomic nppﬂrtunities.32

This lack of alternative lndustrial cpportunities made even more
gsevere Vermont’s primary problem: the depletion of agricultural land.
Lonyg years of cropping wheat wilthout using fertilizers had worn out the
ance rich woodland humus flelds., By L1820 the older towns had begun to
feal the impact of this s50ll exhaustion. As in eighteenth-century rural
towns, population was the crucial slement contributing to the seriocus-
negs of the land shortage. Vermont settlers married young and produced
children quickly, and the resulting high birth rate was accompanied hy
a low death rate, as evidenced by Montpelier which registered an average
of 130 kirths but cnly 16 deathe between 1786 and 1799. Humerous sons
and the freguent practice of partible inheritance, characteristic of
town after town as each made the generaticnal progression from fluidity
to stability o atagnation, meant severe population pressure con the land.
Earle Newton puts it simply: "The children of pioneer parents were
too many to szhare the family farm." Like their eighteenth-century
ancestors, young sons moved on in gearch of land, and Canton and other

New York towns received the influx.33



CHRPTER ITT

THE PROCESS QF MIGRATICH

The economic and social vicissitudes that Vermonters wers axperienc-
ing in their rural-agrarian towna--and a meagure of fate--help to explain
the motives and characteriatics of migrants to Cantotn. Drawing on this
background amnd utilizing several theories of migration, it 1s possible
to conptruct a model of migraticn from Vermont to this 5t, Lawrence
County town. According to this achema, migration to Canton occurred in
three stages. The first stage. covering the years from 1BO0 toc 1810, saw
the arrival of the garliest settlers. Initially men came alone toc stake
out and begin clearing their lamde bot after a year ar two they returned
for their famllies. Such was the cazse with Stillman Foote and Daniel
Church who f(as we shall see in Chapter 4) arrived in Canton in 1801 and
went back to Vermont for their families & year later. This historical
characteristic substantiates Willilam Petersen's typology of migration in
which young male plonesrs who are individually motivated move on to
frontier lands and in turn are followed by groups of migrants (Table 4!.1

EBll of these sattlers, whether pioneers or follawers, faced inter-
vening ghetacles. Indeed, in Vermont the cbstacle preasented by the Green
Mountains assured that migration to rnorthern New York would come almost
entirely from western Vermont, As Lewls Stillwell puts it, "A man in

the Connecticut Valley whe thought of nigrating, had the Green Mountains

27,
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TABLE 4

MIGRATORY SELECTION BY TYPE OF MIGRATION

DESTINATION MIGRATURY CUMMENTS;
TEPER OF MIGAANTA SELECTION ERAMPLES
%‘ Wandening
) ul peuples Survival .
-E Mg of the Pr.".'hh:.m
3 Marme Bllest? migrationa
wandering
BL ] :
¥ Gathering (.reener 1 Migratory wuy
e pashures; Mone of life
2 Momadism cormannlatlon
A ,
Flight from 1'"'?“_[;:1']# 3 “Malthusian”
the land . prossure
[ar towns)
Pl [ Nuone; wr Emierés and
Flight e o minority migres an
salety refugees
ETgups
Site of work, Large
Coulie trude usually Young inales remigration
plantations .
Mone, or .
Displavemnent Any minerity ]::f;:;i“”:'
FTOups B
. Young Mercantile or
Slave trade Site of work adults industrial
) Fromlier .
Tinneers Laricle Young mates
L _ Indivdually
o mntis aled
Croup migralion Mew lands Dissident
Rroups
Settlemenl Kural areas ‘f::;:fmfr::f:
B Social
R T - momentum
Young
Urbanization Towns Iema.lles
predominaie
(in Europe)

Source; Fetersen, Population (WNew York: Macmillan Co., 1969), p. 300.
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to croes before he could really atart westward,” and the routes tc
Canton posod obstacles of their uwn.2

To these early aettlers, perceived opportunities made the cbatacles
seem less severe. ‘There wae the chance to acquire land in 2z new frentler
and to provide mservices to future settlers. For some, there was alsc the
promise of spaculation. Deed transactions for a ten-parcent sample of
the 1810 Canton family heads are suggestive. Stillman Foote bought land
in Canton and other towns 17 times during the parfod from 1834 to 1880
and sold land 69 times: a total of B6 tranaactions over the space of
46 years. William Ferry of Clarendon, VYermont, bought land 12 times and
gold land Bix times for a total of 1B transactions during the sam=
period. Deeds for the other 10 individuals, most of whom were from
Yarmont, reveal that five were involved in two property transactions.
The other five, who apparently rented or squatted on their land, regis-
tered no transactions at all. While the majority of the sarly Bettlers
acrhleved nothing more than simple land ownership, at leagst a few were
drawn by the lure of speculative prafit. Ferhaps others who failled to
engage in speculaticn had expected to turn a apeculative prnfit.]

During this first stage of migration there were opportunities in
Vermont itself. The decade from 1800 to 1B10, as already indicated, was
one of economic prosperity for the state. Although a few towns in
gouthern Yermont (Pownall, Stamford, Stratton, Westminster, and Rupert)
had already begun to decline, and Arlington, Wardsboro, and Guilford had
become stagnant, the state as a whole had not; plenty of good farmland
was available in the north. In fact., movement into Canton during this
period was largely the result of an cverflow of settlers migrating from

southwestern towns to fresh lands in northwestern Verment. By no means
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did all these mettlers find moving a necesaity. 1In gpite of tha fact
that scie of the acuthern towns were "filling up rapidly and taking on
all the aspecta of an astablished, Hew England, rural civilization,"
and surplur aons were forced to look for land in other areas, none of
the 20 sample towna was decreaaing in population (Table 5. Only three
of them (Clarendcon, Dorset, and Tinmouth) saw lowar rates of increase
{Table €). Most of the 2{ towns had not even reached their stabilization
phase.4

Thus=, selecrion of migrants during thig period tended toward

bimcdality, although positive selection of migrants sutweighed negative
selectjon. The profile of wealth of Canten'e initial eettlers ander-
scoras the positive pnature of these migrants. While one historian's
asgertion that during these early years "an extremely high claess of
settlers” came to Canton may be an esxaggderatlon, it does seem that the
town's first settlers were prospercus. The Hew York State census for
1808 supports thia contention., In that year 98 Canton electors were
listed as having freeholds worth E100 »r more, However, there Were no
electors in the wealth bracket from E20 to E99 and an undatermined number
of electors rented tenements annually valued at 40 shillings (this third
category wae lefr blank). If one compares this electoral census to the
federal population census for 1810 (taking into account the discrepancy
of two years and the Fact that sixteen- and seventsen-year olds are
included in the adult male population group), a consaervative estimate
iz that 38 wealtholders represent half of the 1808 adult males (the
nambar of 1810 males in the age-range from 16 to 4% and over is 203).
These statistics support George FPierson's hypothesie that during good

times the bulk ¢f migration will come neither from the highest nor the



ECPULATION OF TWENTY VERMONT TOMHS, 1730-18230

Town

Addison
Alburgh
Castleton
Clarendon
Cornwall
Corset
Hinesburgh
Landonderry
Hiddlebury
Orwell
Pittsford
Fomfret
Royalton
Shaftshbury
Shoreham
Shrewsbury
Springfield
Tinmouth
Weybridge
Windoor

1790

402
446
#09
1480
425
o957
454
ie2
34a5
Fig
8a0
710
F4a8
1590
701
a2
roaT
935
174
1542

TABLE 5

1800

734
150
1039
178%
1163
1286
933
330
1263
1376
1413
1106
1501
1895
1447
748
2032
9713
502
2211

iglo

1100
1106
1420
1797
1270
1294
1238

&137
2138
1849
1936
1433
1153
19713
20313

990
2556
1031

750
2757

1210
1172
1341
1712
1129
1359
1332

958
2535
1730
13le
1635
lgle
20232
18481
1149
27102
1069

714
2954

1306
12349
1783
1585
1264
1507
1689
1302
14458
1598
200%
1867
1893
2143
2137
1289
2749
1049

B5O
3134

3l.



DECENMIAL BATES OF INCEERSE IN POPULATION:
TWENTY VERMONT TCWNS

Addison
Alburgh
Castleton
Clarendon
Cornwall
Corset
Hineaburgh
Londonderry
Middlebury
Orwell
Pittaford
romfret
Royalton
Shaftsbory
Shoraham
Shrewsbhury
Springfield
Tinmouth
Weybridge
Windsor

1790~
1799

1.83
1.68
1.28
1.21
1.41
1.34
2.06
-.91
3.20
1.77
l.66
1.56
2.01
-.95
2.06
1.986
1.85
1.04
2.89
l1.43

TABLE ©

1800~
180%

1.50
1.47
1.37
1.00
1.09
1.401
1,33
1.93
1.69
1.34
1.3%
1.30
1.17
1.04
1.40
1.32
1.26
1.03
1.4%
1.25

1810-
1819

1.10
1.0569
L.09
.95
.88
-0E
-C8
.50
.10
.24
.99
.140
.035
.02
.93
.16
.06
=07
.95
1.07

| opt et et ]

|t et et | e et

1820~

1829

1.08
1.057
1.16
-.93
1.13
1.12
1.25
1.34%
1.37
-.92
1.05
1.14%1
1.042
1.06
1.14
1.12
l.o02
-.98
1.19
i.08

32.
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lowest classers, but will come from "the rising middle classas ganerally,
and sspecially the more energetic and ambjtious and hﬂpﬂful.'5

What prompted the departure of these mlgrants from Vermont, the
majority of whom were not forced to move? The case of Daniel Focte
provides at least part of the answer. Foote owned 604 productive acres
in Middlabury, VYermont. Yet, "He could not be contented with a well
cultivated farm. There must be foreats to subdue, and new dwellingas to
erect, or it was no place for him." At the age of BO Foote distributed
hie landa among his younger children and set cut for Canton with his
eldent son, Stillman. Perhaps intensifying this restlessness of migrants
like the Footes were religious revivals which were burnlng over Vermont
towns. Middlebury, for example, experlenced a series of revivala: the
Firat in 1801, a second in 1806-1807, and a third in 1809-1810. Pittsford
endured a general revival in 1802 and 1903. Some towne were also rackad
by epidemics. At Orwell an 1804 epidemic of dysentery carried off &0
children in the space of 60 dayse. In 1803 the came digease repalted 1n
the death af 40 Pitteford pecple in the course of four weeks, Moreover,
Lewis Stillwell may be right in his assertion that the controversy--and
aften viclence-—-angendered by the disputes over land titles in wesatern
Vermont, as well as the pervasive radicalism of the regilon, instilled a
restless nature into ite inhabitants.®

The years from 1810 to 1820 saw the sscond stage of migration to
Canton. While migration was primarily offensive during the firet stage,
that of the gecond was dafencive; migrants were largely negatively
gelected, This perioxd was, as suggested in Chapter Two, one of economic
depression in Vermont, Over 60 towns were declining in population and

the same number had reached or were approaching stabilization. Of
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the 20 aample towns, over pne-fourth were decreasing in population
(Tablea 5 and &) .’

Contrary to Everett Lea's hypothesls that migration will decrease
during periodse of economic dislocation, this second stage was character-
ized by a highear wolume of migration than the first. The reason for thie
impertant exception may well lie in the plement of dieaster. Vermont

sustained natural disasters simultaneously with economic hardships.

Although economle depressions may be severe and hecome more sevears as
time gqoea on, disasters are worse. Thelr impact ig intengely perscnal.
often they bring destruction and death--the maost pergonal of all
visitationa==-to one's friends and neighbors. 3Such was the case in
Yertwtit towns. In Weodstock, for example, the outbreak of cerebro-
spinal meningitis in 1811 killed over &0 people from January to Juhe.
A& typhold pneuamonla epidemic struck Castleton twe years later. Annual
mortal ity statiastics for the town provide the grim details: in the
period from 1804 to 1812 there had been 168 deaths in the town for an
average of 18 per year; the year 1B13 saw 77 deaths, nearly half as many
as the votal for the previous nine years. The towns of Dorset and
Hinesburgh each losat 40 inhabitants to thig epidemic and countlesg other
towns asuffered =simjlar plights. On the heele of theee disasters came
18l6's cold summer, and it is po colncidence that the peak of migration
from Vermont during this stage occurred in 1816 and 1817, years of
cataatrcphe.ﬁ

While economic depressaions alone usually present at least the pros-
pect of recovery, apparently the combination of depression and disaster
in the Green Mountain State left little such hope for many of ite

inhabitants, especially those in the older, declining townzs. Making the
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pervagive stats of anxiety even worse was the fear--not unlike that
which has occasicnally seized peasant mentalities~=that asomething had
permanently gone wrong with the ssascns, Nevertheless, rasigrnation in
the face of adversity did not prevail in Vermont. Refusing to accept
fate pagalvely, many <f these townsmen moved on. Not many of them went
back. Ho effective counterstream emerged. Subaseguent moves would take
4 wesaterly direction. Few opportunities beckoned these migrants to
return to vermont.g

Not all who moved were at the bottem of the economic scale. Indeed,
the 1814 slectoral census for Canton reveals 112 electors having free-
holds worth E100, 16 having freehnlds in the range from E20 to E99, and
14 electors renting tenements valued at 40s, Foartunately, the 1814
cengus Also gives the number of males elghteen years of age and over.
There were 193 individuals in thie category. Hence, those slectors
warth E100 or more made up 79 percent of the 142 electoral population
and 58 percent of tha adult male population. Those renting tenements
reprepented 10 percent of the electoral population and seven percent of
the adult males. Once again, theory is borne out by the statistics. In
hard times., George Pierson avers, "a few of the richer will take off, and
perhapes a scattering of the desperate: the sudden hankrupte, the hope-
leas debtore. Yet tha main group cof moverz will he middle-clags people
wich savings, who are threatened by a relative loss of status or
increase of wants, and see i.i;."lﬂ|

The especialily difficult times in Vermeont atter 1B16 are reflected
in the 1821 Canton electoral cenBus. Using dolliars rather than pounds,

that census listed 47 male inhabitants who cwned freeholds worth $250

and owver, and three males who poscesged freecholds valued at $50. But
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219 males rented tenements of the yearly valoe of 55, and 50 malea
neither owned land nor rented tenements but paid taxee. S5a in 1821
while 15 percent and less than one percent of the electoral population
held freeholda worth £250 and 350 respectively, 6% percent ranted
tenementa valued at $5 and 16 percent simply pald taxes. If one uses the
1820 faderal cengua schedule asg a base [the 1BZ0 censuos lists 3119 adult
males in Canton) and adds an estimated 30 individuals to the base total,
one can determine the percentage of each of the categories above in terms
of the total adult males popuiation. Therefore, approximately 14 percent
of the adult male population hald freeholds worth $250, whereas .9
percent held $50-freeholde, 64 percent rented tenements of the annual
value of 55, and 15 percent did not own or rent land but pald taxes.
Clearly, a process of stratification that had already occurred in many
of the clder VYermont towne was helng repeated in Cantun.ll

The third stage of migration from vermont to Canton spanned the
vears from 1820 to 1830. During this period economic conditicna in
Vermont, while not gocd, had improved over those of the previous dismal
decade. It was a time when "new types of failure were more or lesg
offset by new varieties of opportunities.” On the credit slde, attempts
to strengthen Vermagnt'e transportation syetem were made and a gradual
shift to wool and dairy production at least partially tosk up the slack
in the state's economy. Epidemics during this period more often took
the form of religious revivals and benevolent crusades than dissases.
Almoet all of the towunms= in northern Vermont ware growing, and the wyolume
of migration from gscuthern towneg, while still high, was not as high as
the previocus decade. OF the sample 20 towns, Tinmouth began its popula-

ticn decline and Clarerdon and Orwell continwed their decline which had



17,
begqun in the decads from 1810 to 1820. Cornwall, Plttaford, and
Shoreham, each having loat population in that decade, gained slightly in
population during the decade of tha 1820's. While Cornwall'a 1830
population wae six short of what it had been in 1840, Pittsford and
Shoteham exceesded their 1810 figurea by €9 and 104 respectively {Tableg
5 and 61.12

On the debit slde, however, many vVermont towns [aspecially the older
ones in thae south) were suffering from soil sxhaustion and depletion of
timber rescurces, Moraovar, the transjtion to sheep raising was a mixed
blessing to inhabitants of towns like Orwell and Middlebury. The gize
of farms began to increase and many small farmers could not compete with
large-scale sheep production., Wealthy farmers bought cut the poorer
onas and for many of the latter, migration was the only alternative. 1In
other townsa which had not been touched by Vertsont's nascent agricultural
revolution, farmers endured a routine exigtence, coaxing from worn out
szll a few staple crops that demanded uynceasing labor and meticulous
economy. It is no wonder that ln many of these Vermont towna., "“the boys
and girls were losing falth--despite all the plans for wool and waterways
and evervthing else--in the future of the old homestead.™ 13

Thus the selection of migranta from Vermont during this stage
approached bimodality, as did that of the decade from 1800 to 1810. Thera
were both negative factors expelling some townsmen from the state and
positive factors tending to keep otherg at home, Buat thiz third stage
of migration was different in a very important way. In gpite of improve-
ments in transportation routes leading to northern Hew York which

reduced the obstaclen and hazards of travel, by the latter part of the

l620's there were far fewer opportunities luring vermcnters to Canton
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and other towns in the Horth Country. Already much of tha beat land in
Canton had been bought up, and the town waa becoming less homogenecus.
Lewip Stillwell suggests very well how these migranta increaeingly
perceived the situation: "Vermenters were no hands to buy up lands
already cleared, whose market value had risen to ltas approximate maximum,
when, as everybody knew, there were richer, newer landa to be had
further scuth and west.™ In the period after 1830, the tide of Vermont
migration would flow into central and western New ‘fork.l4

NHineteenth-century migration from Vermont to Canton, therefore, was
in some wayvs not very diEferent from that of eighteenth-century Hew
England. In both cases migrants were young, wheole families moved, and,
initially, townsmen in both societies formed homogeneous groups. And
rural-agrarian towns of Vermont repeated the morphology characteristic
of gimilar towng in eighteenth-century Hew England. Unable to develop a
vary effective altaernative to migration in terms of domestic manufactur-
ing, the state lost many of its sons to westward areas. In addition,
families migrating to Canteon, like those moving to Windham County,
Connecticut, ar to Concord, Wew Hampshire, in the eighteenth century,
rapresented the population of several existing communities. Above all,
it wag the increaging strength of the family itself, JFames Henretkta
reminde us, that made poggible “a strong element of organic growth and
rebirth in the society of colonial Hew England." Although patriarchy had
largely declined toward the end of the eaighteenth century, "the tles of
family and kinghip remained as stahle, organic, and positiwve factors in
the lives of the colonists, smogthing the passage from one generation and
pne community to the next." Even 1f behavior of migrants to frontier

Vermont or to frontier Canton might initially diwverge from that of their
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friende amd neighbors back home, fFamily and kinehip bonds agsured that
culture on the moving frontier would remain much the same, 1%

Yat, both behavior and culture in torthern New England and other
partzs of tha region were changing during the period after the Mmerican
Revolution--changes in culture paralleling changee in behavior only after
a coneiderahle time lag. Thie transition, as the model in Flgure 5
demongtrates, goes far toward explaining the changing circumatances
sarrounding migration, especially speculaticon. 1In the gquarter-century
bafcre the Revolution, speculation in much of colonial America assufied
the characteristics of a feudal reﬁctinn. Thie feudal revival as
axpreszed in terms of speculation not only profited from the epening up
of new lands to settlement but also "imposed it= fiscal demands upon older
areas without offering any benefits in return." Because of the comiunal
nature of the New England towna, that region for the moet part remained
immune to such speculation. To scme axtent, Vermont was an exception.
Although Vermont land grants Governor Wentworth lavished gpon his
friends took the form of township charterg, the Green Mountain State-——
much like the eastern frontiar of ¥ew York during the middle of the
eighteenth century--was besget with ahsenteelam, confused land titles, land
digputes, and viglence. 16

Afrer the Revolution all but the least cohvious trappings of
feudalism vanished, and land speculators increasingly took on the
character of entrepreneurs. Their function hecame developmental, and
they felt a sense of greater responsibility to the community. Indicative
of thliz is the distinction New York's Gowvernor Clinton mads {n thae
1780'e (midst the controversy cover sale of lands in the 5t. Lawrence Ten

Towns) between “the speculator pure and simple who bought land with no
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other purpose than to hold it for the profit that would automatically
accrug, and the lapd promoter whe sold land gquickly and inveated in
developing his area." Moreover, with the rise of republicaniam and
democratic individualism, the yeoman freehclder who was especially
typical of northarn New England and other frontier areas was increasingly
construed "as the archetype" of every American:

Inidtead of peasant communities the new nation preferred to
idealize the peasant himself or rather the yeoman of English

folk memcry: aelf-~reliant, honest, and independent, the

vlassic figure of sighteenth-century English "country"

ideclogy that the American revolutionaries appropriated to

describe themselves--and the backbcone of Jeffersonian

democracy, the common man of Jacksconian Ihﬂtﬂriﬂ-l?

There waz another way in which the pericd after 1790 differed from
the eighteenth century: HNew Englanders were more inclined to migrate
than they had ever been before. During the seventeenth century and for
most of the eighteenth, Mew England townsmen had largely turned their
backs on the wilderness or at mo=st they moved on to the frontier wvery
slowly., Two factors may have influenced this pervasive reluctance to
move: ohe was the traditional inertia of rural Hew England society; the
other was the homegeneous eccleslastical structure that permeated much
of the region. These factors combined with a high birth rate, the prac-
tice of partible inheritance, the absence of saticsfactory transportation
facilities, and the lack of adequate alternatives in terms of non-farm
occupations, resulting 1p an intense overcrowding of tHew England towns
by the latter half of the elghteenth century. Becauepe "migration toc new
areas was not sufficient to do more than slow the riege in densicy and

concomitant rise in the differentiation in clder areas." a high degree

of sorial and economic stratification emerged in these towns. 5
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Hot only did this asoclal and aconomic polarization create a kind of
"popular paranocia®” which suffused the Revelution, but aleo the momentum
of tha Revolution jtself and the ewpansive republicanism ideclcgy which
followed in its train lessened the inhibitions toward migration. As
Robert Shalhope reminds us, Americans began tc accept a "mobllity
ideology" along with that of republicanism. After 1790 hoards of Vermonters
and other Hew Englanderz headed west. Indeed, the crucial "point to make
about the mass exodus of the nineteenth century may be that it rescued
America as the land of mobllity and opportunity at a time when it was
beginning to lack both amnd was baginning to underge major social changes
as a result." In terms of attitudes toward migration and the volume of
migration itself, Wew England was rceasing to be traditipnal and was
becomling modern. Wew Englanders found nothing incongrucus in the remark
made by Nathan Ford, early nineteenth-century agent for the Ogden lands
near Canten: "It is equally neceasary that Yankees swarm ae it is for

bees.”lg



CHRPTER IV

FROM VILLAGES TO COMMUNITY

In 1801 5tiliman Foote, his father Datiiel, millwright Paniel Church,
angd a few otherse beqan their trek from Middlebury, vermont, te Canton.
Preparations for the move had been made the previcue year when the
younger Foote purchased the mile-square lot which would later form the
Canton villaqge 1imita.l The Foote party left Middlepury in March with
two teams loaded down with provisions and furniture., crossed the still
ice-laden Lake Champlain at its lower end, and procesdad over what
hardly passed for a road on the New ¥York side of the lake. The spring
thaw and torrents of mud, however, forced the party to leave most of
their belongings at willisboroughk. There tha party split up. Foote
continued on by the land route which took him past Chateaugay. near
Malone, MNew York, and oo to 5t. Regis., Ho longer finding any road to
travel, he was forced to cross the 5t. Lawrence River there and move
along the Canadian shore until he reached a point opposite Lisbon, Kew
York, <Crossing the river onhce again, he made his way to Lisbon and on
to Canton {Flg., §). Meanwhile, Daniel Church, Daniel Foote, journeyman
John Flanhagan, apprentice Thomas Marvin, and Libeus Johngon and his
song took the party's provisions (along with equipment for a mill) from
Willisborough to Liskbon by the more circuitoua route of Lake Champlain
and the St. Lawrence River. oOn April 17, his diary informs us, Church

reached Canton with "seventeeen blisters" an his hands.2

41.



FIGURE &

STILLHAN FOOTE'S PATH OF MIGRATION
FROM MIDDLEBURY TOQ CANTON

Source: Adapted from map in Dixcen R. Fox, Yankaea and Yorkers
{Washington Square, WNew York: Hew York Unlvermity
Preag, 1940), folded insert.
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Early in May the asttlera beagan work on & sawmill in Canton, but
injury, disaase, and exhavation took their toll. Church's diary gives ua

an lntimate account of thair frontier difficulties.

May 2. Mysaelf had the fever and ague. 4th. Had an
intolarable fit of it. Gloomy timea. 5th. Worked. Very
rainy at night; camp lsaks evarywhera) no place to lay down
in. Sleep none at all. Have free scope for my thoughts,
not having anything to interrupt me, but the snoring of
the rest of the company, scaking in water. With great
difficulty I prevent the rain dropping on old Mr. Foote,

Let any person imagine himzelf in the woodp, fifteen miles
from any housa, =sick of the fever and ague, one of the company
rotten with small pex, one with his ribs broke, one other
ghostified with the fever and ague, three innoculated with
small pox, atd only three well ones, and let him imagine
himself expoged to all the rains, without physician, or nuree,
ar medicines; then let him awake and find it a dream, and

see how glad he will bel 10th. More trouble; the old gentle-
man died, and I am growing worse every day. The three well
one2 bury the old man as well as they can in hier hammock, and
put aome barke over him. Hard timea for poor Stillman, who
had to lay his own father in his winding sheet. 1Jth. Eida
ont to Lisbon with extreme ‘difficulty. I can not =it on a
horse. Ride bare-backed. Get wet with railn through and
through. From Canton to Lishon settlement 1s fifteen miles
without the leasat opening; very little road, and very many
swamps and mireholas. l4th. Go to Or. Adams's and back on
foot, fourteen milea. Half an hour before I set out while
the fever was on, I rould not walk across the house,

25th, 8¢ far recovered as to ride back to Canton.

In spite of the hazards of the wildarness, the younger Foote and [Daniel
Church persisted. Having returned to YVarmont to spend the winter, the
two men browght their families to Canton in the spring of 1802 and
took up permanent reuidence.3

Others came to Canton in the esarly years of the new century. Some
came From sodthern Hew England anhd MNew York via the Mohawk River, but
most of the gettlers, at least until the mid-1820"s, came from Vermont.

Not many of these migrants waited until spring to begin their journey.

The more common practice was to move out In the dead of winter when
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aleda could ba drawn acrosa the Champlain ice and then along woodpaths
toward Canton. There waa good reason for avoiding the warm weather. 1In
1800 pagsage acropss Lake Champlain cost $2.50, and although reaaonably
good navigation existed along the 5t. Lawrence River, the cheapeat rate
for carrying freight up the river wag %1.00 per hundredweight. To many
ploneers who ware accustomed to dealing in kind rather than currancy,
traveling by land seemed more prudent. For these whe chose the land
route from Plattsgburgh, New Yark, travel was not eagy. In 1802 it took
gix days to get the 50 miles from Flattsbhurgh te Malone, and from thete
movement wag even nore difficult. Put in 1817 repairs were made on the
Military Road from Plattsburgh to Chateaugay. Beyond this latter town
the road was unCQmpletad.q
Canton was in many ways similar to the Vermont towne from which her
gettlers had migrated. Famming was the mainstay of the town's economy
which was initially almost entirely one of subsistence. Like inhabitants
af infant Vermont towns, Canton farmers produced their own wool, from
which homespan clothing wool was made, and grew their own wheat which
local grist mills ground into flour. These independent farmere had to
expend all their strength in clearing the land, planting crops, and
fending off freguent intrusions of wolves. AnRd Canton was plagued by
lack of transportation routes and a shortage of currency. Thia neces-
sarily meant that surplus agricultural stuffs and gopds manufactured by
the fow domestic industries emerging in the town would be digtributed
aver a small area and used as a means of barter or legalized as mnney.5
It is not surprising, therefore, that the major topic of discussion

in Canton"e first town meeting in 1806 and subsequent meetings [as well

as meetings of the county board of supervizsora) concerned the building
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of roads. Soon a natwork of roads began to connect Canton wilth other
towns in the county apnd with other counties in the atate (Fig. 7). An
1908 law authorized the bullding of a road from the town of Chaster 1in
Easex County tc Canton, By 1H1B the road had been completed as far as
the town cof Russell, and it reached Canton in 1834. In 1813 the
Parishville Turnplke Company built a road that connected Ogdensburg with
Canton, Petsdam, and Parieghville, thus linking these towns to the route
that eventuyally would meet the Military Ronad at the town of Hopkinton.

An 1828 act directed a road to be conastructed from Antwerp in Jefferscn
County to Canton via the town of Gouverneur. And in the late 1B40's
and early lB50%s plank roads were built from Canton to the towns of
De Kalb, Hermon, Heuvelton, Morely, and Madrid. By the mid-1830's cne
could travel by stage from Ogdensburg throwgh Canton, Potsdam, Parlshville,
Hoepkinton, Bangor, Malone, Chateaugay and on to Plattcshurgh in two days’
time. Stages leaving Watertown, Hew York, at dawn three times a week
celd reach Canton by way of De Kalb at duak.ﬁ

As transportation was perfected, wider markets became available,
trade grew apace, and currency began to find its way into Canton and
ather St. Lawrence County towng. Some of Canton's increased trade
remalned local. As early as 1H1D gawmills, gristmills, and digtilleries
were in operation in the town, supplying lumber, flour, and whiskey to
the local inhabitants. By 1821 there were three gristmills, {ive sawmills,
oneg linseed oil mill, two Fulling mills, two carding machines, ane
woolen factory, one iron works, ong trip hammer, cne distillery, and one
ashery in Canton. And in 1827 Wathaniel Hodskin erected an open-forge
iron furnace on the Grass River in Canton. Plows and other castings made

hera ware =sold in both St. Lawrence and Jefferson u{:r::rt:m.tiuﬂ.:a.-'Ir



FIGURE 7

DEVELOEMENT OF ROADS IN HORTHERN NEW YORK
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Source: Adapted from map in Fox, Yankees and Yorkers,
folded ingert.
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But like northern Vermont towns, much of Canton's trade was with
Montreal and Quebac. In this respect, Canton was particularly fortunate
in belng enly 18 miles from Ogdensburg which by the War of 1812 had
become & flourimhing commercial center and an important entrepot for
potagh and pearlash destined for shipment down the St. Lawrence River.
Statiatica for Canton manufactories in 1825 suggest the growing impor-
tance of thia type of induatry. While three gristmills, four sawmillsa,
one linseed oil mill, three fulling mills, three carding machines, and
two distiileriea dotted the town in that year, there were 12 asheries.
The large number of asheries sudgasts that their products were intended
for trade with Canada. Merchants in ogdensburg often bought raw potash
from Canton farmerz and refined it in heated ovens to make a better
grade of pearlash than Canton Farmers could manufacture. A caraful
farmer, one agricultural higtorian asserta, “could uaually pay for the
clearing of hia land from the sale of potash."ﬂ

Canton lumber and produce and other products of the farm and forest
were aleo phipped down the St. Lawrsnce. Advertisements appear through-

sut the Ogdensburg 5t. Lawrence Gagette calling for lumber products, beef,

amd pork, and in October, 1827, an Ogdensburg merchant indicated hia
desire to purchase "500 Bushels of Corn, in the ear, if deliversad
immediately.” 1In Hovember of that year E. N. Fairchild, merchant at
pgdengburg, advised that he had 3,000 pounda of Canton cheese for sale.
aAnd while James Averill was willing to pay cash for hldes sold to his
Water Street store in Ogdensburg, ancther merchant reported that 74
barrels of white fish and herring had arrived on the schooner Feogohontas,
"all of which will be s0ld for cash or exchanged for Rye, Corn, Dats,

and Wheat." I return for the farm and forest products of Canton and



48,
othar S5t. Lawrance towns, Montraal exported glass, nails, and farm
implemants needed by the towna' settlera. Thua, Elliott and Archibald,
merchants at Ogdensburg, advartised in 1827 that they would aell their
wared for cash or prnr:luce,g

The trade routes for at leaat one type of manufacturing in Capton
led scuthward. In 1832 a copperas and alum manufactory wag set op Ly
Stillman Foote and others on land leased from Henry Van Henssalaer.
Employing as many as 80 workers, the factory produced more than 1,000
tona of copperas and 300 tons of alum before closing in 1836, and most
of it wae sant to markets in southarn New ank_lﬂ

Like its trade and manufacturing, Canton's population grew rapidly
{Table 7). The decade from 18l0 to 1820 zaw the largest increase in the
town's population, just over 90 percent. While not as slzeable as the
previous decadal increase, the parcent increase for the years from 1820
to 1830 was still high, B2.4 percent. The increase dropped considerably
for the 18310~-1840 decade, to 42.1 percent, and the 1850 population
figure increased only 315.2 percent ower that of the 18490 fiqure.u

Canton's steady population growth suggests that economic cpportunity
in the town was sustained. Unlike nearly half of the 20 Vermont towns
during these early years {see Chapter 1), Canton experienced no decadal
decline in population growth from 1810 to 18503. Only when the town's
population growth is tabulated for five-year Intervals does evidence of
a decline appear (Takle B), Having increased by nearly 29 percent
from 1825 to 1830, Canton's population decreased a fraction over one
parcent during the period from 1830 to 1835. Significantly, a cholera

epidemic struck the 5t. Lawrence region in 1832, creating a "atate of

alarm" that seized Canton and cother frontier towns. Apparently fear of



TABLE 7

CRNTON'S EBOPULATTION GROWTH TO 18%0

1810 1820 1830 1840 1850
Population 699 1137 2439 3465 4605
Total Increase -— 638 1102 1026 1220

Ferventage Increasae - al.2 B2.4 42.1 35,2



Population

Total
Increase

Pexrcent
Increase

TABLE H

CANTON'S BOBULATION GROWTH:

FIVE-YEAR INTERVALS

1820 1825 LE830 1835 1840 1845 1850
1137 1808 2439 2412 3465 4035 4685
——== 561 541 ~2F 10513 570 650
- 42.0 28.5 -1.1 43.7 1e. 5 16.1

s,
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disease rather than economlc problems prompted the axodus of some of
Canton's inhablitanta. By 1840, howaver, the town's populaticn had
increased substantially over that of 1830.12
Other evidence confirms Canton's favorahle economic growth.
Historian Ulysses P. Hedrick concludes that "for some time after tha War
af 1812, the sattlers in northern New York were better off than those
of any other part of the state by reascn of the ease with which they sent
their produce to market"™ down the St. Lawrence River., Especially
lucrative was trade in pearlash which during those years scld for 200
to 5300 a ton on the Montreal market. Egually important was the fact that
for the first twe decades of the nineteenth century northern New York
farm and forest products were shipped to Montreal duty free. This happy
gituation was due to Ontariec's retarded agricultural development relative
to that of northern Mew York. Hence farm products of the latter region
faced little competition in the Montreal market.13
But trade with Canada waa not without its disadvantages. The St.
Lawrence Hiver froze solild during the long winter seasons, and heavy
American duties were placed on imports from Montreal. Thus trade was
limiced and unidirectional. Moreover, politics made the fortunes of
trade uncertain, Jefferson's embargo and the War of 1812 cut off legiti-
mate trade with Canada, although an active contraband trade continued
between northern Hew York and Ontario. And in 1BZ22 the Canada Trade Act
placed duties on American farm products and raw matariale entering
Canada. In December of that year a protegt meeting was held at
ogdensburg. There Hathan Forgd stregssed the immediate necegsity of

finding alternative markets for trade of northern New York towns, while

David Ogden called for a return to duty=-free trade wilith Canada,
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demanding that St. Lawrence settlera have tha right of navigation which
was dua them "by the Laws of Nations and Nature, »14
Ho doubt Cgden took pride in the fact that as early as 1827 the
Canadian government began discussicons leading toward relaxed restrictions
on some American imports. In May of that year an 9gdeneburg merchant
raceived a letter from a confidant in Montreal stating that "there is
every probability that Warehouses will he sstakhlishexl at Montreal and
Kingston for reception of American flour, in bond, for exportation. It
is aleo thought that a facility will he given to the admiession of
Mmearican produce of all kind=, excapt salted provisions. Pork will bhe
admitted fresh, free of duty." Indeed, all this occurred and more. Not
only was American produce allowed into Canada duty free, but also duties
on American wheat, flour, meal, and palted provisions improted into
Canada were repealed in 1531.15
With the opening of the Erie Canal in 1825 and the 1828 completion
of the Oswego feeder canal linking Lake Ontario to Lake Oneida and the
Erie Canal (Fiq. B}, Ford's dream was partially realized as a portion of
northern New York's trade was drawn into the orb of southern New York.
The possibilities ware obvious. While by thip time potash was selling
for only §£130 to 5140 a ton in Montreal, it was worth 5230 to 5240 a ton
at Albany. And wheat which was bringing $1.17 per bushel at Montreal
could be aold at Albany for $2.17 a bushel. Yet, reality had ite dark
5ide. The Erle Canal alsoc brought western Hew York and the Ohioc country
inte trading contacts with the Albany region. Thus, northern New York
towtis faced increasing competition from that sector, EBven so, in 1845,

Canton had 11 sawmills and sewven asheries as compared to thres grist

mills, three fulling mills, four carding machines, one iron works, ohe
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triy hammer, and four tanneries. Obviously, lumber and ashes were atjll
valvable products for trade both northward and southward_ 1€

Trade statistlics indicate the extent of economic prosperity of the
St. lawrence County regign relative to Vermont. Vermont's exports from
the Lake Champlain region to Canada were valusd at E160,000 bafore the
embargo of 1808, with imports from Canada inte Burlingtan, Vermont,
valued at E80,000. Eilnce Burlington was the anly port of entry an Lake
Champlain, this is in effoect an estimate of the impart trade volume for
the entire western side of Vermont. The value of Vermont's export trade
for 1Bl0 was 3432,631. ©On the other hand, the trade diptrict of
Oawegatchle, New York, which included the shipping ports of Ogdensburg,
Massana, Louisville, Waddington, Merristown, and Hammond, covered only
an eighty-mile area. In 1B29 tha walue of exports to Canada Erom the
Oswegatchie district alone was $381,448, By 1832 the value of
Oowegatchie's exports to Canada had risen to $73Q,075. Imports loto
Oawegatchie for 1829 and 1832 were valued at 56,729 and $10,107 respec—
tively. Hor was this all., According to Adam Seybert, Vermont reglatered
na coasting trade at all during the years from 1793 to 1Bl&, while the
volume of Oswegatchie's coasting trade was walued at 53,229,948 by 1848.
By that same year the value of Oawegatchle's exports to Canada had
declined to 571,500, reflecting the increasing importance of southerly
trade routes, But the vwolume of Canadian products imported into
Oewegatchie had risen to 546.454.1?

These trade statistics indicate that Canton, while remainlng a pre-
industrial society, was exposed to an emerging interstate and intrascate

commercial economy more than were Vermont towns. The changing occupa-

tional profile for this St. Lawrence County town indicates the lncreasing
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numbar of cocupations depandent on a markat economy as well as a trepd
toward greater specialization (Table 3). While in 1820 all but nine
percent of the cccupational population was employed in farming, by 1B40
18 parcent and a fraction over one percent of the working population were
employed in manufacturing/trades and commerce respectively. Introducing
a new category, the 1840 census lipted two percent of the work force as
profesajionals and engineers. And in 1845 those engaged in agriculture
had declined to 76 percent while workers engaged in non-farm coccupations
continuad to rise, 18
Although in 1850 Canton wae still overwhelmingly rural and agrarian,
and the large majority of its working population continued to be more
aubject to the dirtates of climate and the sesasonz than to the rhythms
of an increasingly naticonal economy, the town had already experienced the
ripple effects of sconomic modernlzatioti. A process which had poccurred
in certain regions of New England by 1770 was being repeated in this
early nineteenth-century town. It may well be that in Canton the
combination of partible inheritance and greatar economic opportunity in
terma of esmall industrial enterpriee and trade gave the town's surplus
sons more alternatives to migration than existed in Vermont towns;
migration from Canton may have been retarded.l?
Canton differed from the Yermont towns in still another way. While
migration to Vermont from other parts of New England had all but stopped
by 1810, Canton throughout the pericd from 1830 (when migration from
Vermont to the town slowed to a tricklse) to 1850 and beyond was the

deptination for migqrants from other parts of Hew England, Wew York S5tate,

and Canada, as the state census of 184% reveals {(see Table 10). In this
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CANTON'S OCCUPATIONAL PROFILE

Manufacturing
Agriculture Commerce and Trads Frofassions
1820
Himbear
Engaged In 3e2 2 K [ ——
Parcent
Engaged In 31.0 .5 9.0 ——
1840
Humber
Engaqed In T22 13 165 1B
Parcent
Engaged In 78.6 1.4 18.0 Z.0
1845
Numbar
Engaged In i 20 15m 18
Fercant

Engaged In 16.3 2.4 1%.1 2.2



Humber

Born in

Fercent

Born

im

TAHLE 10

ORIGINS QF BIRTE OF CANTON'S FOPULATION, 1B43

New York  New Eng. Other Gr. Br. and Fr. Ger.
State Etates Btates Possassions

2.496 1,132 20 338 2 19
h2.2% 28,25 » 20 8.44 05 .47

56,



a7,

resgpect, too, Canton was fortunate. The goods and sarvices which thege
migrants needed enhanced the viability of the town's Ecnnumy.:n

Thig economic transition which Canton experienced in the parly yeare
of the nineteanth century is important in apother wayr 1t influenced the
conditions of community and in part defined the meaning of community for
tha town's inhabitantg. Canton's community lay within the technical
bounds of the hundred-sguare-mile area politically defined as the town-
ship by the Mew York state legislature--if cne definesa community in a
strictly ecological sense. In this sense communjity refers to "a physical
concentration of individuals in cne place™ and to "whatever happens to
exist" in thak given territury.zl

Yot there is another meaning to comounity which refers to “social
organizaticon among a concentration of individuals." Sociologist Roland
Warren hag constructed perhaps the model which provides the clearest
explanation of this broadey definition of gcommunity. For Warren,
ecommunlity 1s that "combination of aocial units and systems which perform
the major sncial functions having locality reference. This is another
way of paying that by 'community® we mean the organization of social
activities to afford people daily access to thoss broad areas of
activiry which are necessary in day-to-day living." Warren centers his
analysis of such activitlies arcound five major Functions: production-
distribution-consumption, soclallization, social control, social
participation, and mutual support. Thus, his definition is cloge to that
of Conrad Arensburg and Solon Kimball who see community as "a main link
« .« . between culture and snciety.“22

In thig functional sens=e, early nineteenth-century Canron was nokb

an all-embracing community. Rather, the town contained four largely
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indapandant communitias in the form of villages. A schematic map
conatructed from lists of the town's marly inhabitante and locations of
their places of residence indicates growth of settlement arcund each of
theasa willagas as nuclel (=ses Fig. 9).23 Npar the center of the town
emerged Canton village, covering leots three and four of ranges five and
gix. In that village gettled Stillman Foote, Dr, Daniel Campball,

Dr. Elijah Baker, Dr. William Hoble, Medad Hoody, Silas Wreilght, Pliny
Wright, Dr. J. 5. Conkey, bDr. Dariua Clark, Hathanlel and Barzillai
Hodskin, 5ilas Baldwin, and others. By 1612 a sawmill, gristmill, tannery,
and bloom forge were operating as well as eeveral pot and pearl
azheries. In 1827 a second griatmill and an additicnal sawmill dotted
the village, and a distlllery, marble factory, and Wathaniel Hodskin's
iron furnace had been set up. By that same year there were three stores
in the wvillage in addition to two taverns, twoe hotels, and namerous
churches. As early as 1829 Canton village was the cite of a
Fresbyterian, Baptist, Methodist-Bpiscopal, and Universalist church.
Seven years later an FEpiscopal church was founded.

The year 1B07 saw the beginning of settlement in the aputheast part
of Cantonh, kbhown varioualy con carly maps ag Crary'e Mills and South
Canton. In that year Jeduthan Farwell buillt a sawmill and gristmill and
4 distiliery in the village. Soon afterward Elisha Clark built a second
sawmill and gristmill in the area. And a Congregational and Methodist-
Episcopal church were founded in the village during thae 1820's.

The settlement of Morley village in the northeast corner of the
town and six miles from Canton village began slightly later. In 1810
Stillman Foote erected the village's first sawmill, and in 1815 a

gristmill was put into operaticon along with a wool-carding and
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GROWTH OF SETTLEMENT IM CANTON'S VILLAGES
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cloth-dressing machine. By that time the village waa the site of a
hotel and a atore, and a Wealeyan Methodist charch was formed in 1843,
Unlike the other villages, a comman school was not established in Morley
until 18&0.

In the northwest corner of Cantan, on the east bank of tha
Oswegatchie River, gsettlement was begun in the village of Rensselaer
Falls in 1839, A forge and sawmill were set up in that vear and in 1842
the flrst griatmill appeared in the village. By that latter year a store,
a tavern, ahd a Congregational church datted the village.

Although there was at least =ome trade among Canton*s villagers, no
central focus for trade within the town had yet emerged. Instead, each
village traded with other wvillages and towneg which were mast accesaible
in terms of geography and transportation and supplied goods to the
iphabitants within 1ts bounds and to farmers within the immediate area.
This was especially the case with Hennsggelaer Falls which enjoyed direct
transportation via the CGswegatchile River with the port of Ugdensburg
{see Fig, 10). Hot only was Canton village connected to the Oswegatchie
by the Grass Hiver and the MWatural Canal, but alsc a major turnpike
linked Canton village and Qgdengburg. Thus, in 1816 Medad Moody and
Mathan Walker opened a dry goods store in Canton willage and sent
oxteams to Ogdensburg for supplies twice a3 week. And no doubt villagers
in Morley and South Canton guickly capitalized on their proximity to the
thriving town of PDtsdam.24

Otherwise, Canton's villages were largely gself-sufficient and =self-
reliant. Each village's mills provided grain and lumbey. &And in spite
of the occasional decilsions af the town meeting which touched these

villagers, socialization and social control operated in each village



FIGURE 10

CTANTON IN THE 1850'3



g .
'.it?mqwff*

. I | }'.
iT - B T e

F - .. "“:k _ .
A ?“11
E ‘_‘-" ' — "— J—— —:
L —_— [ W ‘ ...,_,rﬂi‘"!
- me T mi*rfawmj'_.--
A - e
T F
"‘.-\--.. 1"- 5 ,.r'r l "y
R ) .
et - "' .
i'f-F‘ F.-" l"'
+ .
‘t'l'l W l--'
; o
()
LR g P
L Il* ..d-i:j - -:
]P ; i .
] 1 - II! 1 .lJ
F ¥ L 'I| ""__' [ I v
. IJ""- "'.'-1? I
A _gam™
-Irﬂ'f'""'_i-"" W O
. ,;,_.m..rm 2

A !

—d e ot -
-..,."!: T ""‘ II'\- oy
b - 1 H
- - i ]
% A i
ol
", - i." ;
- o e e —
1 -

Source: Franklin B. Hough, A History of St. Lawrence and Franklin
Counties, MHew ¥York (Albany: Little & Co., 1B53), folded
inpert.




GD.
within the confines of the family, school, and church. Taverna and
genaral atores provided congehial soclal participation and served as
locaticons for transactionz of unofficial busineas of the village. Mutuoal
gupport took the form of numerous house, church, and barn “raisingm,”
ocuntless "beas," and the coatom of "changing work," whereby farmers
angagad in reciprocal labor functiﬂns.25

Yet in some waya Canton village had early been an important center
for the social 1ife of the town, The town's newspapers were published
there and mestings of all cluhbs and organizations were held in Canton
village. The town's only classical academy was founded in Canton villagae
in 1831 and a year later the Canton Sccial Library was Lncorporated
there. Moreover, in 18312 the board of supervisors abolished the distine-
tion between the town and county poor. Conseguently, the farm one mile
west of Canton wvillage on the Dekalk road, which had previously been used
as a facility sclely for Canton's poor, now recelved paupers from all the
towns in St. Lawrence County. In 1862 at the expense of 548,000 a new
county poor house was built two and one-half rmlles from Canton vwillage
aoverlooking the Grass River.zﬁ

Canton villane alsp became the center of the county'e political
activity. In 1830 the 5t. Lawrance county seat was moved from the town
of Oswegatchie to Canton village admidst heated political controversy
that spilled over into the state election of 1827, Hence, Canton’s
inhabitants no longer looked beyond the bounds of the town for decisions
of the board of suparvisors. Rather, they looked to Canton village as
the nucleys of bath town and county politice. Reflecting the political
trangition in the village was the fact that in 1864 the Hodakin House

fa brick structure four stories high and containing 40 rooms) was bullt
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at the expense of 525,000 to accomncdate those having bnalneegs at the
county gseat., The Commarcial Hotal operated primarily for "those
attending the courts."?

With the building of the railroad linking Canton village te southern
New York, the village guickly asaumed a new functicn ag the central point
for trade of the town alec. In 1857 the Rome, Watertown, and Potsdam
Bailropad waeg completed from Rome, Wew York, through Canton village to
the town of Potsdam where it connected with the Northern Railroad
running from Ogdensburg to Lake Champlain and on into Yermont. HNot only
wag the economic wiakility of both Canton town and vwillage ephanced, but
also St. Lawrence County as well as northern Hew York in general "ceased
to be an leolated section and took her place as a vital part of the Empire
Statﬁ."za

One year before the coming of the railread to Canton village, another
event oocurred which is suggestive of the gquickening community spirit
within the town. In 1856 the 5t. Lawrence University was established
just putplde the willage. As early az 1852 the state convention of
Universallets meeting at Hudason, New York, decided to build a theclogi-
cal seminary somewhere in the state. Immediately Canton and 11 other
towns throughout Hew York State began to compete for the locaticon.
Canton's citizens were eppecially aware of what the founding of the
St. Lawrence hcademy in Potsdam had done for that neighboring town;
Fotsdam had gained local fame ae an educational center and highly
regpectad residents had been drawn there, 2”

but Canton's citizens wanted more than simply a seminary. Having

persuaded the Unjiversalists to locate their theological school in

Canton--largely through the efforts of three of Canton's leading
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businessmen, Theodore Caldwell, Levi B. Storrs, and Barzillail Hodskin--
tha town=man worked squally hard to have the seminary combined with 2
collage of letters and sclence to form a univaraity. Thelr efforts were
snceessful in 1856 when the Rew York legialature granted a charter "for
the purpose of egtablishing, maintalning, an2 conducting a cellege in the
town of Canton . . . for the promotion of general education, and to
cultivate and advance literature, science, and the arter and alaso to
egtablish and maintain a theological scheool apd departmant in Canton
aforesaid.">C
It wag a joyous day on June 18, 1856, when the cornerstone of the
University's main building was laid amidst much caremony. The peaple
of Canton and vicinity turned out for the ceremany "as if it were a
fienld day." Not only were prominent Unjversalist minlsters and laymen
from all over NWew York State and Mew England there, but also “farmers
of St. Lawrence County flocked into the village by the hundrede" and
gathered on the rolling pasture that was the campus of the new schaol.
Although tha numerous odeas and addresses qiven that day may not have
expresged it verbally, there must have been an intuitive consensus among
the audience that the town of Canton had experlenced cver the years a

very real transition from villages to cummunit?.31



CHAPTER V

FROM COMMITMITY TO SCOCTETY

By the middle of the nineteenth century Canton had exparienced a
great deal of change, Hot only had lts lnhabltants witnepsed the building
of roads and the coming of the rallroad, linking the town to a widening
trade network, but also an awaranass of community had emerged. Canton's
azcendancy as the county seat and the founding of St, Lawrence University
strengthened that sense of cﬁmmunity.l

¥Yet the process of community did not evolve unchallenged. Socon
after the founding of the town, another process began to compete for the
attention and asplrations of Canton's people. As highwaves connected
Canton with other towns in the county and with other counties in the
state, and as trade increased, the town's inhablitants experienced more
frequent contacts with the outsgide world. The commanication with the
larger socjety, made poggibkle hy the Rome, Watertown, and Potsdam Rallroad,
was enhanced by the 1882 completion of a branch line running from
Dekall Junotlon through Rensselaer Falls to Ogdensburg (see Fig. 11). In
addition, the vermont and Boston Line extended telegraphic service to the
town in the gummar of [A5], and subseguently the Montreal Telegraph
Company ran lines through Canton village. On the eve of the Civil War the
telegraph almost instantly "brought news of the fall of Fort Sumbier to

the Horth Country,” apd in 1B60 mail was carried by train from Watertown

a1,



FIGURE 11

RRILROAD DEVELOPMENT IN
HORTHERN ST. LAWREMNCE COUNTY
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to Canton six times a week. Indeed,; by 1877 the Canton village poat
office handled 1,000 pounds cof mail per week {26 bags daily) and
dietributed a large numbelr of weskly newnpaperﬂ.z
Participation of Canton's inhahitants in a preliferation of
valuntary aocietiea also reflected an increazing challenge to the town's
localiam and ingularity. As aarly as 1807 tha 5t. Lawrence Medical
Society was formed, and among its prominent members were Canton's Elijah
baker, Darius Clark, and Jconas 5. Conkey. 8ix years later the
St. Lawtence Baptist Aasociation was founded in the town of Stockholm, and
by mid-century thers were 111 Canton members on its roelle. In 1819 a
Fugonic Lodge was corganized in Canton, and the &t. Lawrence County
Society for Promoting Agriculture began meeting in Ogdensburg. Lasting
only six yearg, the latter organizatlon was succeeded by the 5t. Lawrence
County Agriculture Sogiety with Canton's S5ilas Wright as its vice-
preaident. During the 1B30'a the St. Lawrence County Mutual Insurance
Company we s incorporated, and Zenas Clark and John L. Russsll, both
prominent Cantonians, were among 1ts first directors. Subeeguently, a
gounty teachera' asszoclation was established at Canten, and in 1875 a
group of young men in Canton village crganized the Clipper Oramatic Club.
Revealing a cogmopolitan bent as well as a reform osrientation, the infant

cluh performed the drama Streets of Hew York three consecutive nights

and played Ten Nightg ipn a Bar Room "to large and enthusiastic audiences.“3

Several organlzations appearing {n the 1820's and 1830's were also
characterized by reform motivations=, and they operated in an emerging
reform network that linked Canton to both 5t. Lawrence County and New
York State. Just three months after ita formation in 1820, the

St. Lawrence Bible Boclety affiliated itgelf with the Amaerican Bible
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Society and beagan diatributing biblea and teatamentsa throughout the
county. Nine years later the 5t., Lawrence Temparance Soclety wasa
organized as an arm of the state temperance movement, and that same
year a local hranch was set up in Canton. A few yeare later two other
temperance societiea began operations in Canton and in 1833 a county
Lyceum wag founded in the town as an auxiliary to the stats L:.rceum.4
Puring the 1l840°'s and 1850°s the Masons, Odd Fallows, and Enights
Templars eatablished service crganizations in the town and both the reform
and service societies continued their activitias with zeal in the 1860's
and 1870's. In 1965, with temperance in mind, Canton citizens formed a
lodge affiliated with the International Order of Good Templars, and a
few years later the Canton Temperance Society replaced that organization.
Ultimately, this latter socilety joined forces with the Reform Club of

Canton, and in 1876 the Canton Women's Temperance Society grew cut of

the same movenent. An 188D editcorial in the Canton Commercial Adyertiser

showed that the concept of service to fellow men could extend to inter-

national proportionat

The Distresa in Ireland:

Some measures should be taken by our cltizens to
ensure contributions from all classes of society.
We suggest the formation of a local fund to which
the public generally may ke asked to asubacribe.
The American peopla are never behind in charity to
the needy, and let us not now show curselves lacking
in this most pralsworthy of national wvirtues.

Although Canton remained rural and never quite loat its provinciality,
the sthos of localism was at least tempered by interacticn with the

larger wnrlﬂ.5
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Canton continusd to become more modern in other raapects in the
period from 1850 to 18B0. One senses this in the physalcal aetting of
the town. By mid-cantury roade and streets crisscroased the town and
ite villages in an increaslngly Intricate pattern {see Fig. 12). Hore-
over, Canton vlllage had become the hmk of tha town's major economic and
political activities, and Main Street had achieved prominence ae shops
and store= sprang up along it and adjolning streets {Fig. 11). By 1877
the village was the site of 107 enterprises of waricuep sorta, while the
villages of Morley ard Rensselaer Falls contained only 10 and 18 enter-
prises respectively (Table 11). Clearly, Canton village not only
sustained its dowminant econcomic posjition throughout this period, but it
aleo continued to be the center for all the town's legal, medical, and
comunications fa.cilitiES.E

Private dwellings throughcout the towh were becoming more numerous
and aophisticated. In strong contrast to the log shanties and cabins
serving as homes for many of the early settlers, by 1855 nearly three-
fourths of Canton's dwellings were vonstructed of wood frame {see Tahle
12}. And the percentages of both wood and brick structures continued to
increase during the two submequant decades., In addition, tha 1855 state
census listed nine churches in Canton, and by 1877 twenty-nine schools
blanketed the tuwn.?

The changing profile of dwellings suggests that Canton experienced
increasing proeperity in the years after 1850. This impression 1is
substantiated by utilizing a method firat employed in Lee Benson's

The Concept of Jackaonian Democracy. Using the average value of dwelling

par family, Benson assigned his rural New York towns to five categories:

unueually prosperous (3800+); very prosperous (§600-7%9);



FIGURE 12

CANTON IH 1HES



Source: Beers, Topographical Atlas of St. Lawrence County, p. 92,




PIGURE 13

CANTON VILLAGE IR 18865
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TRRLE 11

MANUFACTORIES. BUSINESSES, AND FROFESSIONS, 1877

HMorley Rengselaer Falls Canton village

mechanic shops and

manufactories 5 8 21
setores 4 o 11
hotels 1 1 k|
reataurants - - 4
hanks - - 1
lawyers - - 14
phyaicians - = &
dentists - - [
newspapars - - 2

Totals: 10 la 107



TABLE 12

TYPES OF CANTON DWELLINGS

1655
Category Ho. of 3 of Total Value af
stone 10 1.15 3 16,500
brick 12 1.1319 7,900
wood frame 023 11.94 33R,270
loge 197 22.75% 5,764
other 4 2.77 7,555
Total. o6 o, 00 375,989

1885
atone 29 2.55 27,400
brick 29 2.56 47,650
wood frame 855 T5.14 A156.675
logs 166 14.61 2,430
other 17 4,14 11,475
Total: 1136 100, 00 605,630

1875
stone 9 76 16,600
brick 49 4.17 2B0, 225
wood frama 12310 B7.5% 1,361,270
logs g8 7.44 &,230

Total: 1178 100,00 1,664,325
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proaparous ($400-599) r marginal {5$300-399); and pcor (5100-299). hAs
Table 13 indicates, the average value of dwelling per family in Canton
for the three state decadal censuces places the town in the range from
progaparous to unusually prnsp&rnus.a

While Benson'se method ig ueeful, determining econcmic status salely
on the basias of average value of dwellings is somewhat misleading in that
economic fluctuations tend to be obscured.> An index to Canton's
aconcmic standing which ayveids this pitfall may be found in the town's
assessnent valuations. Table 14 provides the total assessed valuation
of real and personal property for selected years from 1B52 to 1880. The
total valuation continued to rise frem 1892 to 1860, although at a
declining rate of increase. But the 1860's saw a small decrease in
valuations. Mo doubt the one-percent decline in 1864 represents tha
aspessors’' reaction to the uncertaintjes and dislocations occarioned by
the Civil War. Significantly, as will be explained in more detail
balow, the half-decade from 1860 to 1865 was a tims when the town also
experienced a decline in population. The seven-percant valuation decrease
in 1870 certainly reflects in part the impact of two disastercus flres
which heavily damaged Canton village in 1869% and 1870, the first
destroying "about half <f the business of the viilage," and the seccend
davastating the north side of Main Street. The rsally significant decline
in valuations occurred in the first half of the 1870%s, emphasizing the
increasing dependency of Canton'as modernizing econcmy on that of the
nation, for 1873 launched the whole country into a prolonged n:]E[:-:nemsi-::urﬂ,.1"':r

Yet Canton weathared both natural and economic adwersity. "With
the excepticn of a single lot, or perhape two," Canton village's entire

burnad-over area "was rebullt by . . . two- and three-storied brick



TABLE 13

AVERAGE VALUE OF DWELLING FER FAMILY

Total Value Ho. of Average Value

Census Year ef Dwellings Families of Mwalling
1BE5 % 175,989 880 S 427
1865 505,630 *1170 518
16875 1,664,325 *1186 1.4123

tadiasted,

7.



Year

1852

1855

1860

1864

1870

1874

1880

TABLE 14

ASSESEMENT VALUDATIONS: EEAL AND FERSOMAL PROPERTY

Total Percent Waalth par

Valuation Increase Increaga Taxpayers Taxpayer
51,166,750 ———————— ———————— 835 51,397
1,424,320 457,750 22.1

1,518,850 94,530 6.6 00 1,687
1,507,900 =10,950 -1.0

1,400,040 -1a7,860 -7.2 1107 1,264
1,011,710 -4%96, 190 -35.4

2,177,248 1,165,53A8 a871.0 1240 1,756

1.
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structures, which present/ed7 a solid and buainess-like appearance much
to the advantage of the village." 1In 1877 alone over 50 buildinga were
conatructed in the village limita, "many of them of somewhat extensive
proportions.” Indeed, by 1880 the town's total asgsessed valuation rose
to an all-time high. Throughout the years from 1852 teo 1880, therefore,
the town maintained a substantial though fluctuating prnsparity.l1

The growth of small industries in Canton alac suggests increasing
prosperity in that sector of the town's econcmy (Table 15). The special
cenels achedule for 1850 listed only 38 industries bot a decade later the
number had risgen to 50 and by 1880 the number had more than doubled,
Theae industries offered significant numbers of men alternatjves to
aqricultural pursuits. They provided 129 and 198 men with jebe in 1850
and 1860 respectively. A decade later the number of men working in
industries declined plightly (1B9), but by 1880 a work force of 239 men
labared in thase shops and factﬂrias.l2

During the years after 1850, howewver, Canton remained primarily a
farming community, and agricultural statistics indicate that the average
amount of farm land owned or rented increased as the town matured (see
Table 16). According to an 1833 cadastral map covering three of Canton's
ten ranges, the average amount of land occupied was a fraction over 63
acres. By mid-century the average had increased to 106 acres and thirty
vears later the average wag cnly slightly less, 104 acrea-13

Statigtice on improved acreage yield a more specific index of how
well Canton farmers were doing {see Table 17). While in 1B25 the avarage
improved acreage per sccupant fell within the range of 27 to 31 acres, by
1850 the average per opcupant was just over 69 acres. By 1880 farm

occupants enjpyad an average of BS improved acres. Clearly, in terms of



TRELE 153

FROFILE OF InDUSTRIES

Industry

Griatmiil

Sawmill

Lath Manufactory

Stave Mamufactory

Shingle Manufactory

Wooxd Turning Shop

Butter Tub Manufactory

Cheese Box Manufactory

Sash and Door
Manufactory

Furniture Manufactory

Wagon and Sleigh
Manufactory

Carriage Maker

Wheaelwright

Coapar

Hoat Factory

Ashery

Marbla Cuttar

Brick Yard

Lime Factory

Iron Works

Blackamith

Tin and Stove
Manufactory

Tin Shop

Ax= Factory

Plow Factory

Machine Shop

Washing Machine
Manufactory

Tannery

Currier

Shoe Shop

Boot and S5hoe
Manufactory

Harneaa aml Trunk
Manufactory

Carding Machine

1850 1860 1870 1880
k| &6 & b}
& a8 5 7
- 1 - -
- 1 - -
4 4 & -
- - - 1
- 1 2 -
- - 1 2
- 1 1 2
- 1 2 1
- - 3 -
1 - 2 3
1 - - 2
- 2 - -
- - - 1

1 1 1
- 1 - 1
- 1 1 2
- 1 - =
2 1 1 -
7 - 7 9
L 2 1 1
- - - 4
1 1 - -
1 - - -
- 1 2 2
- 1 an -
1 k| 2 1
- - 1 -
1 - - 3
- 4 1 2
3 1 2 2
- - - 1

73.



Industry

Cotbton and Wool
Manufactory

Marchant Tailor

Hattery

Milliner Shop

Butter and Cheese
Factory

Cheegse Factory

Slaughtering and
Meat Packing

Butcher

Bakery

Vinegar Factory

Photography Shop

Printing Shop

Total:

TABLE 15 i(Cont'd.)

1B50 1860 1870 1880
1 - 1 1
1 2 2 é
1 - -
- 1 - 1
- - - 12
- - q 1
- - - 4
L - - -
- 1 - 1
- - - 1
- - - 1
— 2 - -

38 50 53 79

le



TABLE 16

MERN ACRES OF LAND PER OCCUPANT

*No. of +Ho. ofF Acreg
Year Oceupants hAcres Fer Qocupant
1833 181 11,473 B1.1
1850 376 39,940 106, 2
1Be0 201 26,601 94.7
1870 279 32,214 115.5
1880 301 al.417 104.4

*Iacludes both owners and renters of farmg,
tIncludes both improved and unimproved acreage.



TARBLE 17

T8,

MEAN ACRES OF IMPROVED LAND PER OCCUPANT

*No. of No. of
Yazy Occupants Improved Acres
1525 3oo-349 %, 345
1830 176 26,041
1860 281 20,323
1870 279 22,967
1880 aol 25,701

Improved Acres
Per Qccupant

26.8-31.1

69,3

72.3

82.3

85.4

*Tnocludes both owners and renters of farms.
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both lmproved and total acreage, Canton farmers did not exparience a land
ahortage like that common to many New England towns in the late elghteenth
centur:‘.i'.l4

HNot only was the average farm at mid-century large encugh to provide
more than a subslegtence living, but productive land was also increasingly
utilized for specialized purpusea.15 A profile of improved land indicates
that from 1855 to 1875 the proportions of both fallew and smeadow lands
diminished as increasing acreage was put into pasture {see Tahle 1H].

The porportion of pasture land increased from 45 percent in 1B55 to 52
pPercent twenty years later. Yet the proportion of meadow land decreased
from 40 percent to 33 percent owver the same pericd. By 1875 no land
remined fallaw.lﬁ
wWhat these statistics reveal is that by the 1B50's Canton farmars,
like those throughout 5t. Lawrence County, were making a transition te
commarical dairy farming. In the 1840's the toewn's agricultural economy
had gcentered arcound preoduction of cereal grains, potatoes, and sheshd
raising, but ky mid-century the production of these comodities {oats and
barley excepted) had declined {see Takle 19). Howewver, the ylelds of
dairy and orchard products and maple sugar increased dramatically (see
Table 20). Canton farmers of 1835 reported over 250,000 pounde of cheese
and almest 31,000 pounds of butter. And although only 8,900 pounds of
cheese weare produced in 1875, butter production exceeded a half-million
pounds, indicating a switch froem cheese to butter as the major cash
comuodity. By 1BHD these two prodducts were manufactured both in the
factory and on the farm. 1In that year 12 butter/cheese factories and a

cheese factory operated in Canton {[see Table 15). Similarly, the

production of maple sugar increased from anexcess of 40,000 pounds



Year

1RSS5

1HEE

1875

TRRLE 1B

PROFILE OF CRNTON TMPROVED LAND

Categnrz

Plowed
fallow

pagtura
meadow

Total:

Plowed
Fallow
pasture
meaadow

Total:
plowed
fallow
pasture
maadow

Totalt

No. of Acres

5,026
230
15,112
13,345

13,713

7,367
20
19,093
13,528

40,008

25,641
16,359

49,419

% of

Total Acreage

14.91

. B8
44 .83
39.58

100, 00

18.41

.05
47.72
33.82

100.40

14.67
o0, 00
£2.10
33.11

100.00

T8,



TARLE 19

CANTON AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIONS, 1B45-187%

Category

Barley

Buckwheat \
Wheat

Corn

Rye

Dats (bua.]
Potatoeg

Turnips

Peas

Baans f
Hops

Horses no. )
Milk Cows (no.]
Sheep (no. )

Wool (lb.)

1845

1,742
2,701
17,820
20,142
1, 355
41,082
114,819
2,550
5.186
334
797
2,302
13,606
28, 321

1855 1865
2,469 16,700
365 767
15,655 13,708
11,079 10,816
339 402
28,689 SE,ER9
36,454 44,391
929 2,520
4,437 2,207
340 329
Fro14 ?
1,906 1,145
3,927 b, 008
6,165 4,636
20,204 24,261

T9.

1875
12,990
1,229
13,684
14,152
545
137,645
91,959
2,183
324
4,200
1,298
?.« 048
1,686
7.697



CANTOR AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIONS,

Category

Apples {bu.)

Cider {bar.)

Maples Sugar [lb.)
Honey {lb.]

Bee'= Wax (lb.]}

Butter {lb.)

Cheese {lb.}

Maple Mclasaea ([gal.)
Wine {gal.)
Value/Milk S501d (5)
Yalue/Egge Sold (5)
Yalue/Market Zardens (%)
Yalue/Foultry Sold {$)
Hay {(ton)

TABLE 20

1855
1,545

3
40,336
3,904
192

30, 840
352,988
142

17

1,045

e -

494
11,192

1855-1875

18&5

4,337
48
66,756
9,820
231
123, 360
300,071
285
2,281
1,250
50
1,293
10,848

80.

1875

13,431
170
105,321
1,825
S63, 197
B, 900
1,183

6

950
5,445
2,194
22,953
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in 1855 to cover 105,000 pounda twenty yaars later, and the value of
poultry and egge sold rose ma:kedly.l?

Spacial federal agricultural eschedules, which liat production
categjories and corresponding dollar or guantity valuea for every farm in
the town, show more specifically thias trend toward commercialization
(sea Table 21). In 1B50 none of the 77 sample farmers reported sales of
milk, poultry, and eggs, but by 18380 nearly all of the 119 sample farmers
reported sales of poultry and eggs and over half of them reported impreasg-
siva sales of milk. Egqually ilmpresaive was the increasing volume of
butter, cats, rye; and maple sugar sold by 1BEU.1Et

Comparing total production with egtimated hougehold consumpticon
enables one to approximate the amount of zurpluses Canton farmere were
akle to sell or trade. This tagk is made =omewhat easier hy a gecgrapher'sa
analysls of household coensumption in eighteenth-century soontheastern
Pennsylvania, ah area which in the nineteenth century alsoc became an
impertant dairying center. Using wills and inventories of estate, Jamas
Lemon has calculated the guantitie= of grains and corresponding acreages
needed annually to maintain a subgistence laval for a family of five
persons. Since the mean size of Canton famjlies was 5.7 perpons. Lemon's
findings can mzerve as a rough gulde. As Table 22 indicates, &0 bushals
of grain (usually wheat and rye) were utilized for bread, and 240
biushels of agssorted grains plus 10 tons of hay were required to support
an average of 22.5 animals on Peansylvania farms.lg

It feems certain that mid-century Canton farmers, who averaged a
total of just over 33 animals but produced small amounts of grain and

hay (135 bushels and 28 tons respectively)., were unable to provide for

thelr animale during the long St. Lawrence winter monthe. They found



AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION BY FARM UNIT,

Category

Value/farm {5}

Value/equlpment (§)
Value/liveatock ()

Horses (no.)
Milk cows {nac.!
Qxen (No.)

Other cattle (no.)

Sheep (nG.)

Swine (na.}

Vvalue/animals
slaughtared ($§)

Cattle

slaughtared (no.}

Sheep

slanghtered [no.)

Milk aald (gal.)

PFoultry (no.)

Egys {doz.]

Buttar (lb.)

Cheese (1b.)

Wool [1bk.)

Hay {ton)

Barley (bu.)

Buckwheat (bu,)

Corn {bu.}

Data {bu.)

Rye (bu.)

Wheat Lbu.)

Potatoes ([bu.)

Peas, beans ([bu.}

Maple sugar {lb.}

value/orchard
products {§)

Value/market
gardens (§)

Honey, wax (lb.}

TABLE 21

1850
% Farmers M=an
Raaponding value

1gg.0 1751.0
96.1 79.4
100.0 342.7
B7.5 2.8
100.0 5.7
BE.D 2.0
84.4 1.1
68.8 ag.1
93.5 2.6
94 .8 6l.1
94.H 393.2
21.4 1261.1
81.1 84.4
92.2 28.1

6.5 153.4

8.5 21.0
g3.1 43.8
a5.7 £3.8

7.8 14.5
a7.0 43.9
96.1 90.1
49.4 11.&
71.4 it4.4
22.1 22.3
00.0 00.0
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TABLE 22

ACREAGES NEEDED FOR THE SUBSISTENCE OF A FAMILY OF FIVE PERSONE

60 bu. of wheat and rye for bread, etc., at 10 bu. per acre &
Flax, orchard, garden 2

support for livestock: & pigs at 100 lbks,, % steer at
500 lbs.. 5 cows, B8 sheep, 4 horges:

40 bu. of corn at 20 bushels per acre 2
200 bu. of cats, rye, spelt, puckwheat at 15 13
{sometimes wheat)
10 tons of hay at 1% tons per acre 20
Pasture (permanent, meadow, some fallow) 13
Woodland pasture 15=20
Total 73-78

Source: Adapted from Lemon, "Household Consumption." 6%.
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it necesgary to buy livestock feedg from merchante in Canton or from
outaide the town. Certainly many of them purchased thelr feeds from
one 2f the town's two griatmills which manufactured provender worth
55,500 in 1850. Although thirty years later the typlcal farmer produced
250 bushels of grain and 42 tons of hay, thlis was insufficlent koth to
supply family needs and to feed an average of 28.4 livestock plus 21.13
poultry. Hence in 1880 the town's five gristmille manufactured a total
of 635,040 pounde of animal feed.zu

If Ccanton farmers of 1850 did not provide enough grains to satisefy
thalr needs, the story jis far different with respect to dairy producta,
potatoes, wool, and maple sugar. Tabla 23 compares total producticn of
theee iteme with estimated consumption. While 95 parcent of the sample
farmers produced 393 pounds of butter, the typical farm family consumed
a fraction owver 91 pounds. leaving a surplus of 302 peounde, or 77 percent
of the total preduction. Unly 23 percent of the sample farmerd produced
cheese, but their surplus was an impressive 1,238 pounds, more than 50
times the amcunt consumed per family. As indicated above, almoet all
farmers ralsed potatoes, and those whe did saw a surplus of 68 bushels,
nearly two~thirds of the average yield. Farmers raporting wool
{81 percent of the sample) were able to sell slightly ower half of it,
although many of them may have praferred to sell mest or all of their wool
to the single wool manufactory in the town and buy thelr clothes ready
made from the merchant tailor. The large group of farmers who produced

maple sugar realized, on the average, a aurplus of 136 pounds, 38 percent

of the average preducticn. Obviously, by 1850 the overwhelming majority

of Canton farmers were experiencing econcmic mndernizatiﬂn-zl



TRBLE 23

ESTIMATED CONSUMPTION PER FAMILY OF 5.7 PERSONS, 185D

CatEEGfE

Butter (lb.)
Cheese [1b.)
Potatoea (bu.)
woel (1b.)

Maple Sugar (lb.)

Produced Consumead Surplus
183.2 al.1 302.1
1,261.1 21.4 1,237.7
90,1 2l.9 68,7
84. 4 4.2 50.2
354.4 21B.% 135.5

85.
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The zpecial achedules for 1BB0 demonstrate graphically Cantan's
burgeoning agricultural commercialization (gaee Takle 21). Hone of the
119 aample farmers produced encugh cheepe to be reported ta the census
marshal, and the average yield and surplus of wool declined sharply. But
butter production increased 200 percent, and the surplus of butter per
family averaging 5.1 persons was 706 pounds, over two times what it had
been in 1850 (s&s Tahla 24}. Although the potato yield and surplug was
down siightly, maple sugar production increased 152 percent and the
surplus of maple sugar increased 238 percent. In addition, 55 percent
of the sample s0ld an average of 5,865 gallons of mild in 1BBO. And a
small numbar of farmera (nearly two percent) were beginning to grow
gardens specifically for marketing.zz

This agricultural commercialization experienced by Canton and other
St. Lawtrance towns not only resulted in increasing trade, kat the direction
of trade markets also changed. As we have seen, in Canton’s early pericd
the hulk of trade was with Montreal. Constructlon of cthe Cawego Canal
and other waterways in northern New Yaork diverted much of the trade to
southern New York via the Erie Canal and the Hudsgon River. By 1B50 a
second 2tage in trade development hegan with the completion of the
Northern Railroad connecting Cgdensburg with Lake Champlain and Hew
England. Lumber and dairy product=z went to Boston; Moptreal no longer
sarved as a market for nporthern Hew York. Completion cof the Rome,
Watertown, and Potsdam Railroad in 1857 marked yet a third stage in the
development of the North Country's trading system. While Boston
continued to receive much of the =zurplus of nerthern New York farmsa, it
no longer dominated the trade of that region. Products of the farm and

forest were alse shipped southward. Thus, by the 1860's Watertown,



TABLE 24
ESTIMATELD CONSUMPTION PER FARM FAMILY OF 5.1 PERSOHS, 18B0
Categqory Produced Coneyumed Surplug
Butter {lb.} 1B5.5 79,1 T06. 4
Fotatoes (bu.) Bl.> 15.9 55.6
Wool ([(lb.) 17.9 0.6 7.3

Maple Sugar (l1b.] 540.3 217.8 322.5

a7.
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New York, obtained almost all of its dairy producte from 5t. Lawrence
and Jeffargon counties in exchange for a wide assortment of manufactured
goods. Poth Hew England and southern Hew York were destinations for the
597,920 pounds of butter and 1,212,6R4 pounde of cheese shipped in 91
cars from the Canton railreoad station in 1877, Five years earlier
4,000,000 feet of spruce lumber was manufactured in Canton., most of it
23

degstined for ARlbany.

Editoriale in the Commercial Advaertiser suggest the impact of thisg

profitable trade on the bustling willage of Cantonh. In March 1876 the
edltor assarted:
There is no doubt but that our smart and thriving

village will, during the coming summer, make aome

very marked improvements. To gilve you some idaa of

the busineas done, it will only be necessary to

state that 1n one day there were ohe hundred and

fifty loads of wood drawn into our willage, all

coming from the road leading from Canton to Rugsell.

n this day there must have been at least five

hundred loads of wood, logs, and bark drawn into

the town.
On May 18 of that year the newgpaper reported that "about 247 teams were
aeen on Main Street."™ the previpus Saturday. By 1880 the volume of
freight was so large that "thirty-five cars" were "needed at the Canton
depot to meet the existing demand for transportation." During the final
woeek of December "7 cars of poplar, 7 cars of bark, B cars of barley, 1
car of cattle, and 50 tubs of buttar"™ were amcng the shipments leaving
c.‘ant-:m.24

Midst this general economic prosperity. the town's population

continued to increase, with the exception of the decade from 1B&Q to

1870, in tha years after 1850 {ses Table 25). Following a heaalthy

je-percent increase 1n the 1850's, the town saw nearly a sla-percent



TABLE 25

CANTON'S POPULATION GROWTH, 1850~1880

1850 1860 1870 1880
Populatian 4685 G179 6014 &£240
Total Increase ———— 1649 ~3165 225

Fercent Incraasae —— 6.2 ~-5.7 1.76
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decline in populaticon during the decade of the ajixtier, a time of
prosparity in northern New York--where the rallroad boom gajned
momentum--and throughout most of the nation. Dislocation and death
resuiting from the Cilvil War was the Major cause of the town's populaticn
lose in the 1860'B. Calculating population growth by five-year intarvals
reveala the years from L8670 to 165 as the precise period when Canton
declined in population foee Table 26}. pDuring that half-dacade the town
logt 415 individuals. While this filgure includes family heads, wives,
and siblings, other statistics indicate that 278 Canton men served in the
Civil War. Having been killed in battle, 75 (27 percent) of them never
returnad. Parhaps the particularly unfair draft law of 1864 prompted
some progpective soldierg to flee Canton, joining other North Country
"gkedaddlers" who, having “neither money nor political influance" had
elther "to serve or jump to Canada. Fortupately for them Canada was
negéar at hand, and many took advantage aof the cppurtunity+“25
By the decade of the 1BT0%'s Canton once again experienced an increase
in population. Yet the almost four-percent increage pales when compared
to that of the 1850's. C(Certainly the town's population would have grown
much fagter during the seventies had it not been for the agricultural
depression which gripped New York State and the whole country. But
Canton's population would no doubt have declined except for the strong
economic base the town had achieved in terms of agricultural comwerciali-
zation and alternatives to farming provided by small induatriﬂs.26
Augmenting the town's native population was 3 more numercus and
broadar array of foralgn-born immigrants {see Table 27). As indicated
in Chapter Four, the foreign bharn constitnted nearly nine percent of

Canton's total population in 1845 but thirty years later lmmigrants



CANTON'S POPULARTION GROWTH:

PFopulation
Total Increase

Parcent Increase

TABLE 26

FIVE-YEAR IMTERVALS

91'

lAES 1860
4995 eila
-—— 1384
-—— 27.7

1865 1870 1875 1880
5964 6014 e0la 6240
-4i5 50 4 222
-6.5 .84 -0al 1.7



Hutibar
Born in

Parcent
Born in

Humber
Barn in

Percent
Born in

Humber
Born in

Farcent
Born in

TABLE 27

ORIGINS OF BIRTH OF CANTON'S POPULATION

gzl

tther
New York New Eng. Other Gr. Br. and Gr. European
State States Staten PogEegBlons Countries
185%
1.4%2 1.0} 23 359 46 43
69.3 21.3 ) 7.2 .9 ]
1865
4,105 732 37 1,010 17 T
&9, 5 12.4 B 17.1 | 1.2
1875
4,556 501 59 969 20 18
Ta.4 8.2 1.0 15.8 v 3 3
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represented almost 17 percent of the population, In 18%% Canadians
formed the largest foreign-born group, with the English and Irish compos-
ing the second and third largest groups (see Table 2B]. & decade later
the profile of jmmigranta had changed markedly. The Irish emarged as the
largest group, embracing nearly nine percent of the total population and
Just over 48 percent of the immigrants. Canadians ranked gecond with
geven and 40 percent of the total and foreign-beorn population regpectively.
The English represented the third largest group. In 1875 those barn in
the Emerald Iele =till held the lead, and Canadians and the English
continoed to rank second and third.21

The influx aof migrants from other states also grew more diverse
during these years (see Table 29}. As the proporticns of Canton's
inhabitants born in New York State and in New England rose and declined
respectively, those born in other states increased steadily throughout
the period. While seven ptates were included in this category iz L8535,
ten years later 11 states were inciuded. By 1875 fifty-nine Cantonians,
or just over one percent of the total native population, had been born
outside New York State and New Enqland.za

During the years from 1850 to 1BO0 the more cbgervant of Canton's
long-term residents must have understood that the new faces and strange
dialects they encountered represented only part of the transfurmation
the town was undergoling. Canten also had experienced broadening contacts
with the larger world in terms of transportation, communications, and
the amerqence of reform networks linked to both 5t, Lawrence County and
New York State., While daily activities within the social web of
locality cantinued to command the attention and aspirations of Canton'a

inhabitants, the town saw Jgrowing political, economic, and social links



TABLE 28

NATIVITY OF FOQREIGN-BORN POPULATION

Country Fercent of Percent of
Born in Number Total Pop. Forelgn-born Fop.
1855
Canada 233 4.7 52.0
England 71 1.4 15.9
Ireland 41 . 8 9.2
Scotland 14 .3 3.1
Germany 46 .9 1.1
France 43 -9 S.6
1865
Ireland 499 8.5 48.3
Canada 412 7.0 19.9
England av 1.5 8.4
Scotland 11 .2 1.1
Nova Scotia 1 02 -1
Germany 17 3 1.6
Fratce 4 .1 .4
Sweden 2 .03 o
Spain 1 02 1
1875
Ireland 471 1.1 46.8
Canada 405 6.6 40.2
England 7B 1.3 7.8
Scotland 15 .2 1.5
Germany 20 -3 2.0
Other

Eyrapean 18 .3 1.8



TRBLE 29

MATIVITY OF MATIVE-BORN FOPULATION

9'51.

1855 1865 1875
SGtate State State
af + Nat. af % Mat. of % Hat.

Birth o, Fop. Rirth 2=} PoE. Blrth HNo. Fop.
N¥5 3452 TE.2 NYS 4015 az.4 HYS 4556 g9,1
V. 665 14.6 V. 09 10.4 Vt, 373 7.1
NH 16% 3.7 Masas. 110 2.3 Mass. &7 1.3
Mass. 154 3.4 NH 66 1.4 HH 28 .6
Conn, 63 1.4 Conmnn. 15 .17 Conn. 22 4
Kl B . HI 7 -1 Mez. 9 .2
Me, 2 .04 Ma. 5 -1 BRI 2 i
Wis. 7 .2 Penn. o -1 Fenn. 11 .2
) 2] | hArk. o .1 NI 4 1
ohic 5 1 Ill. 4 .1 Other
Fenn. 2 .04 NJ 4 .1 Btates 44 .9
Mich. 1 .02 Ohio q 1
Md. 1 D2 Wie. i 1
Rla. 1 0 Mich. 3 W1

Mich. 3 .1

Iowa 3 .1

La. 2 04

Callf. 2 .04

Migs. 1 02
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with a much larger web of communjties, Even more evident was the fact
that trade had quickened as agriculture became increasingly commercisl-
ized. Dorothy Cleaveland’s description of change in northern New York

applied equally well to Canton during thias period:

The Horth Country had found her placa. No longer
was she a reJion cut off from her own country by the
mountains and with her open decor to a foreign port,
raached from the central and southern parts of the
state only by a long ard dangercus journey of weeks,
She had faced ahout) only a few hours separated her
now from the capital and the metropolis of the gtate
and she was bound to them by bonds of mutnal
r:l-‘epnen::hemr:e.‘?‘5I



CHAPTER vI

MOBILITY ANL STABILITY

The economic changes accompanying Canton's transformation from
gubeistence agy culture to commercial dairy farming have ac far been
delineated only in broad descriptive terms. It has been hypothesized
that these changes, aspecially those after mid-century, rasulted in at
least a comfortable meagsure of proaperity, viewed in the aggregate,
Nothing has been said about how the individual economic circumstances
of hundreds of people who spent part or all of their lives in the town
were affected. How many stayed from decade to decade? What character-
iatics diatinquished those who remained from those who moved on? Ard,
in terms of wasalth and cccupational gtatus, how did thoge townamen who
per=igted fare? How many gained ang how many lo=st? How successfnl were
fathers in paseping on their economic achievements to their sons? And
how did ethnilc background affect one's chances for success? In ghort,
what were the patterns of physical, economic, and cocupational mocbility
experienced by these townemen?

In order to answer these guestions, a sample of males in every £ifth
household appearing on the federal manuscript censusz schedules for
1850, 1860, 1RA7d, and 1880 was taken. 2ll available data from the census
achedales and the town apeessment rolls and selected data from the special
federal agricultural achedules were gathered for these individuals. The

1850 File contains a core group consisting of the sample individuala who

BTI
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appsar on the 1850 censua, and three sub-qroupe containing persieters
for the thrae subsequant census years. In the 18&0 File are a core
and two sub-groups and in the 1870 File a core and gub-group. Tt waa
possible both to link data over time for the persisting fathera as well
as to compara sons' data with that of their fathnrs.l

Drawing on theae data files, apd utilizing limited census data
from the 1810-1850 period, this chapter willl first examine patterns of
gaographic mobility for Canton malea, The relationehip betwesn parsistanca
and variambles such as family and marital status, nativity, age,
oocupation, and amount of wealth will be analyzed, and hints of the
destinaticona of those fathers and sons who moved an will be given. Then,
using wealth and occupation as indices, intra-generational mobility of
Canton hoysehold heads will be studied and comparing wealth and
ooccupational status of sons with their fathers will eerve to elucidate
Inter-generational mobllity.

During the years from l8l0 te 1850 a maximum of €0 percent and a
minimum of 42 percent of Canton's household heada who were present at
the beqinning of a census decade were gtill there at decade's end (zee
Takle 30). Over half of the settlers remainad in tha town during the
Eirst two decades and nearly half did so in the decade of the 1840's.
Why persistence rates were markedly higher during the first two decades
ig not certain, but one possibllity 1s that thers waz a strong correlation
between wealth and the tendency to peraist. As suggested in Chapter
Three, Canton's sarly inhabitantz appear to have been urusually wealthy.
Perhaps this factor, along with initial difficulty of transportation,
worked to retard movement cut of the town. Certainly a definite
relationship between levels of wealth and permanency can he obeerved in

Canton after mid-century, as we ghall see belnw.z



TABLE 30

FERSISTENCE: CANTON HOUSEHCLD HEADS, 1810-1850

1810-1820 56
1A23-1810 L]
1830-1840 42

1840-1850 a7
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The lower persiastence rate of Canton houashold heads during the
decade of the 1830'a no doubt mirrore the impact of the 18312 cholera
apidemic and subeequant military dangers. First appearing in Quebec,
the dread Aslatic cholera quickly spread to Mantreal and then to
Ogdansburg and the whole 5t. Lawrence Valley area. In Ogdensburg alone
there were 160 casss of the disease and 49 deaths in the space of a few
days, resulting in "stark terror /whicl’ reigned all through the North."
Five years later the Canadian rebellion threatened North Coyntry towne-
men along the border, and for those who were persuaded to move away,
migration wag made easier by the improvements in transportation during
that dacade.3

Analyais of group persistence reveals more clearly the consistently
high rates of persiastence, altered only by disease and war {(asee Table 131).
Excluding the cholera mortality factor which obviouely would have affected
41l of the census groups alike, it appears that those who had heen in the
town the longest were less likely to he affected by the digruptive events
of the 1B830'a. In the 1810 and 1820 census groups, nearly &0 percent of
the househeld heade persisted over the critical decade of the 1830's.
For the 1830 group, howeyer, the rate of persistence was much lower
{42 percent). suggesting that thoee whoe had had less time to accumalate
econemic resources were probably more prone to leave in the face of
adverait:.r.q

During the years from 1850 to 1880, coinciding with Canton's
tranaition to a commercial dalry economy, household heads were for the
most part becoming more stable [zee Table 312} . Execept for the Ciwvil War
decade, rates of persistence were just over 50 percent. As suggested

in Chapter 5, the War it=elf and migratiett northward to eacape the draft



TARLE 3l

FERSISTENCE OF LDECADAL

CANTON HOUSEHOLD HEADS,

Year

1820
1830
1840
1850

18130
1849
1850

1840
1850

1810 Census gqroup

1820 Censos group

1830 Census group

GROUPS
1810-1880

Farcent

556
18
59
&7

&0
37
70

42
(1]

10l.



TRRLE ]2

PERSISTENCE: ChNTON HOUSEHOLD HEADS, 1850-1H80

Decade Parcent
1850-1B60 54
1860-1870 41

1870-1R80 b2

lo2,
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accounta for the decline in the town's total population during the 1860'a.
And certainly the younger of Canton's household heads were affected by
the War, an impression borne out Ly analyeia of decadal group parslatence
(see Tabla 331). Hearly two—thirds of the 1850 group who were present as
of 1860 were gtill there a decade later. Less than half of the 1B60
group, which contained many young men who had recently hecome household
heads, peraisted teo 1870. Interestingly, in spite of the 1873 depression,
at least 60 percent of the houaehold heade in both census groups
peraisted owver the lBTD'5.5

Bince the pre-1850 census achedules liist only household heads by
name, it 13 impossible to calculate persistence rates for cther members
of household units, such as sons, in-laws, and boarders. For the peried
after 1850, however, the census lists all household members by name and
provides additional wvital information including age, marital status,
place of birth, occupational status, and amcunts of real and perscnal
property reported, Thuxz, it is possible to esxamine the relationships
between these variables and patterns of persistence.

Family statua itself played an important role in determining
persistence rates (see Table 34). As one would expect. household heads,
who usually held most or all wealth reported for the family, were more
prone to persist from one decades to the next. In all three census
decades persistence rates for housaehold heads were strikingly nigher
than those for sons, and, like theilr fathers, sona' rates dropped during
the Civil War decade. Infraquently, in-lawe including brothere and aged
parente lived in the household unit (attesting to the nuclear family's
primacy}) and migratien or death increasingly took them from the census

rolls after the 1850's. Most wveolatile by far were the boarder=. Usgually
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TABLE 31

PERSISTENCE OF DECADAL GROOPS
CANTON BOUSEHOLD HEADS, 1850-1880

Year Eercent

1850 Census group

1860 54
1870 65
1880 &8

1860 Census group

170 47
1883 60



PERSISTENCE RY HOUSEHOLD STATUS,

Necade

1H50~-18&0

1B860=-1870

lato-1RB0

TABLE

34

MALES AGED 16 AND OVER

Status

Household Heads
Sons

In-laws
Boarders

Aousehald Heads
Song

In-lawe
Boarders

Household Heads
Snons

In-law:
Boarders

1850=1880
Number Fercent
155 24
55 3R
a al
&1 18
207 47
A6 34
G an
a8 12
211 52
BT 43
9 30
hd 11

105,
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young, without wealth, and reporting lowar-acale or no occupationg, they
moved on with astonishing frequency. From 1850 to 1860 just under a
fifth of tham ramained in the town and by the decade of the 1A70's
alightly over a tenth of them persiated. If, as has besen sugysated,
American agricultyral commanlties in the nineteenth century were "like
buay rallroad stations, into which many travelera poured but in which
few stopped for long,” it was surely the boarders whe could be seen
most often at the village station, waiting for the approaching train.ﬁ
Marital status was alac an impeortant factor ih determining who would
stay in Canton from decade to decade and who would leave {aee Table 15).
In all three census decadesa peralistence ratep for married man were about
double that of single malesx. ks might be expected, there was a strong
correlation batween marprlage and household head status. In the 1850
census group 148, or 91 percent, of of the 162 men listed as married wers
housahold heada. And the proportions of married men who were alsc
household heads were nearly the same during the two subsequent decades,
HA and 9l parcent respectively. Hence these statistics are in large
meagure ancther indication of tha importance of household head status in
prompting greater s'4::';!.2!.‘:111.":]?.:'I
A8 the profile of Canton's boarders suggests, age had nuch to do with
the tendency to migrate. Table 26 provides an analysis of the relation-
ahip between age and persistence., Clearly, persiatence rates were much
lowar among young members nf Canton's population., The rates rise
steadily with the higher age cohorts and form a plateau at age 50.
After age 50, with the exception of the last census decade, the rates

drop, probably reflecting a higher death rate in that cnhurt.E



TABLE 35

PEREISTENCE BY MARITAI STATUS, 1850-1880

Dacade

18h0-18&0

1860-1870

187T0-1880

Status

Married
Single
Widowed
Uncertain

Married
Single
Widowed
Uncertaln

Married
S5ingle
Widowad
Uncertain

MALES AGED 1& AND OVER

Humbear

1g2
10&

231
127

1o

227
124

Parcent

52
27
40
8

& 1)
22
100
20

52
28
13
50

107.



TABLE 36

PERSISTENCE BY AGE GROUPS, 1B50-1880
MALES AGED 16 RND OVER

Age as of 1850

108.

Decade hge giiups 16=-20 21-25 26=-30 21-40  41-50 51+

1850-1860 42% 24% 3l% 44 S6% 53 46%
Age as of 1860

18601870 34 21 23 24 54 56 47
Age as of IATOQ

1870-1880 43 20 39 ¥ 47 48 49
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Robart Doherty has discovered a similar relaticnship between age
and persistence in three types of Massachusetts towns in the 185073
{see Table 37}. 1In Ware and Pelham {subsistence hilltowns), Morthampton
and Worceater (market and administrative centers), and the international
seaport of Salem, persistence rates conslstently rise with the clder age
cohorts, usually up to age 50, and experience a revarsal thereafter.
what is striking, howaver, is that over the decade of the 1850'e all age
groups in Canton werzs more ptable than those of the Magsachusetts towns,
espacially the younger age cohorts. In the l6-20 age group Canton's
persistence rate ranges two to three times higher than for the corre-
sponding age group in the New England towns, suggesting that perhaps
young men in these Massachusetts towns had lees economic incentives to
Keep them at home. This helps explain why the gtagnant hilltowna of
Ware angd Pelham lost over 90 percent of their young men between age 16
and 20 in the decade of the 1850%s. Northampton, which was slipping
from a secondary to a tertlary place during this pericd, lost 95 percent.
More young men were peraisting in Worcegter because that expanding urban
center probably offered greater opportunities. 2And the similarity of
persistance rates in Salem amd Canton suggests analogoue levels of
cpportunity for young men in both towns. Even so, Salem's persistence
rates were lower in all but the firet cnhnrt.g

Comparison of persistence frequencies with occupation alsoc reveals
a surpriaing amcunt of stahility among all Canton's ocrupational groups
{see Table 3B}, Except for the Civil War decade, farmers were the most
stable of all, showing rates close to 50 percent., Those engaged in
business were only slightly more stable than the laborers in the 1850's,

but their persistence rates rose sharply in the two subseguent decades,
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TARLE 37

PERSISTENCE BY MALE AGE GROUFS, 1850-1B60
FIVE MRESACHUSETTS TOWHB*

Age asa of 1850

Town 16=-20 21=-25 26-130 il-40 41-50 L+
Horthampton iy o8 23% Al% Jb% 44%
Worcester 12 20 30 is =13 Ll
Hate ] 15 21 3l 51 37
Palham 8 23 15 3A 53 ae
Salem 24 25 16 15 459 B

*pdapted from Doherty, Soclety and Power: Five Heaw England
Towns, LB00-1860 (Amherst: The Univeraity of
Maseachusaetts Press, 1977}, p. 35.
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TABLE 3H

FERSISTENCE HY OCCUFATIONAL CATEGORY
CANTON EMPLOYED MALES

1850=1860 1660-1870 1870-1880
category L [ [N Y
Agriculture 149 47 200 s 187 48
PFrof /Semi-Prof. G 11 14 43 17 35
Businoegs 28 k1) ar 49 is 43
Artigan 44 43 50 40 34 47

Laborer 29 il 52 2% 95 a3
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aspecially the 1860's, raflecting tha increasing importance of that sector
of Carton's econciny. The artisans maintained a sclid persistence rate
in the 40-percent range throughout the pericd while those in the
professicnal and semi-professional cccupations displayed marked fluctua-
tions, perhaps indicating uncertaln economic opportunities for that
grnup.ln

Again, comparisons to Deherty's Hew England towns are instructiva.
Although Canton laborers were generally the most mobile, thelr rates of
pergistence were much higher than their counterparts in the five
Massachusetts towneg (see Table 19). Worcester was the only town in
which nearly a fifth of the laborers managed to stay on during the 1B50's.
In the other towns, rates were from two to three times lowar than
Canton's. And only in Worcester and Salem did persistence rates for
artisana match those of Cantnn.ll

Though age and occupation of Canton males were important variables
influencing persistence, cloger inspection indicates that wealth--or its
absence~-wag even more crucial in affecting patterns of migration. As
suggested above, Canton's young men were more likely to move away
because they pospessed fewer economic resonrces enccuraging them to
stay. Table 40 reveals the c¢lose association between age and ranked
wealth among Canton males. In all four census decades a gimilar pattern
emarges: males in the youngest age group reglstersd very high
propertions in the bottom tertile, representing those with little or no
weslth. Indeed, during the first two decades 96 parcent of Canton men
aged 16 to 20 were in the lowest third of the wealth structure and hy
1880 all of them fell into this bracket. ©n the other hand, the

proportions of men in the top third conslstently increased with older age
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TABLE 3%

PERSISTENCE BY OCCUPATIOMAL CATEGORY,., 1850-1B&0
EMPLOYED MALES IN FIVE MASSACHUSETTS TOWHSH

Categories

Profes-
ToWE Farm sional Bugineas Artisan Labor
Northampton GBA% 414 33 25% 11
Worcester 54 6z 49 4l 1B
Ware 48 2o 25 3Q 14
Palham 17 18] EX | 30 1%
Salem - b4 55 47 11

thdapted from Doherty, Soclety and Power, pp. 36-37.




TABLE 40

PROFPORTICNE OF AGE GROUPS IH WEALTH RANKS,* 1850-1830
MALES AGED 16 RND DVER

1853 Ranks 1l6-20 21-25 26-10 1l1-40 41-50 hl+
Liovwex =121 1 B4% 16% 449 il > h
Middle 2 & 12 10 11 814)

Upper 2 10 41 a6 56 47

1867 Ranks

Lower 96k 92% L2171 ) 4T7% il 13%
Middle 2 3 1a 5 2 7]

Upper 2 5 24 48 67 61

1870 Ranksa

Lower 98 93% h7% ol% gk 27w
Middlae 2 Qd 13 12 T 2]

Upper 00 7 30 37 57 64

1880 Ranks

Lower 100% 90% 71% 49% 42% 24%
Middle Qo 2 13 la 16 13

Upper 00 B 16 5 42 B3

*haged on tertile ranks of aseessment roll real property.
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groupe. Genarally, over half of the man over 40 appeared in the top
rank of wealth, Clearly, the economic security that accompanied
increaging age was a haslc factor in prompting stubi.lity.l2

Wealth also helpe to clarify persistence patterns amcng ccocupational
groups [(g2es Tabhle 41). As one might expecst, the laborers, who were
characteristically the least persistent, should show unusually high
proportione in the lowest wealth rank, and this wae indeed true. In
1850 just over BC percant of the laborers could be found in the bottom
tertile and a decade later the distribotion had risen to %0 percent,
Not asurprilsingly, over the decade of the 1860'= per=istence rates for
laborers fell to an all-time low.1?

Rankings of assessment roll rsal property among Canton's household
heads demonestrates evenh mare graphically the impact of wealth on
persistence ([esee Table 42}, Only a third of thoge men In the bottom rank
staved ¢n from decade to decade. In strond contrast, those men in the
lower- and upper middle ranks were twice as likely to perpiet. and the
top tenth of the wealthholdera were even more stable, over 70 parcent of
them persisted throughout the period from 150 to 1880.14

Since wealth and occupational status were crucial variahles
affercting pergistence, ohne might well assume that Canton’e forelgn-born
men, who held less wealth and lower occupatlions than either those barn
in New York and KHew England, would be much more likely to leave the taown
from one decade to the next. An examination of ranked wealth among
househald heads of men born in New York, Hew England, and foreign-born
men reveals that in all decades greater praportions of the forelan-born

were in the bottom rank of wealth {see Table 43). And while foreigners

showed strong concentraticns in the lower-middle wealth strata, their



1950 Ranks

Lower
Middle

Upper

1860 Ranks

Lowar
Middle

Upper
la%0 Ranks

Lower
Middle
Upper

1880 Ranks

Lowear
Middle

TABLE 41
PROFORTIONE OF OCCUBATIONAL GROUPS IN WEALTH RANKS, 1850-1E88Q0Q
CANTON EMPLOYED MALES
Agri- Prof/3imi-
rulture Prof, puginens Artisan Lahor
S0% S6% 39% 554 83%
& 0a a0 18 7
kI 44 Bl 27 10
SEN% Tik 3I5% 6B% O0%
3 aa ] 14 A
41 29 G2 18 2
7% ELY 10% 5EO% H7%
& ao 9 24 9
37 47 51 17 4
A47% B0% J3% Bi1% T4%
d 10 10 15 20
45 n 57 22 7]

Upper

114,



RANKED WEALTH BY PERSISTENCE,

TABLE 42

CANTON HOUSEHQLD HEADS

1850 Ranka

Battam 20
Low-Mid 30
Upper-Mid 30
Top 10

1BG0D Ranks

Bottom 10
Low-Mid 30
Upper-Mid 30
Top 10

1870 Ranks

Bottom 30
Low-Mid 30
Upper-Mid 10
Top 10

1850-1880

Persisting to 1B60

ED ]}
65%
61%
74

Parsisting

to

1870

24%
El%
A%
TE%

FPersisting

4]

1B80

4%
59%
0%
T1l%
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TARLE 43

11H.

PROPORTIONE OF NATIVITY GROUPS IN WEALTH RANKS, 1850-1870

1850 Ranks

Bottom 30
Low-Mid A0
Upper-Mid 10
Top 10

1860 Ranks

Bottom 30
Low-Mid 310
Upper-Mid 30
Top 10

1870 Banks

ottom 30
Low-Mid 30
Opper-Mid 10
Top 10

CANTUN HOUSEHOLLD HEADS

Hew

New

Yorke

268%
40
21
11

iB%
25
27
12

7%
30
30
12

ER Englanders

3B%
23
27
11

I3
21
29
15

22%
15
24
14

Foreign
Boarh

48%

32

14
4

4E%
q2
1
0o

494
15
11
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proporticnate numbera in the upper-middle and top tenth ranke were much
lowar than the native males. The foreign-born ware also generally
somewhat less likely to be counted among the town's farmers, and without
exception thelr proporticons working as laborers were far higher than the
native born {see Table 44).

Yet comparativa persistence rates indicate that except for the decade
of the 1B60's, the foreign-born were slightly more likely to persist than
their American-born neighborg {eea Table 45). And analyeig of wealth
ranks by persistéance explains why this was the case (zee Table 446),. Over
the decades of the 1850's and the 1870's, those of foreign birth in the
bottom wealth strata weare strikingly more stable than the native born.
During the 1B50'e half of them stayed on, contrasted toc a quarter and a
third of the New Yorkers and New Englanders respectively. In 1880 nearly
40 parcent of the foreigners whe appeared in the bottom wealth rank a
decade aarlier were 5till there, while only 33 and 13 percent of the
native groups perststed. And over the 1850 decade thogse forelgners in
the lower-middle bracket were also unugually stable, nearly 90 percent
of them remaining. Perhaps having lower expectations, the less wealthy
among the foreign-born may have been more content to stay on, at least
in auspicious times. But thelr sharply higher rates of turnaver in
boeth the bottom and lower-middle strata during the 1860'a suggests they
may have been especially vulnerable t¢ the unfair Civil War draft. Like
some of thelr mmerican-born neighbora, perhape many of them flad
northward to Canada.lE

what these facts suggest, then,is that in Canton after prid-century
the older, wealthler elements of the male population who held cccoupa-

tional positions above the ranks of laborers ware generally the most

3



TARLE 44

120.

FROFORTIONS OF MATIVITY GROUPS IN OCCUPATICHAL CATEGCRIES

Hativity
Broups: 16850

Naw Yorkers
New Englanders
Foreign born

Hativity
Croups: 1860

New Yorkers
Noew Englanders
Forelgh born

Nativity
roups: 1870

New Yorkers
New Englanders
Foreign born

CANTCHN HOUSEHOLD HEADS

Agri- Prof/S3emi- Busi- Arti- On-

culture Frof. necs gan Labor employed
Ed% 3% 21w 16% 2% 4%
63 4 = 22 = 0
52 0 q 16 24 4
FEL 4% 17% lE% E% 2%
73 B 12 q 2 2
L) 0 a8 & ig o
9% EE lo% 11% 73 0%
60 11 11 B B 3
54 1 8 10 24 3



Decade
lB50=-1AE60
1860-1870

1870-1880

TRELE 45

FERSISTENCE BY HATIVITY, 1850-18B80
CANTON HOUSEHOLD HEADS

Hew Yorkers Hew Englanders
54% 49%
52 52
52 5l

Forelgn

G4%
34

53
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TABLE 456

FERSISTENCE BY RANKED WEALTH OF HATIVITY GROUFS

1850 Ranka

Bottom 30
Low-Mid 230
Uppar-Mid 30
Top 10

1860 Ranks

Bottom 10
Low=-Mid 20
Upper-Mid 30
Top 10

1B70 Ranks

Bottom 30
Low-Mid 30
Upper-Mid 30
Top 10

CANTON

HOUSEHOLD HEADS

Persisting to 1860

Kew Yorkers ¥New Englanders Fereign
25% A2y 0%
65 &3 g4
a7 &0 50
a7 15 100%

Perpiesting to 1870
iz 24y 1%
&9 67 52
54 &0 60
75 75 ==t
Farsisting to 1A80¢
3is 13% I7%
513 &9 62
57 44 89
15 71 504

*only one forejign-born individual in L1BS50 top rank.
#ann forelgn-beorn in lE60 top rank,
Apnly two foreign-born individuals 1n 1870 top rank.

122.
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stable. In terms of family structure, houashold headz {in evary dacade
aver half of whom were farmers) were far more likely to be found on
the censua lists from one decade to the pext beacanae of thelr older age,
famlly responsibilities, and economic assets. Canton sons wars snbhstan-
tially leas =table, but thay ahowed aurprlsingly high perszistence rates
compared to Mapsachusetts townas.

rerpistence rates for Canton sons are all the more impresaive,
given the fact that during these years the practice of partible
inheritance declined at a time when improved agricultural} technology
leagened the nead for farm lakorers. Whereaa in the town'sa earlier
period all sone could usually expect to recelve at least a small plot of
land after probate proceedings {gee Chapter 4), increasingly after 1850
numerous younger sans were given money or other perscnal property in
liey of larnd. Jo=seph Benton's case 1s typical, except that in this
inatance the youngest son recelved the bulk of the estate. Having
provided his wife with one-third of his real estate "to be uged during
her natural life," all his household furniture, and a cow, Benton directed
that his son, Harlan, should inherit the remaining real and personal
praperty. The other five =sons, only one of whom still lived in Canton,
were given gash. Similarly, Moses Thompson stipulated in his will that
after hie wife had been provided with a cow, one-third of all the sugar
and fruit produced on the farm, and ample firewood and garden produce.
hig plde=t son would inherit 211 his land in Canton, the other sons
receiving $25 each. In at least one instanre, two 3on3 found themselves
potentially competing for their father's real property. Eliacs Page's
1868 will stipulated that "after payment of my debts elther of my 2

Joldest/ sons may have the old homeplace for $2,000. If both sone
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want it, the ooe who giveas the moat for 1t will get it." Page alac
directed that cash be gilven to his other sons and daughters. Ironlcally,
the transition toward a form of primogeniture, which did much to inaure
that Canton would not agffer land shortage, forced some young sons from
the town. But far more acns would have left Canton had it not been for
the strong economic base the town had achleved in terms of agricultural
commerclalization and alternatives to farming provided by opportunities
in the secondary and tertiary sectors of the ecnnomy.lﬁ

1t would be intriguing to follow the patha of those sons and
fathers who did leave Canton and to learn where they went and how that
movement affected thelr suhesequent economic and occupational carears.
Even if one knew where most of Canton's men went, the task of pifting
through census data for countless communitiea would be virtually impos-
sible. &nd, indeed, there leg good reason to believe that this endeavor
i= not as necassary as we once thought. At least in respect to nine-
teanth~-century urban areas, there iz a growing consensis anong social
historians that in any given decade the experiences of recent in-migrants
was very aimilar to those who had just moved on, suggesting that the
image of a permanent floating proletariat in nineteenth-century America
nce longer has any basis. As Howard Gitslman reminds us in his study
of a Mapesachusetts city, Waltham "was simply one of a large number of
poasible stopping points along a stream of migration. Some men found
their niche heres and settled in, while orhers moved on in pursuilt of
their ambitions. For some men time undoubtedly ran out or hope was lost.
But many realized their geals and became, like the persigters of Waltham,
the successful and respectabhle permanent citizens of other towns and

citleg.," One auspects the same was true for l:antzuczln.]'_"r
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It 1s poesible, however, to discover the destinations of some of
thode men leaving Canton, Adgain, wills tell the story. TIn 1861 Joseph
Banton bequeathed pums of money to scns living in Plerrepent: New Yorki
Illinois; Pike'sa Peak, Colorado; amd California. Thres years later the
will of Ransom Tuttle etipulated that cums of money be left to his five
gsons, four of whom had moved to Michigan., Connecticut, and Illinois.

h decade later William Hoble left 5500 to hisg son, John, "reslding in
Indiana." Asher Conger begueathed 51,000 to a son who Iived in Icwa,
and from Dren Van Water's will we learn that his son had moved to Gawlia,
COhio. Clearly, at least part of migration from Canton wasg lﬂng-range.ls

While we womld like to know more about Canton's cut-migrants, i1t
was afterall the perslsters who formed the backbone of the town, who
exparienced and responded to Canton's long-term economic and soclal
changes. How well were these men who stayed doing? What was the extent
of intrageneraricnal mobility among thoee household heads who peraisted
Erom decade to decade? And in intergenerational terma, how well were
gsons doing relative to thelr fathers?

COne critical index ig the level of wealth inegquality as expressed
by the Lorenz curve. If perfect equality existed, sach cumulative
percentage of the population would own the same cumulative percentage
of the wealth, resulting in a straight diagenal line on the graph. The
more unequal a distribution becomes, the more distant its curve will be
beneath the diagonal line. As Flguzre 14 indicates, the level of
inequality was markedly stable cver the years from 1850 to 1880. Based
on holdinga of assessment roll real property among Canton household
heads, both the Schutz and Gini coefficlents remained nearly constant

from 1850 to 1850, The coefficlants of ineguality actually decliped
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very alightly in 1870 but experienced a moderate rise by 1880 (agee

Table 47).19

TABLE 47

COEFFICIENTS OF INEQUALITY, LlBLO-1RB0

1850 1860 1870 1880

Gini 673 674 654 -T12

Schutz - 503 L&10 L4096 « 557

In terms of the proportions of real property held by each wealth
rank, a similar pattern emerges (see Table 48). In 1B50Q and 1860 the
lowest stratum of the sample population werea landless, while the top
tenth held 45 and 43 percent of the total wealth, reapectively. In
1870, for the first time, those in the bottom category ownea at least a
fraction of the total wealth (lesa than one percent} and those in the
upper-third and top groups regilstered slightly lower propertions of
the total wealth, correaponding to the scant decline in ineguality
during that decade. By 1880, however, the percentages of wealth held
among the twoe lowest brackets decreased while the proportion of the
top tenth rose to an all~time high, nearly 50 percent. Among Canton's
hougehold heads the gulf between landowners and the landless had clearly
widened by 1880, althcugh the gap was not dramatic.za

In liqght of these digtribution measurements, it might be supposed
that during the years after mid-century vartical mobility in Canton
coexisted with a large measure of stability. A new and promising

methodelogy, which employa adjusted ranked wealth to measure proparty

and occupational mobility of Canton houngehold heads who persisted from
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TABLE 48

DISTRIBUTION OF RANKED WEALTH" IN CRNTON, LlHS0-1880

Wealth
Ranks Percentages of Wealth Held
1850 1860 1870 1880
Bottom 30 00,0 00,4 -3 a0, 0
Low-Mid 230 17.2 14. 6 17.1 1*.9
Upper-Mid 30 37.8 40.2 19.5 39.3
Top 14 45.0 43 2 43.1 47.8
Total 100.4 1o00.0 1LoG.0 140.0

“Pased on assessment roll real property.
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one dacade to the next, substantiatesa this hypothesis. Except for the
Civi]l War decade over half of the houeehold heads remained in tha same
quintile rank they had occupied the previocus decade (Eee Table 49).
Among those who ware mobile, more moved down than up during the first
two dacades, with household heads experiencing increasingly greater
downward movement over the 1H60'5, By 1880, howevar, the townsmen
were beginning to come to favorable terms with Canton's economic
transition. For the first time, movement upward exceeded that downward,
albelt slightly. Throughout this peried mobility was generally short-
range, with movement occurring no more than one quintile upward or
duwnward.ZI

Analysis of occupational vertical ranks provides a somewhat more
favorable indication of mobkility {see Table 50). 1In all three decadal
perlods movement upward exceeded that downward by =lim margins, with
houaehold heads experienpcing the greatest occupational mobility during
the 1870's. But far more striking is the degree of cccupational
stability characterizing thepe decades. ARbout thres-guarters of the
hiousehold heads cocupied the same rank they had reported ten years
earlier.22

In terms of property mokRility, it seems that initizlly Canton's
foreign-born family heads were disadvariiged, relative to New Yorkers
and New Englanders (=ee Table 51). Ower the 18&0's foreigners were
a great deal mors likely to =tay in the same wealth guintile, and of
those who were mobile only aix percent moved upward, compared to 24
percent who plunged into lower ranks. PBut in the subseguent decade

thege mean ware bedinning to catch up to their native-born pesrs. Far

lesas stable by this time, they enjoyed rates of mobllity quite similar



TARBLE 49

INTRAGENERATIONAL MOBILITY™

130,

i850-1880
adjusted quintiles*™
1850-1860 1860-1B70 1870-1880

Per cent stable 52% 42% 60%
Per cent mokile 48 5A 40
a. SBhort-rangs up 10 17 15
b. Shert-range down 13 27 il
<, Taotal short-range 23 44 26

(a+b}
d. Long-range up L3 B &
e, Long=range down 12 G ]
f. Total long-range 25 14 15

(d+e)
g. Total up {a+d) 23 26 21
h. Total down (b+e} 25 33 15

*Based on assegsment roll real property.
**adiustad guintiles represent a man's position in any
given decade relative to his pogition in the gubkgsquent

decads.



TRBLE &0

INTRAGEHERATIONAL MOBILITY

1850-1880

Oceupational vertical ranks

lA50-1860 laeD-1870 1870-1880
Fer rent stahle Tl% 7ok 74%
Per cent mabile 259 21 26
4. BShort-range up 10 7 7
b. Short-range down 5 4 G
£. Total short-range 15 11 13
(atb]
d. Long-range up G 4 7
&. Long-range down B & (2]
f. Toktal long-range 14 10 113
fd+e)
g. Total up f(at+d) 1&é 11 14
h. Total down (btel 13 10 12

131.



INTRAGENEFATIONAL, MOBILITY BY MATIVITY*

TABLE 51

132,

1850~188B0
Adjusted guintiles
1850-1860 1B60-1B70 1870-1880
NY NE F-B** NY NE F-B  NY NE F-B

l. % atable 48 53 -- 43 33 71 h1 42 55

2. % mobile 52 47 -- 5T A% 29 49 58 45

a. 5-RU 13 11 -- 17 22 00 17 16 16

b. S-RD 19 2@ -- 24 19 18 16 36 1&

¢. Total 5H 2 i3 -- 41 41 1B 33 42 12
fatb)

d. L-RlU 10 B -- 9 11 L] 8 11 B

e. L-RD 10 o - 7 15 ) a 5 =

f. Total LR 23 14 -~ le 2¢ 11 16 1& 113
{d+e]

g. Total ap 23 19 -- 26 33 6 25 27 24
{a+d)

h. Total down 29 28 -- 11 33 213 24 31 21

{Btel

fBased ot asgessment roll real property.

*#oupintile rankings cpuld not he cbtained.
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to thoge of the native groups. Am! much the same pattern appesars in
respect to occupational mobility (see Table 52) .23

If Canton fathers could take pride in thelr economic and occupational
achievements, how auccessful were they in leaving their sons positiona
equivalent to thair own as young men? Comparing ranked wealth over time
for two groups of fathere and sons provides the angwer. In the first
group wealth was ranked for thoee =sona whoe peralsted until 1670 and
wat meagured against thelr fathers' rank positions as of 1850, In the
second group wealth ranks of sons after twenty years were compared to
that of their fathara in 1B8&0. Thus, for both groups it was posalhls
to gauge intergenarational mobility of sons over egual aegments of time.zq

as Table 53 indicates, over 80 percent of the sons in the firat
group were mobile, relative to their fathers. And of those sons who
4id experience movemant, many more moved up than down. After twenty
years over half of them held higher levels of wealth than did their
fathers. Just under a third were downwardly mobile. During the years
from 1850 to 1870 the kown's expanding economy was akle to provide a
majority of the sons with economic respurces greater than their fathers
had possersed two decades bafore.

But In the second period fathers found it harder to pass on their
economic peaitiong to their sons. Downward mehility exceeded upward
movement by some 12 percent. FProbably this was dus to the Panie of 1873,
Many sons in this generation who by the 1870's were reaching their prime
may have been caught in the agricultural depression. Yet it jis also
important to note that =stability wae greater during these years. Even

though upward mohility was more difficult, at least a third of Canton's

gsons held the same rank positions their fathera had achieved twenty



INTRAGENERATIONAL MOBILITY BY WATIVITY

TABLE 52

1850-1880

Cogupaticnal wertical ranks

1850-1860 1864-1870 1870-1830
N¢ NE F-B Ny ME E-B WY NE F-B

l. & stable 74 69 &9 76 85 17 6% 74 A2

2. % mobile 26 31 31 24 15 22 il 26 18

a. S-RU 7T 14 G 11 4 00 12 5 3

b. 35-RD ] 3] & q 4 L) g 5 3

c. Total SR 1o 20 12 15 B & 20 10 &
{a+h)

d. L-RU O k| i 4 o0 12 4 11 2

e, L-ED i B 13 5 ? 5 7 3 7

f. Total LR le 11 1% g T 17 11 16 1z
(d+e)

g. Teotal up le 17 12 15 i 12 & 16 g
{a+d)

h. Total down It 14 19 3 11 11 13 10 10

{b+a)
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TABLE 53

INTERGENERATIORAL MOBRILITY*
18501880

hdiusted rertiles

Las0=-187Q 1860-1RB0

1. Per cent stakle IN:-1 3 k1)

2. Per cent mobile B2 B7

a. Short-range up a5 17

b, Short-range down 24 20

. Total short-range 59 a7
{at+h)

d. Long-range up 17 10

a. Long-range down G 2100

f. Total long-range 23 30
(d+e)

g. Total up [a+d) 51 27

h. Total down (bte] ELH 40

‘hased on assessment roll real property.
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yeare earlier, a anlid accomplishment in ita own right. And although
upward occupaticnal mobility of sons decliped in the second parlod, at
least half of the sone in both groups attained occupational ranks agqual
to their fathers (see Table 54).°%°

What picture of nineteenth-century emall-town New York society do
these statiatics give us? ks Canton underwent economic modernization in
tha form of agricultural commercialization, the town's fathers had to
work hard 1f they were to achieve increasing success from decade to
decade., And by L1880 diligence and the town's expanding economy were
paying off. Although sons were finding it morea difficult to surpass
their father's economic and occupaticnal gains, they could take comfort
in the fact that increaring numbers of them were at leagt akle to match
thelr fathers' levels of ouccess--a factor of no mean importance in a
soclety whers relationships were still largely face-to-face and where,
inevitabkly, carears came under close community scrutiny. Mobility
might be illupive, but stahility could be counted upan.

Paralleling this economic change was a political transition which
had begun even while the town was in ite frontier stage, and this
trangltion is especially evident in the political behavior characterizing
the town meeting. This transformation will be examined in the following
chapter, as well as the emarging legal raticnalization betwesn the
town's government and that of 5t. Lawrence Counkty and the Btate--hoth
patterns occurring as Canton grew from wvillages to community and, in

turn, merged with the larger society.



THABLE 54

INTERGENERATIONAL MOBILTTY
1A50-1880

Ocoupational wertical ranks

1850-1870 1860-1880

1. Per cent stable 59% 50

2. Per cent mokile 41 50

a. Short=range up 15 17

k., Short-range down 6 7

¢. Total short-range 24 22
(a+b)

d. Long-range up a0 (]

e. Long-range down 18 27

£f. Total long-range 1R 27
[d+e}

g. Total up {a+d) 18 17

h. Tetal down (b+e) 24 33

13? L]



CHAPTER VII

THE FOUNDATIOHRS AND LIMITATIONS OF CONSENSUS

In 1759 the inhabitants of the east wing of Rutland, Massachusetts,
having applied for independent incorporation as a town, zent a memcrial
to thz assembly opposing the attempt of the proprietor=s of adjacent farms
“lying between Lancaster amd Harragansett Ho. 2" to includa themselves
in the application. The memorial made it clear why the east-wing popula-
tion wished to avold commen incorporation with these farms: "If the farms
should be annexed to sald wing it would carry the center of the wing and
farms to the very northerly side of said wing, which would oblige the two-
thirds of the inhabitants always to travel three or four miles to
meeting," and would "bring the remaining part of said town into a diviasion
and 5o lnto a contention as to the place where the meetinghouse shall
stand.“l

The town of Dpton, Massachusetts, was also plagued by a 1766 dispute
over the location of a new meeting house. That town's petition explained
that "all are agreed that it should be removed or a new one bullt, but
cannot agree upon the place.™ Although "much time and money, by
committees, by town meetings, and other ways /wag/ expended in order to
unite the pecple and bring the unhappy disputes to an end,™ by 1774 the
sustained impasse over the location of the meeting house had nearly
dastroyed the town. Upton could no longer afford to send representatives

to the assambly, and many of its inhabitants had difficulty in paving

138,
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thelr taxea. Upon the contirmed discord the townsman aquarely placed
the hlame for Upton's miserable pliqht.2

A half-century later transplanted New Englanderxs in Canton, Hew
York, faced a similar dispute inwvolving the leocatlon of the St. Lawrance
county seat. Canton emerged victoricus in 1830 when the county courthouse
wag moved to Canton village, but what 1s really aignificant is the
different way the dispute was resolved. Far from wreaking havoc on the
town, the controversy was soattled expeditiously In the state election of
1827 with the contastants taking their stands on division wersus central
location platforme. ha we shall see below, there was aleo far lesse
trepidation toward engaging in cenflict., At least this was the case with
nawepaper editor= in Canton and other towns who appear to have found the
discord seintillating.

This contrast in handling contenticusnesa reflects how politics in
nineteenth-century Canton differed from that of eighteenth-century towns
like Rutland and Upton. Yet the development of political parties is only
the most ocbvious indication of Canton's political modernizatien. Study
of Canton town minutes reveals other ways in which political ties
binding the townemen to both 5t. Lawrence County and New York State grew
stronger during the early ninetsenth century ae the town experienced its
transition from a frontler to a county town. This increasing rationaliza=-
tion enabled the town to cope effectively with controversy as well as the
more mundane, daily political business,

At Eirst glance, however, Canton's early town minutes indilcsate
political practices that saem almost as primitive as the wilderness which
surronnded the frontier town. The first town meeting was held in the

spring of 180&. In March of that year the townsmen gathered at Stillman
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Footé's house and proceeded ta vote s series of hylawa decreeing:

That the barn yvards of Stillman Foote and Peter R. Leonard
shall be deemed pounds for the ensuing year.

That fences made of logs, polls, raila, or planks four feet
and an half high ahall ke deamed lawfull fences.

That fenca viewera shall be allowed one Dollar a day for
actual mervice.

That. hogs and sheasp shall not he allowed to run at large
any eeason in the year.

That neat cattle and horses may run ofv the commons.

That the town raise a bounty of five Dollars on =ach

wolf that shall be caught and killed in the town of
Canton thig year.

That each man shall have a separate and definite mark for
his cattls, sheep, and hogs to be recorded in rhe Town
Clerk's offica.

That Solcpon H. Squires may have the privilege of making
his own road.

That the next meeting be held at the house of Stiliman
Footea.

As its last kit of business, the meeting took note of the fact that the
commissioners of highways had divided Canton inte ssveral road districts.?
Subsequent meetings either reaffirmed previecus bylaws or voted

somewhat differently worded bylawg designed to achieve the same result.
Put as Canton grew, additional bylaws were voted, indicating that the
town was attempting to copa with new and more complex preblems and needs.
Thus at the 1811 mesting the town veoted to raise $250 for support of the
poor, and it instructed the town clerk "to provide a book for the purpose
of recording Deaths, Births, and Marriages." In 1825 the town meeting
voted to ralse 3250 "for suppoert of Roads and Bridges in said Town," and

to levy 5500 on the town for the benefit of Canton hRcademy. At the

1834 meeting the town voted to ralse 5800 to build a bridge acroes the
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Grags River. In 1846 the meeting voted "that Cne Thouesand Dollarse be
raised hy tax upon the Town of Canton in three szual sums by the naxt
annual tax rolls for tha purpose of erecting a Town House for the use of
the voters of the Town for their public meetings." At the 12862 meeting
the townsmen voted to raige 5100 for improving the town house and for
constructing a sidewalk acrosa the town honae lot. And two yeara later
the meeting voted to offer $£100 bounties for the reenliptment of Unien

4
acldiers "credited upon the guota of the Town of Canton.”

Ocrcasionally, the town meating found it necessary to legislate
agalnst infracticns of the law. For example, in 1810 the meeting voted
toc "impcse a fine of twelve dcollars on all Jugglerm, Mounty banka, and
Wire dancers.” GSeven years later the townsmen wvoted that "the Commissionears
cf Highways cause every Overseer of Highways to be filned that neglects
hig duty as the law regquires.”™ And in 1822 the meeting imposed a fine of
a dollar per head for cattla, horaea, sheep, atnd pigs running "within
forty rods of any mill or tavernm in the Town of Canton after the firat

5
day aof December until the first day of April."

Sometimes town meetinge appointed committees which were instructed
to handle specific matters. Hence in lBlZ S5tillman Foote, Jeduthan
Farwell, and William Perry were appointed to take charge of the town's
school funde. In 181% Chriptopher Wilson, Festus Tracy, and wWilliam
Richardson were charged with the responsibility "to make the Grass River
navigahle for fish of all kinds to come up and down at their pleasure."
Threea years afterward, apparantly needing advice or aseiptance from
Stephen Van Renegelasr and Richard Hariscn, the town meeting appointed
a committee to write to the two Canton landholders. In 1836 a committee

of 10 man was appointed to auperintend the Canton Academy, Tan years
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later the meeting appolinted Benjamin Squire amnd Cyrus Abarnethy to
direct the building of the town housa. In 1865 three men wera chosen
to aupervisze the payment of interest bearing bomds to Civil War veterans
credited to the town. And in 1876 a committes wae appointed "to ascertain
where and at what price a suitable aite can be pbtalned for a new Town
Hall.“ﬁ

when emergencies arcse or immedlate legislation was needed, the town
calied special meetinga. Thua in April 1807, the townsmen voted that it
was lllegal "to draw timber, boarda, or planks across the Bridge over the
Grasgs River" in any way that would damage the bridge. 1In September 1814
a meeting was called to elect a temporary copstable and collector. A
gpecial meeting in December 1823 reluctantly accepted the resignation of
Silas Wright as town clerk and proceeded to elect a new clerk "for the
residue of the year.“T At special meetings in 1846 and 1847 the town
voted against licensing retailerg of intomicating liquors. Three years
later the townsmeh were called to consider raising taxes “for rebunilding
or repairing the Bridge over the east bhranch of the Grass River in Canton
village." As might be expected, the Civil War ocvasioned sewveral special
meetings., and in 1872 and 1877 the townsmen met to r~coneider building a
regservolir and a new town hﬂll.E

wWhat is striking in the early proceedings of both the regular and
special meetings is the almost comnlete absence of decisions involving
conflict. From 1806 to 1810--the year Canton hecama the new county seat--
there was only one ingtance of discord, and that concerned potential
rather than actual conflict. During the 1825 town meeting, Minot Jenison

and Thomas Olin were appoilnted to inspect the location and condition of

dams on the Grass River and to make sure that they all complied with the
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1924 town law which prohibited impeding the pagsage of f£ish. Having
given the committwemen power to prosecute violators, the meeting almost
nonchalantly voted that “the town indemnify the aforesald committee” for
lossea thay might sustaln in 1awnuitn.g

In the period after 1830, the amount of town meeting business

involving contenticusness increased. Even so, a marked trangquility
continued to prevail. Ouring the years from 1831 to 1880 there were only
12 decisions invelving conflict or the anticipation of it. For example,
at the 1836 town meeting, the Canton fence viewers reported that they
had sattled a dispute between Walter Prown and Elias Page over division
"of a plain fence between said Brown and . , . Page.” In 1841 the town
meeting wvoted "unanimoualy that the town remonatrate against any divielon
of paid town of Canton.” At the 1844 meeting the commissicners of
highways reported that "an Indictment has been found against the Dam at
the village of Morley for the injury it dees to the Road and Flata."
The townsmen voted to direct the commissioners to furnish the district
attorney with withesses and to solicit the services of Senator Silas
Wright to agseist in the prosecution. 5ix yvears later the meeting expressed
its appesiticn "to reviving the distinction between the Town and Couanty
Poor." At the town meeting of 1868 it was resolved that the Canton
supervisor "employ council to defend the Town against the claims for
damages in conpequence of the Trustees . . . of the Village of Canton
laying out a Public Highway in the ¥illage." In 1870 the mesting took
note that an Ogdensburg citizen had brought auit againet the town for
recovery of a war bounty and dirsected the supervisor te defend the town.
And three years later the townh mesting instructed the fence wviewers to

settle a dispute "between John Tierney and William Wright, owners of
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adjolplng lands in said town concerning the proportion or particular
part cf the division fence running on their line between thair lots."10

That more evidence of conflict did not appear in the town minutes
suggests there wera channels other than the town meeting for resclving or
chviating contention. o©One important channel waa litigation. Court
dockets and minutes of civil procedurs abound with suite, many of them
invelving land titles and rent payment. Sa litliglous were Canton's
citizens that Silas Wright despaired at the "hundreds of men who wanted
toc commence suits against their neiqghbors for some petty trespass" and
*advised them to settle the mattar in dispute, and not digturb tha
nelghborhood with a trifling quarrel.” Even though prompt action of the
town meeting could sometimes prevent the need of litigation, the meeting,
as noted below, was quite willing to initiate suits of ita own when
necessarf.ll

The increagingly sophisticated legal raticnalizatjon betwesenh Canton
and 5t. Lawrence County provided another means of handling conflict.
Throughout the town miputes one finds decisions regarding relations with
the county level of government. Hence in 1812 the town meeting voted to
appoint a thresa-man committes "to settle with the Town Clerk and lay
their act before the [Poard of suparvisors for the sum found Due the
Town Clerk for aervices for 3 years.” At the 1817 meeting the town
appointed "a Committes to Superintend the Interssts of the Town &
County.™ In 1825 the meeting instructed the Canton supervisor "to use
hia influence at the next meeting of the Board of Supervisors te bulld
a couwnty Poor Houae." Ten years later the town directed its zupervisor

to present a receipt for $143,04 to the board, "and claim pay from the

County for the Town & in cage of refusal of payment and Interest cauase
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the Same to be put in Suilt for Collecticn.™ At the 1840 meeting
rasolutions were passed requeating funds from the county for fess and
crow bountiea, and the board was patitioned to levy a tax of $5.00 on the
town. In an effort to head coff litigation unfavorable to Canton, the
meeting voted in 1847 to instruct ite supervisor "to ues hils influence
with the Board of Superviscrs not to allow any charges which may be
brought in consequence of the neglect of puklic offices." And In 1876,
amidst a dispute ovar the location of a bridge in Canten and "whether
1t should be wood or ircon," the mesting advised the Canton commissioners
of highway to refrain from erecting the /bridgg? until after the next
meeting of the Board of Supervisors, if prm:t,i.cahle.“l2
Proceedings of the St. Lawrence County Board of Supervisors show
even more clearly the intricate legal relationahip between Canton and
the county. In October 1B17, the board, "on motion of the Supervisor of
the Town cof Canton seconded,”™ resolved that "there be assesped on that
Town a sum egqual to three times the amount of their state apporticnment
of common School money provided the clerk previously te the making up
the Tax Rcll of that Town receive a certificate copy of the vote of the
Town directing such sum to be raised.”™ A month later the supervigors
voted to alleccate money for building a bridge in Canton, if " a sum
sufficient to supply the deficiency of Bullding sajid Bridge be subscribed
by the Inhabitants of the Town and actually commence building the same
baefore the next meeting of this beoard.” In 1825 the beard consented to
acquisiticn of land ag a site for building the county poor house, an
outcome which no doubt convinced Cantonians that their pupervisor's
influence was well placed. Moregver, in 1835 the beoard directed the

county treasurer to pay Canton the $143.04 requested by the town's
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supervisor earlier that year. A ysar later the supervisors heard an
appeal by Dawid €. Judson from an asaeasment of damages for laying a
road across his land in Canton.” Having llstened to the tastimony, the
board confirmed the damages which had been assessed by the grand jur?.l3
The extensive powers of the board of supervisors ware augmented
in 1449 when it was granted authority to alter town boundaries or to
form new towne, and in the years after mid-century the bhecard continued
to exercisze other powers, resulting in decisions not alwaye favorable
to Canton, At its Hovember 1BS0 meeting the oupervisors rejected a
petition by the trustees of Canton village "to levy on the town of Canton
tha damages for the laying out of a street" in the willage. ks grounds
for refusing, the board stated that it had "no jurigdiction to levy a
tax ap predicated on the action of the trusteeg of the village."” In
1869 the board voted "that 5100 and one year's interest thereon be
assessed on the town of Canton, to pay road damagea to H. D. Kip, for /a/
street in {Ehﬁ? village of Canton.™ But at its 1875 ses=sion the board,
after acknowledging that "tha proper town officials . . . Jhadgd/ given
their consent thereto," proceeded to authorize Canton te borrow funds
for improvement and construction of highways. And in 1877 the supervisors
received a pekition from Canton to legalize the special town meeting
called in May of that year to discuss bullding a town hall. The petition
also regquepted avthority to borrow money so the town could purchase
property for the new town hall. Having refarred the matter to the
Committee on Internal Affairs of Towns, Citles, and Villagee, the
supervisore ¢granted the reguest in anamber.l4
Less Ereguently, Canton town meetings wvoted decisions lnvolving

relations with the state legislature. Hence, at a special meeting called
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in January 1816, the townsmen petitioned the New York legislature toc pase
a law authorizing the town to sell "School Clergy Lota®™ and to use the
profita for supperting common schools, Five years later the anpnual
meeting wvotad "that Sartel Prentiss"s name be forwarded to the Council
of Appointment of the State of New York by the Town Clerk of Canton for
the office of Justice of the Peace.® On three other cccasions the meeting
reguested the legislature to authorize tax levya on the town for special

purpoees. And In 1857 the rounswten petitioned the legislature to

appropriate 350,000 for 5t. Lawrence University.l5

This tendency to loock beyond the town bounds for resolution of
eonflict is espacially apparesnt in the contention that emerged between
Canton and Opwegatchie over the proposed relocation of the St. Lawrence
county seat. But what resulted in controveray had begun in copcord. In
1802 representatives of all the St. Lawrance Tan Towns worked together
to draw up a petition to the state legislature reguesting the organization

of St. Lawrence County:

The petition of the inhabitants, residing within
the ten townships, upon the river 5t. Lawrence, beqg
leave humbly to repregent the great inconvenience
and hardahips they labar under, by the ten townghips
beiny formed into one town, and annexing the same to
the county of Clinton. The principal inconvenience
vour petiticoners labor undar is the very remote
digtance they are plared from Plattsburgh, which is
the county town of the county of Clinten. Not any
of your petitioners are less than one hundred and
twenty miles from Plattsburgh, and a great majority
of them are from one hundred and thirty to forty
miles.

Between the ten townships and Flattsburgh, much
of the way theare i3 no road, and the rempainder of
the way ia a vary bad cone) this, together with
the great inconvenience and axpense which neceg-
gparily maet arise to thase whose private business,
{aa plaintiffs and defendants,) lead them into
the county courts, is such, as to almost place your
petitioners without the reach of that justice,
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which the laws of our country sc happlly provide
for. This 1s a melancholy fact, which aavearal of
your petiticners have already experianced, and

to which all are aqually opposed, and when we add
tc this, the extrame difficulty, troubles, and
axpenses jurors and witnesses must be subjected
to, in attending at such a diatance, together with
the attendance at Plattsburgh, for arranging and
returning the town business, increases the burthen
andl expense beyond the abllity of your petitioners
to bear. Your petitiohers forbear to mentlon many
other inconvenilences, tho' sensibly felt, your
petitionera preaume they will naturally occur ta
the minds of every individual member of your
honorable body.

Your petiticners therefore beg leave humbly to
state, that much less hardship and expenae would
arise to them, by having a county aseat aett off,
upen the river 5t. Lawrence, and your patitioners
bhumbly pray, that a county may be set off upon the
aforesald river, in such manner as your honorable
body shall deem most proper; and your petitioners
wonld beg leave further to shew, that one of the
old stone buildings at the 0ld Oawegatehie Fort,
{(which the proprietors are willing to appropriate
until the county is able to kuild a court housze,)
may at a small expense ba repaired, and which
when so repalred will make good accommodaticna,
not only for the purpose of holding courts, but
alsc for a gaol, anpd your petiticners pray, that
place may be assigned for the above purpose.l®

The petitioners were successful in March, 1802, whan the New York
state legislature passed an act providing for the formation of
Et. Lawrence County and declaring that the old barracke in the town of
Oswagatechiea "shall be deemed in law, the court houpe and jail of the
#aid county.” The law alsas authorized the supervisors of 5t. Lawrence
County to receive funds for the construction of a new courthouse and
jail in Oswegatchie, subject to their consent to that location.l?

Bardly had the law passed before signs of dissatisfacticon with the
location of the courthouse appeared. Hathan Ford. supervisor for
Oswegatchie, suspected that a scheme was being hatched to have the county

seat moved inland. Factional intrigue at the first meeting of the
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5t. Lawrence County grand jury in June 1802, cenfirmed ford's woret
fears. At that meeting Alexander Turner, supervisor of the town of
Liebon, and Stiliman Foote oppoaed Ford's proposal to begin immadiate
conatruction of the courthouse., In a letter to Samuel Ogden concerning
that first session of the county court, Ford bemoaned the effeorts of
varlous interests to secure the county seat, and assarted that "if
we can preserve harmony in the county, it will be the better way, but
if it i= reduced to a certalnty that we are toc he opposed, I am
determined to take the field, and we will try our strength.” Deapite
conatant opposition, Ford was indeed successful in having the courthouse
completed in November 1804, His letter to Ogden on the 17th of that
month expressed optimizm that its completion would "pot an end to any
court house diapute in the county.“lﬂ

Ford'e hope wag not he be realized. Failing in thelr attempt to
block constructlion of the new courthouse at Oswegatchie, the inland
towns turned to subterfuge. Agents representing the interior towns
travelled into Vermont and informed prospective migrants that sale of
land= had been stopped in awegatchle, Convinced that the courthouse
izsue was behind these machinaticons on the part of the inlard land
agents, Ford wrote Ogden that:

there are a numbar aof pecple, who have been on thelir way

to me f{aeg has come to my knowledge), who have been turned
aside by these fellows. Thelir wish was to settla upon the
lands near the court house. When they have mentioned

this, they have been confidentially told there ic no

court house in the ¢ounty established by authority, and
that there iz no liklihood of the thing being substantially
fixed here; but that their lands are in the centre of the

county, and that there is no doubt but it will ke there.
They have caught many by this strategem.
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S50 effective was the propaganda of the inland towns that in the winter
of 1H05, Ford asnt his own men inte Vermont and New Hampahire to
counteract the falee rumcrs apread by the travelling agents,lg

In 181B the proprietors and settlers of Potsdam and cther central
towns, as well aa southern towns in the county, began a direct effort
to have the county geat removed from Oswegatchie. In support of theirx
proposal thess fownsmen cited the vulnerability of Dswegatchie to attack
in tima of war., In particular they reminied the board of supervisors
that the courthouse had been partially damaged by a British raiding
party during the War of 1812. Morecver, they satressed the disrepalr of
the publir builldinga and the insecurity of the jail. But thelr mest
important argument was that the Oswegatchie seat was too far from the
reat of the towna, especially the southern settlements. A more central
location was neaded.zu

Despite the fact that the citizens of Uswegatchie were able to
defeat the proposal for relocation--due largely to the sustained efforts
of Mathan Ford--the courthouwse issue would not down. Ewen though the
Hew York legislature in 1813 had authorized the board of supervisors to
levy a tax for congtructing a fireproof clerk's office in Ogdensburyg,
continued wrabgling among the supervisors delaved for eight years passage
cf a resolutlion to that effect. And because of persistent iniand town
petitions, a bill for the removal of the courthouze was put before the
state legiplature during the 1827 pession. Sensing the serigusaness cf
the iosue and the intense controversy it had engendered among the
St. Lawrence County towns, the legislature avoided ceongideration of
the bill., State elections were coming up in Kovember, and the assembly

fioped that the vote of the county towns would aserve ags a referendum

on the issue.zl
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Though the aspembly's declasion was expedient, it antagonized those
towne favoring remowal of the county seat. The editor of tha Potsdam
American reaponded to the lagislature's circumspection with language
that not only reflected this hostility but also revealed that tha
Novamber elections would indeed focus on the removal iggue:

As we anticipated, the bill for the removal of the
public buildings in this county has been, for want of
support by our members of Assembly. thrown by as
unfinighed business. We hope the good pecple of this
part of the county, after they have been duped out of
their just and egquitable rights, a few years longer,
will open their eyes to a sense of theilr dutyr at least
as far azx regards thelr own Interast. We do not
hesitate to say, that if there had been suitable
members elected to the Assambly last year, the bill
would have pasged this gegsicon. But how can it be
expected that we shall receive any leglelative grant
ac long as we send men to the Asaombly who are opposed
to our interest. MWot one fesble exertion has been made
by either of ocur members to get this bkill through the
House: but on the contrary they have actually oppased
it in geveral instances, and manifested by their
condact a total dieregard of the rights of a qreat
majority of thelr constituenta.

1t is a fact which cannct be denled, that thes people
of a certaln village ig;_citg,} aituated near the
borders of the 5t. Lawrence, have attempted to rule
tha whole county, and be it spoken to the shame and
disgrace of the inhabitants of the eastern part.

Reminding his readers that the inland towns had “"submitted to . . .
agression long encugh,.® the editcr declared that "the only remedy . . .
iz for the people to set aaide all party and local prejudices, and

gsend men to the Rasembly who will act for the good of the county,

22
instead of one villagel®

The Potsdam American aditorjal evoked an immedliate and somewhat

indignant response from the Ogdensbury St. Iawrence Gazette. The

Ogdensburg editor expressed regret and astonishment at the remarks

of the Potsdam newspaper and asserted that
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thae snear at a "certaln village (or city)l on the borders
af the 5t, Lawrenca,™ iz wholly irrelavant to the subject
intended to be discussed in the article in queation, and
anworthy of sericus comment here—-supported as it is

only by broad and ungqualified aseerticn. It has yat

to be proved that a great majority of the peoplas of thie
county, at this time, are anxious for any othar than the
present locatlon of the public buildings. It is well
knawtsi to the editors of the American that if the poblic
buildingy wete located within the range of their {("onr"™}
intereat, the "rights"™ and convenience of other important
gactions of the eastern "interesta" would be materially
affaected, and sxcept Potsdam and 3 or 4 other remote
towne, be gaenerally unsatisfactnry.23

The inhabitants of Canton were also working to have the county ssat

roemoved to their town, and an ancoymous writer to the St. Lawrence

Gazette used an ingenious pretext to express his irrictation at that

town's invidlous achaming:

Mepsgrs. Editors -

When one is vexed, you know it is very necessary for
the restoration of peace to hie mind, to scold somebody.
Mow I do not mean to scold you, but the people of Canton.
Travelling the other day through their village, and
supposing I was pursuing the Turnpike to Ogdensburqgh,
ere I wacg aware I found mpself in the midst of a broken-
down causeway with my horse up to his knees in mud, near
the village of DeKalb. When 1 lesarned my mistake, I
found that many others, for want of a Guide-Board where
the road parts just this gide of Canton, had shared the
same misfortune. Really - . . cne doea wall to be
anqry when he finds himself thus bolted pevan or eight
miles cut of his way through the negligence of town
wfficeras. 1 could not but think that a Guide-Board
would be vastly more useful tcthers than a Court-House;
though I confess I said in my haste, that pecple BO
negligent ought to have a court-house brought to
them—-or they brought to a court-house.

Amidat this growing contentiousness, town delegates gathered at
conventions in October to nominate candidates for the New York Assembly.

T™wo rival sets of candidates emerged, and each launchad a vigorous

campaign to sway the electorate toward its respective platform. By



153.
this time Canton had taken the lead among the inland towns contending
for the county seat, and the candidates against removal, Jason Fenton
and Phineas Attwater, arqued that constructing new facilities in
Canton would be inexpedient bacauae of the "great expendlitures and
heavy taxes consequent upon that measure." Although some of the
interinr towna wera nearsar Canton than Ogqdeneburg, Fenton and Attwater
inaisted that the inhakitants of saveral of theae towna had much rather
go to Ogdensbarg than Canton, because their husineas and mercantile
concerng regquire them occasicnally to wvisit that place.” MNonatheless,
the major plank offered hy thege candidates called for the formation of
a hew county from St. Lawrence., Waes 50 much discord necessary, thay
wondered? Emphasizing the "constant conflict” that existed between the
"Eastern and Western parts of the county in relation to thelr roads
and other local interests,.” they concluded that "all this collision
and unfriendly interest would be avolded by a division." Let each
part have lt= owm couanty seat.zﬁ

Desplite the strong campaign mounted by Fenton and ARttwater, the
candidates for removal, Moses Rawley and Jabez Willis, smarged
victorious from the Novembar election by a margin of 785 votes. As
the election returne in Table 55 suggest, seven of the 22 towne voted
overwhelmingly against remowal of the county seat (division ticket].
Mine towns woted splidly for removal (central location ticket]. And
in six of the towns the electorate wvoted narrowly in faver of the
central location ticket, 1,008 to 860 votes,?P

Geographically, the votes of the towns indicate more than simply
an east-west division. Figure 15 discloees that the seven towns

solidly against removal formed a tier that follewsd the 5t. Lawrence



Towns

Hamwond
Morristown
Oawegatchie
Lisbon
Horfolk
Louisville
Massana

Depeyster
De Ealb
Canton
Potsdam
Edwards
Russell
Fierrepant
Parishville
Hopkinton

Madrid
Brasher
Stockholm
Gouvertiallr
Fowler

Rossie

1827 ELECTION RETURNS FOR ASSEMBLYMEN

TABLE 35

Diviglon Ticket

Fenton Attwater

115
a1
370
166
201
105
200

42

2
45
44

123

o4
112
104
121

58

111
183
360
165
199
102
200

141
54
114
10

Coentral Location Ticket

Rowley Willis

a5
118
350
531
T2
29
121
152
162

136
13
114
118
98

41

121
152
12

159
15
115
27
58

10

154.
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Fiver along the county's northare border. The nine towna voting substan-—
tlally for removal of the county seat made up an intericr block scuth
and goutheast of Oswegatchie, Of the towne which voted narrowly for
remaoval (ses Table 5&8), Brasher and Stockholm adjoined the southarn
borders of Massena and Norfolk reapectively, Gouverneur was immedlately
sough of Morristown, and Fowler was south of Souverneur. Madrid was
the only town in this category which bordered on the 5t. Lawrence River,
And Rossie, which gave a close margin againat remowal, lay south of
Harmond and west of Gouverneur.

Percelving the election of 1827 as the mandate it was waiting for,
the assembly acted quickly in December on a petition drawn up by
thoge who wanted th= county seat removed., The petiticon wae sent to
the Senate on January 18, 1828, and even though strong oppositicon to

removal continued, ten days later the assambly passed An Act, establiah-

ing the location of Court House and other Public Buildings in St, Lawrence

County. The law provided for the appointment of three disinterested
commissioners "to examine, determine, and fix upon, the proper site

for the erection of a new court house, gapl, and clerk’s office, in

and for the county of S5t. Lawrence,"” Lespg than a month later the editor
of the Canton Advertiper and St. Lawrence Republican happlly asserted

that:

it must be a matter of high Eelicitation to the friends
of canter location., and generally to thecitizens of

this county, that our delegation in the legislature have
acted upon /the’ subject /fof removal? fully up to the
measpres which they had given thelr constitgents a

right to expect of them. They have beean partial to no
particular place for a new aite, but have ehdeavored to
have the law Bo framed as to do equal justice to every
part of the county. 1t only remains now for the
comnissioners, whom the act appointe, to coma into the
county and Fix the site where, taking into conslderation
ite roads, its populaticn, and the prospect of immediate



Towna

Hammo nd
Morriastown
Oawegatchlie
Lishot
Norfolk
Louisville
Ma=sgena

Depeygtey
De Kalb
Canton
Potedam
Edwards
Russell
Pierrepant
Parishville
Hopkinton

Madrid
Brasher
Stackholm
Gouvernegr
Fowler

Rosaie

PERCENT 1827 RETURNS FOR ASSEMBLYMEN

Division

Ticket

100.0
99.7
30. 6
Bi.0
99.8
98.6

1p0.0Q

2.1

TRELE 56

Central
Location Ticket

-3
2.4
17.0
e 2
1.4

-

£7.9
99. 2
100.0
92.3
70.0
100.0
1o0.0
100.0
10¢.0

56.8
55.0
0. &
5b.0
6.1

43.6

Hargin

3%.4
89.7
&E6.0
99. 6
7.2

35.8
28.4
B5.0
30.0

157,



158.

gettlemant in reference to the terrirory, it shall hast
convena the county at large.

In Auguat 1825 the commiseioners choee Canton as the new location feor
the county seat, and on January 8, 1830, tha firet record was entered
at the clerk's office in Canton's unfinished courthause.Z’

The way in which the courthouee dispute was resolved is indicative
of the political modernization which during the ninsteenth century
occurred in Canton and other Hew York towms. Hot only did the develop-
ment of political parties provide channels for accommedating canflict,
but alss an ingrea=ing legal rationalization hetwesn the town and the
county enakled Canton's towmamen te cope with instances of controveray
as well as routine political operaticns. And the growth of an
intricate courts syetem drew off much conflict which ctherwise would
have bkeen fought out in the town meeting. Hence the rather placid
nature of town meeting politics.

Moreover, political values had changed along with behavior.
Canton's inhabitanta had learned to percelve politics in a new
context of contentiousness. Litigliousness was accepted as the nomm
and townsmen szensed a recipracal relationship between thetiselves as
conetituents and thelr elected officlals--a relationship bazed on the
premise of majoritarianiem and the efficacy of influence. Even the
disclaimers against collisicn and unfriendly interest put forth by
candidates Fenton and Attwater were no doubt motivated more by political
ambition than sincere conviction.

At first glance, all this sesms in =strong contrast to politics in
Michaal Zuckerman'’s eighteenth-century Maseachusetts towns like Rutland
and Upton. For east-wing Rutlanders the location ¢f a meetinghoyse had

not been "a matter to be determined by majority vote." And in Upteon



159,

there had been no *"thought of constructing a coaliticn within the
town" to reaolve the problam of relocating the meetinghcusa.
Consensus governed these communities, and “harmony and homogenelty
were the ragular--and required--realities of local life."™ Aiming at
unanimlty. the town meeting sought to avold the problem of coercion by
heading off conflict. The prime purpose of the meeting was distinctly
not to provide "a neutral battleground for the clash of contending
parties or interest qrnups."za
In farct, during the second half of the elghteenth century thare
waE much more contenticuszness in Magsachusetts and other New England
towns than Zuckerman suapects. Evidence suggeats that many New England
towns were beginning to experience a process of political and social
modernization much like that of Canton in the nineteenth century--the
level of intensity determined by type, age, and saize of these towns.
wWhile some towne were by the 1770's undergoling overcrowding, increased
stratification, limited commercial dependency, and a higher incideance
of petitioning their county courts or legislative assemblies, cother
smaller and more isolated towns had sustained fewer of these changes.29
Yet, if Puckerman undereptimates the amount of conflict in his
towng, it is because he places primary emphasia on goals and values
rather than behavior. Ewen though pelitical behavior grew more
contenticus in emall agrarian New Englamnd towna than Zuckerman thinks,
values of harmony. conformity, angd congensus had not changed as
rapldly. The formulatlon of a new ethic lagged behind changing
political behavior. Probably in many self-contained towns ideoloqgy
had changed little by the 1770's. Indeed, the zeal with which townasmen

in Rutland and Upton clung to consensual valueg may have been a reaction
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to tha very real escalation of politically contentious behavior. In
Hew Engqland county townsa and cities, however, both a new set of peolitical
practices and a new athic aspousing pluraliem, toleration, and
majoritarianism had emarged by the eve of the Revoluticn. For the
inhabitants of these towne the Revolution and its attendant republican
ideology acted as a catalyst. In towns which had seen little change,
the Revolution served a much more creative function.3?
The Merican Revolution also did much to medernize pelitics in
New York State. Of courege, from the beginning there had been a closer
leqal relationship between towns and counties in the Middle Colonies
than in New England. In this senge local politics in Bew York had
always been more modern. Hevertheless, the charactaey of palitica in
Canton owed a debt to eighteenth-century Hew England. From Connecticut
and Massachuastts a generatlon of settlers moverd on to Yermont. 2And
from post-revolutionary Yermont ancther generation of pioneers poured
into Horthern New York towns, transporting theilr ideological baggage
with them. Surely the townsmen who gathered at Canton's first town
meapting in 1806 andergtood--ag had Hathan Ford in a philosophical
moment a year sarlier--that disaension ™is a fatalicy to human nature,

and we must not expect to be exempt from 1t.“31



CHAFTER VIIL

SOCIAL STRUCTURE AND FOLITICAL POMER

If during the ninetesnth century political relaticnshipe between
Canton and both St. Lawrence County and Hew York State changed aa the
town matured, so too did the clrcumstances involving leadership in the
town's elective offices as waell as the characteriatica of those men
chogen to these positions. An analysls of patterns of officeholding
during three succesaive periods of Canton's history demonstrates that
the electoral structure mirrored the political, economlc, and social
modernjzation that the town's inhabitantg weres experiencing,

The first stage begins with the initial town maering in 1806 and
ends with the emergence of Canton as the 5t. Lawrence county seat in
1830. During this periad the town's popalation was almost completely
homogeneous, and itz subsistence economy was graduvally transformed as
trading contacts began with other towns in the county and with other
parts of New York State. The second stage covers the yvears from 1831
to 1855, Although the town remained primarily rural-agrarian, a more
heterpgenecus population as well as an increasing diversity of
ccoupations and a greater awarenesgs of community characterized these
vears, The third stage spans the vears from 1BR6 to 188G, During
thie period the development of communications and the arrival of the
railroad meant that an increasing awarenases of the larger world

paralleled the growth of community, A&And Canton began to experience an

1al.
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econpmic tranaformation toward commercial dairy farming as trade
contacts widened. Moreover, this third period saw the emergence of a
diatinet thouygh not intenee stratification in tearms of wealth. It is
poasible, utlilizing these three segments of time, to compare precisely
the patterns of office-helding during each quarter-century as the town
witnegsed political, economic, and social change.

Flret, however, 1t i=s necesgary to describe the structura of
Canton town government amd the powers and duties of the leaders who
held these officer, At the initilal town meeting of 1806, with Stillman
Fecote acting as moderator, the free-holders and inhabitants elected
Canten'’s first group of offigers. Stilliman Foote and James Parkill
ware elected supervisor and town clerk reapectively, William pPerry,
Thomas Olin, and George Faote were elected assessors. Mason Foote
was chosen to perve as conatable and collector. Daniel Walker and John
Farwell were elected overseers of the poor. Hext tha meeting designated
three gommigsioners of highways and 10 overseers of highways. Finally,
Fetor Brown, William lemon, and Jonathan Day were chosen as fance
viewers, and Stillman Foote and Feter R. Leonard were elected pound
masters.,

In suksaguent years the Hew York legislature created new affices
which resulted in an increasing specialization of function amang
Canten's cfficers., Hence in 1813 the townemen voted for common school
commissicnera for the firat time. A year later they elected the town's
first inspectors of commen gchocls, In 1820 the meeting hegan ta elect
townemen to two new offices: commissioners of public lands and sealer
of weighte and measures. In 1830 the Canton town meeting exercised

for the first time its legal right to choose justices of the peace, and
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in 1843 the townamen began to express thalr preferences for inspectors
cf alection. At the 1850 meeting the votars elected a plank roads
commigaloner. And in 1875 and 1876 the town began to elect exclas
comnlagioners and town auditors respectiv&ly.z

The fact that the New York legislature abolished soma of thege
offices indicates its search for a more raticnal ayatem of town
government. In 1844 the office of commissicners of common schools
wag terminated and raplaced by & superintendent of common schooals.

The superintendent probably assumed the functione of the inepectors
of common schooles as well, for the legislature also terminated that
office in 1844. Apparently having become uselesa or obaclete, the
cffice of trustees of public lands was ended in 1846, and in 1856
and LBE2 the officea of superintendent of common schools and plank
roads commisaianer respectively were ahulished.]

The profile of afficers elected by Canton's townsmen and ths powers
and dutieg of those officers differed in some ways from that of
eighteenth-century Mew England towns, and the differences often reflected
the clogser legal relationahip betwsen the town and county that existed
in ninsteenth-century Hew ¥York State. Uniike many New England towne,
Canton woters did not elect a moderator annually. Although Stillman
Foote was elected moderator at the firgt town meeting, thereafrer no
mention of this office appears in the town minuteg, Instead, justices
of the poace acted as preaiding officers at the town's subsequent meet-
inga. In that capacity the justices maintained order at the meetings,
enforced all town meeting rules, and supervised the election
cf town officers. The justices alsc administered caths of office to

town officlals and received notification from duly appointed or elscted
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officers who rafused to aerve., In addition, the justices, along with
the gupervieor and the town clerk, met annually an the Tussday before
the regular town meeting ard formed a board of aunditors for examining
the accounts of the overssers of tha poor, the commisaiocners of common
garhocls, and commiersioners of highways. oOn that game day the Justicen
and the town clerk audited the accountg of the Canton supervisor.
Canton's Juatices also held regular courts in the town, having jurisdic-
tion in actions of debt, covanant, Ascumpsit, and trespass in sums not
axceading 551}.4

But the justices of the peace were ap much county officials as
they were town officials. hnd although they were elected by tha
towns after 1846, they gontlnued to exercise jurisdiction throughont
the county. Hence, justices of the peace =mat with county judges and
assistant justices of the supreme court te held courts of common pleas
and genaral sessiong, And in 1846 juetices of the peace were empowered
to sit with the county judge in courte of session having criminal
jurisdiction.>

Also unlike Mew England towns, there i=s no mention of selactmen
in canton'e town minutes. Wejther i3 there any reference to a town
agent or treasurer. Rather, in Canton and other New York towns,
the supervisor carried cut duties similar to each of these Waw England
town officiala. The supervisor recelved town fundse, pald daebts charged
against the town, and was responsible for defending the town against all
litigation, The supervisor was also guardian of orphans to be bound
out, and made sure that deaf and dumb children were sent to proper
institutions. ©Qther duties included serving as a member of the town's

board of voter registration and board of assesement, surveying the
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boundaries of the town whenever the surveyor genaral zo directed him,
approving official bonds of justices and commigsicners of highwaya,
ordering out inhabltants to asaist in combating forest fires, and
aiding the town clerk in preparing military recnrds.ﬁ

The most important duty of the supervisor, however, was serving
as the town's representative on the county board of supervisors, When
the Canton sypervisor attended the annual meeting of the board, he
carried a list of the town's taxable property furnished by the town
board of asgessment. On the bagie of that list the supervisors
datarmined the amount of tax to be levied on the town. The super-
visor also presented to the board of supervisors all account= againat
the town as wall as coples of town meeting decisions regarding funds
to be raised in Canton. And the Canton town meeting requested the
supervisor to use his influence with the board concerning other mﬂttﬁrﬂ.?

Becausa of the important powers of the Canton justices of the
peace and the =supervigsor, they can be classified among the town's
highest level officers. Other top-level officers include the town
clerk, ccrmigsioners of highways, commissioners of common schools, and
trusteas of public landz. Like thoge elected in Mew England towns,
the clerk kept all recordzs of the town including statistics of births,
marriages, and deaths. As secretary at the town meeting, he entered all
proceedings, rules=s, and regulations of the meeting in the town minute
book., The town clerk was also responsible for nmotifying the county
clerk of all constakles elected by the town, and he served as secretary
at meetings of the coatmi==jcners of common schaals.a

While the commissioners of highways, commissioners of comman

schools, and trustees of public lands had no counterparts in
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eighteanth=century Hew Englamd towns, these officera exerciased broad
powera. The commlasioner=s of highways were authorized to divide the
town intc road districts, to requlate the bullding of recade and bridgesa
in each digtrict, to assign such districts to inhabitantes liable to
do recad work, and to appolnt overseere of highways to replace those
refusing to serve. In additijon, the commjsslonarz gave a written
report on road finances to the annual meeting of the town auditors
and delivered a statement to the town supervisor requesting funds
neaded for improving or constructing new reoads and bridges. In a
similar fashion, the commissioners of common Bchools divided the town
into school districts, received fundas from the county treasurer,
appartioned such funds among the achool districts, and made annual
reports to the county clerk concerning school affaire. The trustees of
puiblic lands, as their title suggests, managed land owned by the tﬂwn.g

The middle level of Canton's officeholders conslsts of apsessors,
collector, constables, lnspectors of common achools, inspectors of
electicon, and overmeers of the poor. The assesscors, like listers in
some New England towns, assessed both real and personal property for
purpeses of town taxation and entered all wvaluaticne in the assessment
ralls., Although the county board of supervisors determined the final
equalization of local taxeg, the assessors were required to meest
annually with the town supervisor tao form a board of aspessment for
checking the tax rolls and making any corrections. After correct
asspssments had been made, it was the collector's job to make sure that
all taxes were paid. Up to 1H1B the Canton constables alsc served as
collectaras. After that date, however, constables served primarily as
ministerial agents of the justices of the peace. as such, they could

make arrests, aubpoena witnesses, and carry out judgments of the court,
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The constakbles wers alsoc respenaible for poating all electicn noticea.
Inspectors of common schoole vimjited the town's cormon schools annually
and reported on comditions there, The lhapectors alsac examined
progpactive teachers and determined whether they were gualified to
teach in the echools. Similarly, the inspectors of electicn made
sure that all election procedures in the town were carried ocut legally.
The oversecers of the posr looked after pauvpers needing temporary
relief and decided which of thelr charges should be sent to the county
pocrhousa.lD

Fence viewers, pound masters, sealer of weights and measures, and
overseera of highways make up the lowest level of Canton's officeholdars.
Although the duties of most of these officers are described by their
titles, a few comments are necessary. Working under the close control
of the cemmisricners of highway, the overseers supervised the construc—
tion and repalr of roads and bridges in their districts and warned all
persons liable for road work. In 1815, when the office of fence viewer
was abolished, the overseers of highways also asgumed the duties of fence
viewere. In that capacity they enforced regqulations concerning height
and repair of Fences and arbitrated disputes over the location of
fences. As mantioned above, the office of sealer of weights and measures
did not kegin until IHZG+11

Againet this background of the nature of Canton town government
and the powers and duties of its elected officlals, what was the
pattern of officeholding for all three levels of officers? How wide
wag agcess to these nffices? Were all offices equally accessible?

What was the rate of turhover in each office? What were the social

and economic characteristice of those men whe held them? How
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important wera family connections ih influencing or parhaps assuring
election to office?

As Tabhle 57 indicates, a small group of men held the highest level
affices during the years from 1806 to 18130, totaling 77 officeholders.
But since 16 individuals held more than one top-level office, the total
of 77 is misleading. Actually, only 56 different names appear among the
higheat level officers, representing 10 percent of the adult male
population based on the 1830 census.lz In the middle-level there were 3
total of 95 gfficeholders. In this level also 16 men occuplad mere than
one position. Hence, ohly €68 men held middle-level offices, and they
represzent 12 parcent of the adult males. However, a much larger group
of men served in the lower-level offices. Taking into account the fact
that 31 of the 120 total cfficeholders occupied more than one lower-levael
office, there were 281 different names, making up 4% percent of the adult
male population.l?

Rates of turnover reveal dimilarities hetween the top and middle-
level sffices. 1In both strata there were slow and rapid rates of turn-
over. For example, while the average number of terms of the supervisor
and town claerk was 4.17 and 2.78 respectively, the average number haeld
by the common school commissioners wa=s only 1.74. The rate of turnover
of the commissioners of highways (2.42 termg) fell in bhetween. The mean
turnover for all four top-level officers waa 2.78 terms.

Somewhat simllar rates of turnover characterized two of the middle-
leve] officers. The average number of terms for the collector and the
ovargeers of the poor was 4.32 and 1.57 respectively. The fastest rate
of turnover occurred among the inspectore of common schools, those

officers serving an average of only 1,69 terms. The assezaors and
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TABLE 57

CANTON TOWN OFFICES,

1806-1R130
Tatal Ba, of I wf Tokal
. cf Avecnge Wo. of  Terss for 3 Torns hald
Diflerene Terma For Limgunt By 1 Lengane
fa, al Tecma Offlashcldera DTicebaldste ifleehaldars Dificakelidern

Top Level

Supervisor 25 & 4.17 19 7B
Town Clerk 25 ) 2.78 15 [£]#]
Commissioners of

Highways 75 31 2.42 19 25
Commissloners of

Common Schocle 54 3l 1.74 15 30

Middle Lewvel

Asgesaors T4 28 2.64 il 42
Caollector 26 E 4.33 21 Al
Congtakles 40 15 2.67 24 =10
Inspectors of

Common Schools 54 32 l.g% 14 26
Ovorgeors of the

Poor RO 14 .57 26 52

Lowaer Level

Fence Viewers 33 la 2.08 11 Kk
Pound Masters -] 29 2.21 1A 28
Sealer of Weights

and Mepsures 11 B 2.20 e a2

Cvaraeersg of
Highways ha8 270 2.21 31 5
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constakles held terms avaraging a littla over two and a half years. And
the mean rata for all five middlae-level officers was 2.98 tarms. Hence
theae officere displayed a slightly slower rata of tornover than did
thoge at the top lavel.

Ratee of turnover for the lower-level officers were higher, although
not extremely po. The overseers of highways and the pound masters
showed the slowest turnover with an average of only 2.21 terms each.

The sealer of weights and measures exhibited nearly the same turnover
with 2.20 terms. Fence viewers served an average cof 2.06 terma. And
the mean rate of turnover for all four lower-level officers was 2.17
tErma.

Data an multiple officenolding across levels indicates that a small
group of cfficeholdars were elected to a broad array of inter-level
positions. ©Of the 112 individuals holding office during Stage I, there
ware 66 such multiple officehalders, or Just over 21 percent of all
ufficars.14 Table 5B provides the profile of afficehelding among the
86 men. Fiwve top-level officers, or 7.6 percent of the group, also
held positions at the middle level. For esxample, the town meeting choege
Silas Baldwin, Jr. to serve as commissionzr of common schools and ae
inspector of common schools, And Zuriel Waterman was alected town
clerk. commissicner of common schools, and assessor. Seventeen top-
leval officers, or 25.8 percent, held additicnal positionz at the lower
leval. Hence, William Richardson eerved as commissionsr of highways,
fence viewer, and overpeer of highways. And Daniel Campbell carried out
his duties aa superviznr, town clerk. pound master, and ssaler of weights
and meagures. Hearly the same number of men, or 22.7 percent of the

group, were elected to both middle and lower-level offices. Included



Qfficers Hoelding
Top and Middle
Poaitions

Officers Holding
Top and Lower
Positions

Officers Holding
Middle and Lower
Positions

Dfficers Holding
Positinne in All
Three Leveals

TABLE &8
INTER-LEVEL OFFICEHOLDERS, 1806-1830
% of All % of All
Inter-level Terms Inter-level

No. of Officers Hald Termna

5 7.6 20 3.4

17 25.8 101 17.2

1% 22.7 92 15.7

25 43,9 74 £1.7

66 100.0 587 100.0

Total:

171.
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in this category waa Timothy Bacon who served as aasseasor, pound master,
and gverseer of highwaya. The largest number of cfficers, however,
were thoae who held peoasitions in all three levels. Twenty-nine men,
or 43.9 percent of the inter-level cfficehclders, were included in this
category. For example, Elijah Baker was elected commlssioner of common
achools, assessor, and overseer of highwaya. And even more striking is
the fact that thare was not a single middle-level officer who 4did
not also hold pogiticns in one or both of the other levels,l?

When all 80 multiple officeholders are compared to the 232 men
holding one offire only (see Table 59), the importance of the former
becomes even more apparent. While those men holding only one position
made up nearly three-fourths of all officers, they held only 39.4 percent
of all terms. This represents a ratic of .%3. But the multiple office-
holdera, although representing only 25.7 percent of all officers, held
60.4 percent of all tecms, for a ratio of 2.35, C{Clearly, a small
group of men held the preponderance of political power in Canton during
its frontier paricd., Moreover, the single officeholdars hald posltione
overwhelmingly at the lower level {see Table &0}). Tndeed, 90.9 percent
of them did eo. And of the six leaders who also served in positions at
the ccunty and atate levela, all were multiple officehnlders.lﬁ

Analysis of famlly relationghips among multiple officeholders
substantiates the more intense concentration of officeholding within
that group, relative to the single officeholders, a2lthough within neither
group were family connections very important in influencing election to
office. While only 15 family surname=s appeared among the multiple
officeholdera, the 3B men representing these famllies held 28.4 percent

of the 490 total offices and 31.2 percent of all 1129 terms. And they



TRELE 59

173.

OFFICERS HOLDING SINGLE AND MOLTIPLE POSITIONS. 180&-1830

Officere Holding
Single Positicon

Officers Holding
Multiple Poaitions
Within One Level

Qff{icers Holding
Fogsitions ACroes

Lavela

Totals

* of All Tarms % of All
Mo, Of Qfficers Held Termg
232 74.4 445 19.4
14 4.5 a7 B.6
a6 21. 2 ER7 2.0
ETES 160.0 1129 100-0
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TABLE &0

OFFICERS HOLDING SINGLE POSITIONS, 1806-1B830

% of A1l
Ho. of Eingle officehclders

Officers Holding
Top-level Position 4 1.7

officers Holding
Middle-level
Pogition 17 7.3

Officers Holding
Lowar-leval
Position 211 9.9

Total: 232 100.0
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furnighed leadarehip in all thraa levels of town government. The 133
man represanting the 45 family surnamea appearing among tha single
officehocldexs held only 27.1 percent of all offices and 23.0 percent
of all terms. However, eight familles contained membera among both
the aingle and multiple officehelders. Therefore, when both groups are
combined a total of 52 families held 55%.5% percent of the offices and
54.2 percent of the terms. And the tep nine {17 percent of the total)
families gerved 28 percent of all offices and terms respectively {(aee
Table El:ll.'l'."|

In the absance of Canten assesement rolls for the years hefore
1850, it is difficult to compare precisely single and multiple office~
holders with reapect to wealth. Fortunately, a cadastral map of the
Harison Tract encompassing one-third of the town has survived. On the
1833 map are included the names of inhabitants livirng in that gsector,
the namkber of acres cccupled, and whether lands ware owned or rented.
By checking the ligst of cfficeholders in both groups with the names on
the tax map, 33 names {41.2 percent) of the multiple officeholders were
found. The names of 53 {22.9 percent) of the gingle officeholdars were
located, While the 33 muiltiple officehclders enjoved an average of
130.6 acres, the 53 single officehalders occupied a mean of only 4.5
acres, Moreover, multiple officehalders were much more likely to own
their land. Imdeed, 70 percent of the multiple cfficeholders pwned all
or part of their land, but only 19 percent of the single officeholders
did so. Thus, the strong impreselon is that multiple officehnlders were
wealthier in terms of real property than were those individuals holding

ong office——at least in one area of the tﬂwn.lB



176.

TARELE bl

FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS IH QOFFICEHOLDING

No. of Ho. of No. of FPamily % Family %
DEfices Terms Dffice- of Rll of All
Held Held holdars Offices Tarfms

Walker 24 79 G 4.9 7.0
0lin 18 34 B 1.7 3.0
Clark 18 29 12 1,7 2.6
Foote 17 31 o 3.5 2.7
Smith 16 49 9 3.3 4.3
Conkey 13 17 ) 2.7 2.3
Baker 12 29 ] 2.4 2.6
Ame A 1aq 15 6 2.0 1.3
Richardson a 13 3 1.6 1.2
Total: 136 316 62 27.8 28.0
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The two groups of officeholdera diffarsd little with regard to age
and nativity. While the average age of a 4l-percent sample of the multiple
pfficehnlders at the time they held first office waas 29.0 years, the mean
age of a 2l-percent sample of the single cfficeholders at the moment
they held thelr first term was 28.9 years. And nativity profiles for
both groups were similar ({sea Table 682}, Reflecting the homogenecus
population that characterized Canton during Stage I, aver 40 percent of
the officeholders in both groups were born In Vermont, and all but one
of them were native born. The exceptlon was Irigh-born William Hatch whe
served as Canton overseer of highways in 122,17
Patterns of afficeheolding during the years from 1831 to 1655
contrasted significantly with those of Stage I. With two additicnal
offices included, the group of men occupying the highest level offices,
totaling 103 officeholders, was larger than that of the first stage
(3es Table 63].20 Yet because 20 individuals held more than cne top-
level office, only 79 different names appear among the hidghest lewvsl
offices. BAnd these 79 leaders represent =ix percent of the adult male
pepulation, contrasted to 10 percent of the adult males during Stage 1.21
The middle-level rategory contains one additional office, that of
inspector of election. In this category there were a total of 172
officeholders. Since 30 men held more than one middle-level position,
135 individuale occupied middle-~level offices, repreasenting 11 percent
of the adult male population as compared to 12 percent in Stage I.22
In apite of the fact that the Stage II category of lower-level
affices contains one less office than Stage I, the number of cEficeholders

increased dramatically. In the total of 640 officeholders 632

different names appear, making up 30 percent of the adult males as
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TABIE &2

HATIVITY OF MULTIPLE AND SIHGLE OFFICEHOLDERS

Ho. born in Fercent herm in

Multiple Officeholdaers (40 percent sample}

Vermant 14 43.8
Massachusatts 9 281
New York 5 15.4
Connacticut ] 9.4
New Hampshire 1 3.1

Taotal: 3z 190.0

gingle Cfficeholders {20 percent sample)

Vermont 20 42.6
Hassachusetts 14 29.8
New York 1 2.1
Connectlout 8 17.0
Hew Hampshire 3 E.4
Ireland 1 2.1

Total: 47 100.0
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CANTON TOWHM OFFICES,

179.

1831-1855
Tetdl No, uf ¥ al Tolal
. of Avaraga ¥o. ol Tarna Tor } Terne hald
Ditlacang Tarma lor Tangenk by 3 Longast
Ao, uf Turm OFClasboldecy [(fiicaboldurg Ol icehaldare Qillcaboldera
Top Leval
Superviesor 258 10 2.580 12 38
Town Clerk 25 7 1,57 16 64
Commlasioners of
Highways al iz 2,53 19 24
Superintendent of
Comnon Schools 51 25k 1.96 17 13
Trustees of Public
Landsg 46 11 4.18 23 o4
Juetices of the
Peace 108 17 &, 35 iz ino
Middle Lewvel
ASgesEar a2 i1 2.65 20 24
Coliector 25 B 3.13 20 g0
Constables 110 4z 2.62 io 27
Inspectors of
Common Schools 1? 17 2,18 14 B
Overseers of tha
Poor 49 15 3.2 9 L0
Inspectors of
Election 117 549 1.98 24 21
Lower Lewvel
Pound Macsters i b 1.33 5 63
Sealer of Weighte
and Measures 25 8 3.13 1& 64
Ooverseers of
Highways 13134 626 2.13 iz 2



180,
compared to 49 percent in Stage 1.23 Clearliy, if cpportunitiea to held
top and middle-level cffices were declining, one's chance of serving 1in
a lowsr-level office were greater, eapecially aince the rapid expansion
of roads in Canton required the electjion of additjonal oversaera of
highways.

A in Stage I the lower-level officers showed the fasgtegr rate of
turnover (2,20 termsa), but there were also differences. While in Stage
I the middle-level offlicers diaplayed the slowest averaqge rate of
turnover, in Stage II it was the top-level officerg who exparienced the
aslowest rate of turnover, averaging just cover three ang cne-half term=
per cfficeholder. Thus top-level officers were not only becoming more
eMclusgive dJuring this second jeriocd, but also those men =lected to top-
level poeltions could expect to serve longar than in any other lewvel.
In contrast, lower-level positions were far more numerous than those
at the top, but officers serving in this level held the shorteat terma.

Data cn muleiple officeholding acroes levels indicates that a
pattern of excluniveness was also emerging among the ranks of thome
officers glacted to inter-level positions. OF the 712 individuals
holding office during Stage II, there were 107 such inter-lewvel office-
holdere, or 1% parcent of gll cfficere. A= we have aeen, 1n S5tage I
there were &6 inter-level officeholders, and they compased 2?1 percent
of all officera. Henee in this second stage inter-level afficehalders
were proportionally fewer in number, yet they held a greater proportion
of terms than did their counterparts in Stagsa I.24 Takle 64 provides
the prafile of officeholding among the 107 men. Thirteen top-level
officers, or 12.1 percent of the group, alsoc held positions at the

middla level. Twenty-£five top-lewval officers, or 23.4 percent, held



Officers Holding
Top and Middle
Foaitions

Dfficere Holding
Top ard Lower
Positions

QOfficers Holding
Middle amd Lower
Paxitians

officers Helding
Positions in All
Three Levels

131]

TARLE &4
INTER-LEVEL OFFICEHCLDERS, 1B11-1855
» of all % of ALl
Inter-leval Terms Intar-level
No. of afficers Hald Tarms
13 12.1 a7 11.0
2D 23.4 161 14,2
40 7.4 239 21.1
£9 27.1 1] 43.7
107 100.1 2R3 lo0.0

Total:
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additicnal poaiticna at the lower lavel. However, 40 officers, or
17.4 percent of the group, hald officas in both the middle and lower
lavela. And only 29 officers, or 27.1 percent of the inter-level
officeholders, were electad to popitions in all three levels, Yat
theae 29 men held proportionally more terms than did their 78 contempo-
raries holding the cther comblnations of offices. In addition, they
held proportionally more terms than 414 their counterparts In Stage 1.25

A compariszon of multiple officeholders to the 593 men holding ane
office only reveals more clearly the concentration of political power
among the former {see Table 65}, Single officehalders made up 83.3
percent of all officers and they held 54.9 percent of all terms. This
represents a slight increase in the proporticn of terms held by aingle
officeholders, While the ratio of percent of single officers to the
percent of terms they held was during this period .66, the ratic during
Stage I was .23. In additicn, the percent of single officeholdersg
gervirg in positions at the lower lewvel declined alightly, 90.4 percent
as compared to 90.9% percent in Stage I [sea Table 66). And of the 14
town officers who also served In positions at the county and state
levelg, five, or 36 percent, were gingle officeholders. But the multiple
officeholders, although representing only 1&.7 percent of all officers,
held 45.1 percent of all terma, for 2 ratlo of 2.70 as compared to A
ratic of 2.36 in Stage I. 1In spite of the small gqains in political
power made hy the singleofficeholders during Stage II, the preponderance
of power wielded by the 119 multiple officeholders was greater atill.IE

Family relatjonships during Stage II were less important overall
in influencing election to office., While only 26 family surnames

appeared among the multiple officeholders, the 64 men representing thess



TRELE 65

OFFICERS HOLDING SINGLE AND MULTIPLE POSITIONS,

Officers Holding
S5ingle Position

Officers Holding
Multiple Positions
Within One Lewvel

Officers Holding
Fositicns Across

Levels

Tatal;

Ho, of

593

12

107

712

1831-18%55%
% of All Terms % af All
fficers Hald Termns
831.13 1165 54.9
1.7 75 3.5
15.0 HHE3 41.6
10G.49 2123 10G.0

183.



OPFICERS HOLDING

officers Holding
Top-level Poaiticon

Dfficers Holding
Middle-level

Pogiticon
Officers Holding
Lower-level

Poaition

Total:

TABLE GG

SINGLE POSITIONS, 1831-1B55

% of All

No. of 5ingle Officeholders
12 2.0
45 T.6
536 0.4
593 100.0

1484,
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families held 18.5 percent of the total of 520 offjces and 25.2 parcant
of all 2,123 terms. Although the propertion of both offices and terms held
by multiple afficaholding familiess was laas than it had heen in Stage I,
in this second stage the influence of family connectione was still more
intense among the multiple officeheldere than among those serving in one
office only. Amcng the cingle officeholding familiee the proportion of
offices held was less than it had been in Stage I. And thege 107 families
aleoc Eerved proporticnally Fewer torms than did the 45 singla officeholding
families in the First atage. When both groups are combined (18 famjilies
containad menbers among both the single and multiple officeholdera) a
total of 115 families held anly 54.9 percent of the offices and &0.4
percent of all terms, propeorticnally moch less than that of Stage 1. But
the top 20 (17 percent of the total) famjlies held 2B.3 percent of all
offices and 34.2 percent of all terms {see Table 67), a zlight increase
over that of the same percent of top families in Stage I.z?

Bknalysis of wealth suggests that multiple officeholders during
Stage II were wealthier than single officeholder=, as wers multiple
officeholders during Stage I. Although it 15 impossible to determine
the comparative wealth of multiple and single officehclders at the time
they held office, those men who continued to live in the town were listed
on the 1860 federal census schedule which contains data onr both real and
persanal property. Thirty-six men, or 30 percent of the multiple office-
holders, and 107, ar 18 percent of the single officeholders, were found
on the census. While the average walue of real and personal property of
the former was 5G,H89, the single officeholdera averaged only %4,.719 in
real and personal property, a difference of §2,170. Clearly, as of

1860, those men whe held multiple offices were much wealthier than those



Clin
Clark
Emith
Barher
Conkey
Johneon
Fage
Barnes
Ames
Moody
Sanford
Fenton
Barrows
Cahoon
Wright
Boynton
Heaton
Cooke
Shepherd
Br owTl

Total;

FAMILY RELATIONSHIFS

TABLE &7

In OFFICEBEOQOLDTHNG

Ho. of Ho. of Ho. of Family % Family %
Offices Tarms Office- of All of All
Held Held holders Dffices Tarmns
i1 N 20 3.4 3.6
30 82 20 3.3 3.9
20 49 lg 2.2 2.3
19 43 13 2.1 2.0
1la 46 13 1.7 2.2
15 36 12 1.6 1.7
i3 27 £ 1.4 1.3
12 34 ¥ 1.3 1.6
12 a5 G 1.1 1.6
10 25 i 1.1 1.4
9 40 & 1.0Q 1.9
9 34 4 1.0 1.6
G 45 3 1.0 2.1
G 29 2 1.9 1.4
a 21 6 .4 1.0
B 18 b -G a3
7 29 5 .8 1.4
K a2 5 . B 1.0
7 14 . | .B T
o 14 o .7 7
257 724 164 28.3 4.2

1846,
















































































































































































































































