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Summit Preserve: The University  
of Vermont’s Unprecedented 1859 
Purchase of the Summit of Mount 
Mansfield

. . . Therefore am I still
A lover of the meadows and the woods
And mountains; and of all that we behold
From this green earth; of all the mighty world.
  William Wordsworth
  (“Tintern Abbey,” lines 107–110)

By RobeRt A. Mello

n 1859, at a time when the University of Vermont was experienc-
ing financial difficulty, it paid a substantial sum of money to pur-
chase the summit of Mount Mansfield and accepted responsibility 

for preserving the unusual vegetation on the summit in its natural state 
for posterity.  The decision was both remarkable and unprecedented, 
yet there are no documents explaining the reasons why the university 
agreed to take this action.  This article will attempt to ascertain what 
motivated the university to purchase the Mansfield summit and agree 
to preserve its unique flora by exploring the historical circumstances 
surrounding the purchase and the views and goals of the university’s 
leadership.  The article concludes that the university had good educa-
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tional reasons to purchase the summit in 1859 on the terms agreed to 
because:  the summit contained important geological evidence and a 
community of unusual plants of considerable interest to the univer-
sity’s natural history students and faculty; Mansfield’s sublime beauty 
and panoramic views were seen by university leadership as having a 
power to inspire reverence in and teach students lessons of “high and 
holy meaning”; and if the university had failed to purchase the summit 
when it did, there was a risk that the summit would have fallen into the 
hands of a group of out-of-state investors seeking to capitalize on the 
mountain’s lucrative summit tourist trade.  The article concludes with 
a discussion of the importance of the university’s decision 165 years 
ago to purchase and preserve the summit for posterity.  

the SuMMit

The summit of Mount Mansfield in northern Vermont is a special 
place.  At 4,393 feet in elevation at its highest point, Mansfield is Ver-
mont’s tallest mountain.  Its summit consists of three peaks connected 
by a long ridge, extending from the “Forehead” (3,940 ft.) at its south-
ern end to the “Chin” (4,393 ft.) at its northern end, with the “Nose” 
(4,060 ft.) in between.  To traverse the summit, one must hike a dis-
tance of two miles.1  Because the summit ridge is almost entirely above 
tree line, the views from the summit are dramatic and panoramic.  From 
the Chin on a clear day one can see not only Lake Champlain nestled in 
the valley below, but also the High Peaks of the Adirondacks in New 
York to the west, Montreal’s Mount Real in Canada to the north, the 
Presidential and Franconia Ranges of New Hampshire to the east, and a 
chain of Green Mountain peaks extending for miles to the south.  Ex-
cept for hiking trails and a few communications towers and associated 
buildings, the summit remains largely undisturbed by human 
development.    

What makes the summit of Mount Mansfield most extraordinary, 
however, is that it is home to a 250-acre meadow of rare plants usually 
found only in the Arctic and on a few other high-elevation peaks in 
northern New York, northern New England, and eastern Canada, in-
cluding Bigelow’s sedge, Highland rush, Greenland sandwort, Alpine 
bilberry, and Black crowberry.  This meadow is a tiny remnant of the 
Arctic vegetation that covered the northeastern United States some 
10,000 years ago, following the retreat of the last Ice-Age glaciers.2  
These tundra plants in turn support a small number of rare insects, such 
as the boreal long-lipped tiger beetle and the yellow-banded bumble 
bee.   Just one other peak in Vermont, Camel’s Hump (4,083 ft.) with a 
ten-acre alpine meadow, supports such a community of rare plants.3     
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Few plants and insects can survive the harsh conditions found above 
tree line in our northern mountains, and for the few that do, life remains 
tenuous at best.  Because these plants are so small and fragile, they are 
also quite vulnerable to damage by foot traffic and development.  
Therefore, they need to be protected from human activity if they are to 
be preserved.  Part of the reason these plants have done as well as they 
have on Mount Mansfield is that the University of Vermont in 1859 
decided to purchase the summit and assume responsibility for preserv-
ing it in its natural state.  

the PuRchASe

In 1859, two men claimed to own the summit of Mount Mansfield.  
John B. Wheeler of Burlington owned large tracts of timberland on the 
western side of the mountain, including those portions of the summit 
located in the town of Underhill.  William H. H. Bingham of Stowe 
owned large tracts of timberland on the eastern side of the mountain, 
including the parts of the summit in the town of Stowe.  Bingham also 
owned the Summit House, a small hotel for tourists located about 300 
feet below the summit in the vicinity of the Nose.4  In late September 
1859, Wheeler and Bingham signed deeds conveying nearly the entire 
summit to the “Corporation of the University of Vermont.”5  According 
to the deeds, Wheeler and Bingham each received $1,000 from the uni-
versity for the land.  

The closing on the sale took place in Burlington on September 30, 
1859.  Wheeler and Bingham were present; the university was repre-
sented by its president, Rev. Calvin Pease, and its treasurer, Nathan S. 
Hill.  At the closing, Bingham signed a deed, which Wheeler witnessed 
and notarized, conveying to the university a 400-acre strip of land con-
stituting the summit of the mountain.  Bingham’s deed contained the 
following remarkable provision:  

The said Corporation by accepting this deed agree & it is a Condition of 
this grant that no timber growing trees or undergrowth on said tract shall 
be cut down set on fire or used on the above land conveyed except such as 
may be necessary for the clearing for the erection of buildings for scien-
tific purposes.  Also that said land above conveyed shall not be leased or 
sold for purposes other than for the erection of necessary buildings for 
scientific purposes and their legitimate use by said Corporation.

Bingham included another provision in the deed reserving the right 
to return to the summit for the purpose of “rendering said Mountain at-
tractive to visitors.”6  Wheeler had signed a similar deed two days ear-
lier, which stated that the conveyance of the summit was made on the 
condition that “the summit of said Mountain shall at all times be free 
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for the access of visitors . . . excepting such portions of said tract as the 
said Corporation may use for the purposes of an observatory or Obser-
vatories or for scientific purposes.”7   In return for these deeds, Hill 
signed a perpetual lease agreement, which Pease witnessed, in which 
the university conveyed back to Bingham a twenty-acre strip of land in 
the vicinity of the Nose, which guaranteed that Bingham, his business 
partners, and hotel guests would have continued access to the summit 
in the future.8   

The wording of the deeds was somewhat clumsy, but the parties’ in-
tent was clear.  The summit was to be preserved in its wilderness state 
except for the construction of buildings needed by the university for 
scientific or observatory purposes.  No timber, trees, or undergrowth 
could be cut down, burned, or used for any other purpose.  In addition, 
the summit was to remain available to visitors, including Bingham’s 
hotel guests and other members of the public.  

Two thousand dollars was a substantial amount of money in 1859, 
especially for land on a mountain top that could not be developed or 
used except for very limited purposes.  Indeed, half that amount of 
money could have purchased a house and lot in Burlington then.9  

Moreover, the university was experiencing significant financial diffi-
culties in 1859.  The nation had suffered a financial panic in late 1857, 
as a result of which many banks and businesses failed.  In his August 3, 
1858, report to the university’s board of trustees, President Pease noted, 
“The remarkable financial embarrassments of the Autumn and Winter . . . 
[are] making it difficult to collect our dues and consequently to make 
our payments.”10  The payments that the university was having diffi-
culty making included the salaries of its officers and professors; as of 
August 1, 1860, the university owed its professors and staff $6,339.03 
in unpaid salaries, including $186.77 in back pay owed to President 
Pease.11  In light of these circumstances, the university’s decision to 
proceed with the 1859 acquisition is surprising.

The decision also appears to have been unprecedented.  Never before 
had an American educational institution or governmental entity pur-
chased or set aside wild land for the purpose of preserving it in its natural 
state forever.12  The federal government did not take the first step to  
establish wilderness parks in the United States until 1864, when Con-
gress granted Yosemite Valley and its neighboring grove of giant se-
quoias to the State of California “for public use, resort, and recreation . . .  
inalienable for all time.”13  The first national park (Yellowstone) was 
not created until 1872; the Adirondacks of Upper New York State were 
not declared “forever wild” until the 1880s, and the White Mountains 
of New Hampshire did not become a national forest until 1918.  The 
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individuals at the University of Vermont who spearheaded its 1859 ac-
quisition of the Mansfield summit were ahead of their time.    

While the deeds clearly establish what the parties intended to happen 
on September 30, 1859, they do not explain the parties’ motives.  They 
do not explain, for example, why the university would agree to pay 
$2,000 to purchase a mountaintop in 1859, or why the university would 
promise to preserve the summit and its vegetation in their natural state 
for posterity.  Yet the deeds appear to be the only writings that the par-
ties created to document the transaction.  No public announcement or 
press release mentioned the university’s purchase of the summit.  If 
President Pease ever requested or received written permission from the 
university’s board of trustees to proceed with the purchase, there is no 
record of it.  The records of the board of trustees make no mention of 
the acquisition or even that it was under consideration.  Pease’s corre-
spondence and diary make no mention of the acquisition, either.  

Hence, any attempt to explain what motivated the university to pur-
chase the Mansfield summit must take into account not only the lan-
guage of the deeds but also the circumstances under which they were 
signed, and what we can surmise about the university’s institutional 
purposes and goals from what is known about its leadership.

the leAdeRShiP

 There are no documents identifying the individuals at the university 
who participated in approving the acquisition, other than Pease, who 
attended the closing with the univer-
sity’s treasurer and signed off as a 
witness on one of the documents 
needed to consummate the transac-
tion.  The university was governed 
then by a board of trustees that in-
cluded the current governor of Ver-
mont (Hiland Hall) and speaker of 
the Vermont House of Representa-
tives (George F. Edmunds) as ex of-
ficio members, plus fourteen regular 
members, several of whom were 
quite notable, such as: Erastus Fair-
banks (governor of Vermont from 
1852 to 1853 and 1860 to 1861); 

George Perkins Marsh.  
Photograph by Matthew Brady, 1861.
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Henry J. Raymond (a brilliant former student of the university who 
would go on to co-found the New York Times); Portus Baxter (who in 
1860 would be elected to the U.S. House of Representatives); John B. 
Wheeler (a former president of the university), and, perhaps most nota-
ble of all, George Perkins Marsh, considered by many today as the fa-
ther of the modern environmental movement for his groundbreaking 
1864 book, Man and Nature.  

 In Man and Nature Marsh showed that the ancient civilizations of 
the Mediterranean had brought about their own collapse by deforesting 
their hillsides, eroding their soils, pursuing their fish and game to the 
point of extinction, and abusing their natural resources.  He warned 
that, “The earth is fast becoming an unfit home for its noblest inhabitant, 
and another era of equal human crime and human improvidence . . . 
would reduce it to such a condition of impoverished productiveness, of 
shattered surface, of climatic excess, as to threaten . . . perhaps even the 
extinction of the species.”14  As a remedy, Marsh suggested that “some 
large and easily accessible region of American soil should remain, as 
far as possible, in its primitive condition, at once a museum for the in-
struction of the student, a garden for the recreation of the lover of na-
ture, and an asylum where indigenous tree, and humble plant that loves 
the shade, and fish and fowl and four-footed beast, may dwell and per-
petuate their kind.”15  The university’s decision to purchase and pre-
serve the Mansfield summit was in complete accord with Marsh’s pre-
scription.  Although Marsh would not publish his book until 1864, he 
had been developing and advocating its core concepts in Vermont since 
the 1840s and ‘50s.16  We will probably never know whether Marsh 
played any direct role in the university’s decision to acquire the Mans-
field summit, but his views would have been well known to his col-
leagues there.   

Pease had been president since 1855 and appears always to have en-
joyed a good relationship with the trustees.  It is reasonable to con-
clude, therefore, that Pease probably discussed the proposed acquisi-
tion with members of his board to obtain at least their oral approval 
before proceeding with such a remarkable purchase.  Other than Pease, 
however, the record is silent as to the identity of the specific individuals 
who spearheaded the university’s decision to purchase the summit.  

ReASonS to PuRchASe And PReSeRve the SuMMit

In attempting to determine the university’s motives for purchasing 
the Mansfield summit, one must first consider the possibility that it 
made the decision merely as a favor to John B. Wheeler.  In September 
1859 Wheeler had close ties with the university.  He was a current 
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member of the board of trustees, a former president, and one of its gen-
erous benefactors.  He knew most if not all of the university’s officers 
and trustees personally, and he undoubtedly enjoyed their respect and 
good will.  If there was no good educational reason for the university to 
purchase the summit, then it might be reasonable to conclude that it did 
so solely and merely as a favor to Mr. Wheeler.  However, that is not 
the case.  As I intend to show, the university had good reasons to ac-
quire the summit when it did.

At the time the university was considering the purchase, a team of 
geologists was wrapping up an exhaustive analysis of the geology of 
Vermont, including Mount Mansfield and its summit.  The project, 
which involved more than two years of geological, botanical, and zoo-
logical research and investigation, had begun in the spring of 1857 and 
was essentially finished by October 1, 1859, the date on which Edward 
Hitchcock, the chief geologist, wrote his introduction to the team’s final 
report.17  The portion of the report dealing with Mount Mansfield and 
its summit was written by Albert D. Hager, who had been born in Ches-
ter, Vermont, and had been appointed Vermont’s assistant state natural-
ist in 1856.18  In the final report, Hager declared that Mansfield’s sum-
mit afforded “one of the grandest and most extensive views in New 
England.”19  After noting the “wild” and “romantic beauty” of the 
mountain, he described some of its interesting geological features, in-
cluding the physical evidence that the team of geologists found between 
the Nose and the Chin proving that the summit had been scraped by 
glaciers during the last Ice Age and had once been at the bottom of an 
ancient sea.20 Hager also discussed the unusual plants growing on the 
summit: “The vegetation on the summit is materially unlike that at the 
base—the trees are those only of the hardy kinds, and of a stinted 
growth—and the shrubs are essentially different from those of the val-
ley below.”21  Hager concluded: “To the contemplative mind this is a 
spot of unusual interest, and well calculated to inspire one with rever-
ence for Him who hath made all so majestic and beautiful.  To the stu-
dent who reads the book of nature, there is revealed a page of instruc-
tion on this mountain.”22  To a “contemplative mind” like that of 
President Pease, the summit of Mount Mansfield would clearly have 
been “a spot” of considerable scientific interest to the university and its 
students because of the mountain’s geological importance and its un-
usual community of summit plants.

Pease would also have agreed with the geologists’ conclusion that 
Mansfield’s “wild” and “romantic beauty” were a source of emotional 
and spiritual inspiration for “the student who reads the book of nature.”  
Pease was both an ordained minister of the Congregational Church and a 
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student of the classics.  He began his 
career at the university in 1842 as 
professor of classical languages, but 
he loved the romantic poets, includ-
ing Wordsworth.23  Born in Canaan, 
Connecticut, in 1813, Pease moved 

with his family to Charlotte, Ver-
mont, when he was thirteen years old.  

There he experienced “the scenery and 
bracing winds” of Vermont and “felt . . . 

the inspiration of nature in her forms of sub-
limity and beauty.”24  Upon moving to Burling-

ton, he fell in love with Mount Mansfield and its stunning views of Lake 
Champlain and the Adirondacks.25  According to a friend, Pease had “a 
poet’s enthusiasm for Nature; his love for lake and mountain scenery—
the haunts of his youth, and the familiar views of his riper years—never 
forsook him and was often the glowing theme of his conversation and 
letters.”26  After his death, another friend said of Pease: “To his dying 
day the hills and valleys, the lakes and mountains of the State of his 
adoption were as much incorporated with the qualities of his mind and 
heart as was the scenery around Tintern Abbey with the soul and sense 
of Wordsworth.”27 

Pease was not alone in his romantic appreciation of Mount Mans-
field.  In Vermont in the late 1850s, the romantic landscape painting 
style of the Hudson River School was ascendant, and in Burlington at 
that time the most popular disciple of that style was Charles Louis 
Heyde.  “Heyde’s many images of Lake Champlain, like those of 
Mount Mansfield . . . , reflect a set of attitudes regarding the power of 
uncultivated Nature to teach ‘lessons of high and holy meaning.’”28  
One of Heyde’s finest works was “Mount Mansfield,” which he painted 
in Underhill circa 1857, and in which he captured the mountain’s “wild, 
uncontaminated state of primeval nature.”29 Sanford Robinson Gif-
ford’s “Mount Mansfield,” circa 1858, was painted on the mountain’s 
summit and shows “human beings dwarfed by the awesome beauty of 
nature.”30  Another romantic masterpiece also painted on Mansfield’s 
summit during that same period was Jerome Thompson’s 1858 “The 
Belated Party on Mansfield Mountain.”31  

Rev. Calvin Pease, president of the University 
of Vermont, 1855–1861. Silver Special Col-
lections Library, University of Vermont.
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From the University of Vermont, Pease enjoyed an unimpeded view 
of Mount Mansfield, as it rose dramatically to its full height out of the 
Pleasant Valley plateau twenty-five miles away in Underhill.  That 
view was the inspiration for another Heyde painting, “Mount Mansfield 
from the University of Vermont Campus.32  Pease would have recog-
nized the power of Mount Mansfield to teach “lessons of high and holy 
meaning” not only to Victorian painters but also to his students at the 
university.

Hence, Pease and his colleagues had two good educational reasons to 
recommend that the university acquire the summit on the conditions set 
forth in the deeds.  First, the summit contained important geological 
evidence as well as a 250-acre community of unusual plants that would 
probably be of considerable interest to the university’s natural history 
students and professors.  Second, Mansfield’s wild beauty and surpass-
ing panoramic views had the power to inspire reverence and teach stu-
dents “lessons of high and holy meaning.”  The purchase also satisfied 
George Perkins Marsh’s ecological concern that natural resources be 
conserved as “a museum for the instruction of the student, a garden for 
the recreation of the lover of nature, and an asylum where indigenous 
[plants and animals] may dwell and perpetuate their kind.”

Charles Louis Heyde, Mount Mansfield, c. 1857, oil on fabric. Fleming Museum of 
Art, University of Vermont, 1944.3. Gift of Mabel G. Bailey.
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tiMing of the PuRchASe

These historical circumstances and educational goals help to explain 
the reasons for the university’s decision to purchase the summit, but 
they do not explain the timing of the decision.  Why did the university 
decide to acquire the summit on September 30, 1859, at a time when it 
was having considerable difficulty paying its bills?  The public was not 
clamoring for the mountain’s protection, nor was any political party ad-
vocating for its preservation at the time.  For an answer to that question, 
we need to consider one final set of circumstances.  

In September 1859, William H. H. Bingham was about to capitalize 
on his ten-year-long competition for the summit’s lucrative tourist trade.  
His plan, which he had already begun to implement, was to build a large 
luxury hotel in Stowe, expand his Summit House, and then sell his valu-
able holdings to a corporation controlled by a group of out-of-state 
investors.   

Vermont’s mountains had always attracted adventurous tourists, but 
with the arrival of the railroads in the late 1840s, city dwellers from 
lower New England and the South began pouring into the state in search 
of fresh air, mineral spring cures, and the beauty and grandeur of un-
trammeled nature.  Business interests in Underhill and Stowe quickly 
began to compete for this tourist trade.  In 1850 a businessman in Un-
derhill constructed a small hotel at the end of a road leading halfway up 
the west side of Mount Mansfield, which he called the “Halfway House.”  
In 1856 David N. Shaw and George Downing of Underhill “provided 
the first overnight lodging on the summit in the form of a platform tent” 
near where Bingham would eventually place his Summit House. To 
bring up boards for the structure, they utilized a bridle path that had 
been constructed from Underhill all the way to the top of the Nose.33  In 
the meantime, Andre Lavigne of Underhill enlarged the original Half-
way House, which reportedly “was well patronized.”34  Thus by late 
1859 businessmen from Underhill had made significant progress toward 
accommodating the lucrative summit tourist trade, but they had not yet 
managed to construct a hotel close to the summit.         

In Stowe on the east side of the mountain, Stillman Churchill in 1850 
converted his home in the village into a hotel and began an advertising 
campaign to attract tourists “for the purpose of enjoyment and rusticat-
ing in one of the pleasantest country villages in the state, and visiting 
OLD MANSFIELD MOUNTAIN.”35  By 1853 “a carriage road had 
been completed to a large spring about half-way up” the east side of the 
mountain, “and a bridle trail cleared to within a half-mile of the Nose.”36  
Stillman’s business failed and was taken over by Bingham, who had 
held the mortgage on his hotel.  In 1856 Bingham constructed a small 
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guesthouse for his summit visitors at the large spring; the following year 
he built a second hotel farther up the mountain; and in 1858 he moved 
that hotel a half mile further up the mountain to a new site just under the 
Nose, which became known as the “Summit House.”  The Summit 
House was so successful that by the time of his closing with the univer-
sity in September 1859, Bingham had already begun expanding it to ac-
commodate seventy-five overnight visitors.37  Thus, as of late 1859 
Bingham had cornered most of the lucrative summit tourist trade on 
Mount Mansfield, although Lavigne and other Underhill innkeepers 
continued to compete for that business.   

Summit House, no date (ca. 1930). Post card. Vermont Historical Society.

By then Bingham also had plans to build a luxury hotel in Stowe that 
would attract an even larger percentage of the mountain’s yearly tour-
ists.  He had already applied to the legislature for a charter incorporating 
the Mount Mansfield Hotel Company, and he had persuaded “nine capi-
talists in Boston, New York and Montreal to join him in putting $10,000 
each—a total of $100,000—into the organization” to fund construction 
of the grand new hotel.38  The last step in Bingham’s master plan was to 
sell his holdings on the mountain to the new corporation for a substan-
tial profit after the new hotel was built.  Bingham’s sale of the Mansfield 
summit was clearly part of this scheme; it assured that no one else could 
build a hotel closer to the summit than his and that he could sell the 
Summit House to the corporation for a substantial profit.39 
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Bingham’s plans worked.  On November 21, 1859, less than two 
months after Bingham’s closing with the university, the Vermont legis-
lature passed an act incorporating the Mount Mansfield Hotel Company 
and authorizing Bingham and his several partners to build “a house or 
houses of public entertainment at Stowe and on Mount Mansfield.”40  
One of Bingham’s listed partners was John B. Wheeler.41  Bingham ex-
panded the Summit House, the grand luxury hotel was built, and Bing-
ham sold the Summit House and his other holdings to a corporation (the 
Mount Mansfield Hotel Company) controlled by investors from Boston, 
New York, and Montreal.42  The Summit House remained in business 
for 100 years before closing its doors in 1959.  The fortunes of the grand 
hotel in Stowe village waxed and waned until 1889, when it was de-
stroyed by fire.  

Bingham’s out-of-state investors would not have been willing to pay 
him and his partners large sums of money for the Summit House if he or 
anyone else could then build a competing hotel on the summit.  Such a 
competing hotel obviously would undermine their investment in Bing-
ham’s Summit House.  To avoid that risk, the investors would have in-
sisted that the summit be conveyed either to themselves or to some third 
party willing to promise never to allow it to be developed.  Businessmen 
from Boston, New York, and Montreal would have had little interest in 
the summit other than to maximize their profits from its use.  Having 
decided to purchase the summit, therefore, the university needed to act 
promptly to avoid the risk that the summit would otherwise fall into the 
hands of the out-of-state investors.  George Perkins Marsh, a trustee of 
the university at the time, would have been particularly concerned about 
the summit falling into the hands of a private corporation.  Marsh openly 
distrusted private corporations and feared they would put profits ahead 
of the interests of the environment and the community at large.43 

legAcy

In the summer or fall of 1860, Calvin Pease visited the summit of 
Mount Mansfield to christen a small body of water near the Adam’s 
Apple, the so-called “Lake of the Clouds,” as “Crescent Lake.”44  It 
may have been his last time on the summit.  Pease resigned as president 
of the university in 1861, moved to Rochester, NY and died in 1863.  
He left behind a lasting legacy.  Motivated by a love of nature and a 
recognition of Mansfield’s beauty and scientific interest, Pease and his 
colleagues had the university purchase and preserve the summit for fu-
ture students and scientists to study and enjoy.  Their decision proved 
prescient. Years later, scientists discovered the true nature of the com-
munity of rare and uncommon plants on the summit and began taking 
steps to protect and preserve them.     
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Vermont state government has followed up on the university’s prece-
dent-setting purchase of the Mansfield summit, although it was slow at 
first to do so.  Fifty years passed before the state began to acquire and 
protect its forests from abusive lumbering practices.  Vermont’s first 
state forests were acquired by gifts, most notably Joseph Battell’s Janu-
ary 1911 gift of approximately 1,200 ecologically critical acres on and 
surrounding the summit of Camel’s Hump Mountain, located approxi-
mately fifteen miles south of Mount Mansfield.  Battell’s deed specified 
that “Trees growing on the land herein conveyed are not to be cut ex-
cept those which it is necessary to remove in building paths or roads, 
and the whole forest is to be preserved in a primeval state by planting 
or natural growth.”45  Battell, a “wilderness visionary” from Ripton and 
Middlebury, acquired during his lifetime thousands of acres of moun-
tain forest lands with the goal of protecting them from the lumber in-
dustry and preserving them “as a specimen of the original Vermont for-
est.”46  Following his death in 1915, the remainder of Battell’s land was 
bequeathed to Middlebury College and eventually became incorporated 
into the Green Mountain National Forest.  Like Pease, Battell had been 
inspired from his youth with a romantic appreciation of nature, and like 
Marsh, Battell had been appalled by the clearcutting practices of the 
lumber industry.47  

In 1914, the Vermont Forest Service (now known as the Vermont De-
partment of Forests, Parks and Recreation) purchased 3,155 acres of 
woodland on the west flank of Mount Mansfield, creating the Mount 
Mansfield State Forest.48  Subsequent purchases increased its size to 
37,000 acres, making it the largest of Vermont’s state forests, which 
now number thirty-eight.  Vermont has also established fifty-one state 
parks and nearly one hundred municipal forests, together comprising 
close to 100,000 acres of protected forestland, not counting the hun-
dreds of thousands of acres under the protection of the US Forest Ser-
vice and the Nature Conservancy.  Today, Mount Mansfield “is the most 
frequently visited mountain in Vermont with over 40,000 visitors . . . 
annually,” and its summit ridge “has been declared a State Natural Area 
and National Natural Landmark.”49        

Thanks to a remarkable decision made 165 years ago by officials of 
the University of Vermont to purchase and preserve a natural resource 
of local importance, something no one in this country had ever done 
before, we are the beneficiaries of a priceless legacy.  The fact that 
Mansfield’s summit is still wild, and that its tiny remnant of Ice-Age 
Alpine tundra still thrives, alone fully justify our celebrating the uni-
versity’s decision.  In addition, hundreds of thousands of acres of sce-
nic and ecologically important forestlands in Vermont are now under 
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the protection of governmental agencies and nature conservancy trusts, 
although some argue that many more natural resources still also need 
protection.    

We are also the recipients of an important lesson.  Throughout this 
country there are countless natural resources too small for the federal 
government’s notice but of great importance to the people, plants, and 
animals living there.  Calvin Pease and his colleagues have shown us 
that thoughtful people with foresight and fortitude can take matters into 
their own hands and, with the aid of a stable local institution, preserve 
for posterity the precious natural resources in our own back yards. 
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