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Vermont’s Early Lotteries

By PHILIP GARDINER NORDELL

BEGINNING in the year 1779 and ending in 1804, the State of Vermont

authorized 42 lotteries. Often several years elapsed before the mana-
gers of any one of them either raised the money to which they were en-
titled or, after raising a part or even none of the authorized avails, de-
cided to give up the struggle. Lacking evidence that the 1804 grant was
ever implemented, it appears the last activity in any of Vermont’s lot-
teries had halted by that year. And then, as year after year passed with-
out any further authorizations by successive legislatures, it must have
dawned upon most everyone at the time, contrary to the continuing flood
of new grants elsewhere in the country, that in Vermont the lottery era
had ended for good.

By 1825 a full score of years had come and gone since Vermont’s last
grant had been made. But then out of a clear sky several of the old lot-
teries startlingly rose from the ashes, the first of them appropriately re-
named the Phoenix Lottery, and for the next several years they cumula-
tively offered more tickets for sale and held more drawings than in any
equivalent earlier period in the State’s history.

Vermont’s early lotteries, including this totally unforeseen resurrec-
tion of several of the grants, cannot be appreciated by limiting ourselves
to them alone. While they have numerous fascinating features, their
combined relatively brief span commenced when the pristine period of
American lotteries had begun to fade and it ended before the enormities
in them had developed. To place Vermont’s ventures in this field in the
proper perspective, it is necessary to glance at the background of Ameri-
can lotteries in general.

Thirteen of Vermont’s early lotteries through 1787 were authorized by legislative re-
solves, which were not printed at the time, and later, when the lotteries were authorized by
acts, regarded as private acts, for some years only the titles were included in the printed ses-
sion laws. The texts of most of the grants, then, cited below, have been taken from either
(1) the printed Journals and Proceedings of the General Assembly of Vermont, issued in 4
volumes (or parts) of v. 3 of the State Papers of Vermont; or (2) the bound original manu-
script acts in the State House. In my notes, the former source is identified as J and P and the
latter as Bound ms. acts. Some other references are to the contemporaneously printed

legislative journals and laws and to newspapers of the period, especially the Vermont Journal
printed at Windsor and the Vermont Gazette at Bennington.
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versity of Delaware, the University of Maryland, Williams and William
and Mary.

It so happens that a great preponderance of the men who took the
most prominent parts in the events leading to the American Revolution,
in the War itself, in the adoption of the Declaration, in the establishment
of the Federal government under the Constitution, and in the early years
of the state governments—at one time or another during their lives are
known to have bought tickets, served as lottery managers or otherwise
signified their approval. Immensely significant, contrasted to the hun-
dreds of separate fragments indicating approval of one lottery or another
by the Founding Fathers, hardly a trace exists of disapproval.

My objective in these remarks as to the high repute lotteries once en-
joyed is not to prove they are ‘““innocent,” as a minister of the Gospel
termed one he wanted to run back in colonial days, but it is to dispel
some of the hocus-pocus that has been spread concerning them in the
last century and a half, asif they are intrinsically evil and always have led
to poverty if not worse. If history is not to be sterile and embalmed, cer-
tainly a function of historical writing is not only to set the record straight
but to keep it so, and since this nonsense concerning lotteries continues
to the present day, at least one glaring recent example should be cited.

The Old Farmer's Almanac for 1966 contains a reprinted article’ on
New Hampshire’s current lottery, doubtless seen by many readers of
this quarterly, by a person identified as ‘““Coordinator of Information of
the U. S. House of Representatives.” The statement is made therein that
“Throughout the Eighteenth and Nineteenth centuries, every legal lot-
tery in America foundered at last in corruption, grand larceny, or
paralyzing political scandals.” This is a most sweeping condemnation
admitting of not a single exception. But it is preposterous. As a matter of
fact, hundreds of legal old American lotteries can be listed in which not
a shadow of a trace exists of any corruption, larceny or scandal.

We are informed in the article that “As early as 1783 George Wash-
ington was moved to brand legalized gambling as ‘the child of avarice,
the brother of iniquity, and the father of mischief.” > If the author’s job
was to coordinate information, why didn’t he cite Washington’s record
concerning lotteries? Not a hint is given. Besides conducting the draw-
ing of a lottery on one occasion and signing a batch of tickets on another,
many times Washington bought tickets as private speculations or to help
the end in view, acts no more dissonant to his habits than the occasions

1. The article, by Lawrence Sullivan, was printed originally in the periodical Christian
Economics, Feb. 9, 1965,
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when he set up the crowd to a bowl of punch at an overnight hostelry or
gave money to charity, or played cards or paid his pew rent. Washing-
ton’s lottery activities were spread out over a span of more than 30 years
and none of them represented an isolated quirk or strange interlude in
his life.

And for the sake of the record, the author quotes a blast of Jefferson’s
against gambling, As the case with Washington, not a hint is given con-
cerning the long treatise of Jefferson’s upholding the lottery method,
nor the lottery authorization granted to him, through his prompting, to
forestall the forced sale of Monticello. The projected ““Jefferson Lottery”
would ““injure no man,” he wrote.

Indisputably, lottery adventuring is a type of gambling. But up into the
1790’s it was garbed in its best attire. The useful purposes for which lot-
teries were run were right before the eyes of the adventurers. Those who
drew blanks, as often suggested by the managers, had the consolation of
knowing their money went to a good cause. Even when paid for their
services, the managers were amateurs in the sense that their main in-
come was derived from some other source.

It cannot be too emphatically stated that when the demand for tickets
exceeded the supply, they were sold as quickly as could be reasonably ex-
pected, the process of drawing the thousands of ticket numbers from one
wheel simultaneously with the slips representing the blanks and prizes
from another rarely took more than a week, and short of an embezzle-
ment (no rarer than in banks today) or other catastrophe, any group of
amateur managers endowed with average business sense would make an
assured profit close to the theoretical limit.

But even during the colonial period, competing lotteries produced
several bad gluts of unsold tickets and many of the ventures fell by the
wayside. Then came the Revolution and its wake. Owing to the daily
dread of what might happen on the morrow, the vortex of depreciation
encompassing the Continental paper money, and the continuing financial
stringency and stagnation lasting till the establishment of the Federal
government, only a few promising lotteries during these years of up-
heaval could eke out even a small fraction of their authorized profits.
Others were abandoned or remained dormant. And before lotteries are
condemned because so many faltered, it should not be forgotten that
ordinarily they were utilized only as a last resort when extra taxation was
deemed inexpedient or when subscriptions had failed.

An outburst of lottery speculation in Massachusetts in 1790-91 ended
in an inevitable glut of unsold tickets, which did not let up but spread
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form movement, which identified and denounced this gambling, even the
occasional purchase of a lottery ticket by a man who could well afford it,
as a cardinal sin in its very essence.

I

We now come to Vermont’s lotteries. Before describing them one by
one, some explanations are necessary concerning what were uniformly
termed their schemes, how the latter were employed in raising money,
and my system in identifying the lotteries and outlining the schemes.

If the name of the lottery is known, as printed on the tickets, with an
official prize list or in an advertisement of the scheme, it is enclosed in
quotation marks. In certain cases one or more additional names are
given that were commonly used at one time or another during the life of
the lottery. When quotation marks are not used, the titles are merely my
own descriptive names.

At the start of the indented summary, below the name of each lottery,
is its chronological number in reference to Vermont’s total of 42. The
month and year is then given of the opening of the legislative session in
which the lottery was authorized, followed by a colon and a number
which indicates the chronological order of the particular grant in that
session. Thus, 4.0ct. 1783:2 simply means the lottery was the fourth
authorized by Vermont and the second in the legislative session com-
mencing in October 1783. It might be added that in my history of Ameri-
can lotteries in progress, the abbreviation for the state is added and this
lottery, for example, will carry the descriptive symbol identifying it from
all others, Vt. Oct. 1783:2.

The sum to be raised is given next and is expressed in dollars or
pounds according to the original grant. Before the American decimal
system of coinage was established in 1792, the term dollar referred to the
silver Spanish milled dollar, the commonest standard coin in circulation
in the country at the time, and which remained in circulation as de facto
American currency till well into the 19th century with the same value as
the American silver dollar. '

If the sum to be raised was expressed in pounds, this unit of currency
did not refer to the British pound but to the pound, of lower value, then
current in New England and Virginia, where £3 were equivalent to $10.
(The dollar sign, though not commonly in use till near the end of the
18th century, is used in this article for convenience.) In other groups of
colonies and states the pound had different valuations in terms of dol-
lars, all lower than the British pound.

The term scheme refers to the combined data concerning the number
of tickets in a drawing, their price, the number of prizes of each de-
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nomination, and the deduction. When known, each scheme is given in
the indented summaries in abridged form. 7 stands for tickets and D for
deduction. Contrary to the current New Hampshire Sweepstakes, in the
early American lotteries the number of tickets in each scheme was al-
ways fixed in advance. It will be noticed that the ratio of prizes to tickets
in the old lotteries, often about a third, was far higher than in the New
Hampshire lottery. Of course, the great majority were of low denomina-
tion, not much more than the cost of a ticket, but at the time it was
deemed best to distribute a great many prizes on the premise that even a
small one would encourage an adventurer to renewed efforts.

The deduction as given in the scheme was the sum to be raised for the
beneficiary. Usually in the earlier American lotteries up to the late 18th
century, including most of those authorized in Vermont, it was under-
stood the sum to be raised as stated in the grant included not only the
revenue of the lottery for the beneficiary, but all expenses and possible
losses in the drawing. And so, the amount of the deduction as stated in
the scheme exactly equaled the sum to be raised as stated in the grant.

But as the drawings became less and less productive owing to the glut
of tickets in competing lotteries, the managers more and more proceeded
as if the sum authorized to be raised was the net sum for the beneficiary
alone, permitting them to add an increment to the deduction as stated
in the scheme to cover estimated costs.

It must also be borne in mind that the managers might decide from
expediency to raise the authorized sum in two or more schemes instead
of one. Each scheme or drawing was usually termed a class, which
meant simply a division of the lottery.

Based upon the size of the grant, the managers constructed their
scheme or schemes large enough so that by far the greater part of the
ticket money could be returned in prizes. It was unthinkable to them, as
in the current New Hampshire lottery, that such a small percentage of
the ticket proceeds, so far less than 4097, should be returned in prizes.
In the early American cash lotteries, from 8097 to 87% 97, usually
8597, was so returned. And most positively, the prime obligation of the
managers was to pay the announced prizes in full despite whatever loss
occurred from failure to sell all of the tickets.

Owing to what might appear as a discrepancy, it is necessary to
explain one further detail regarding the deduction. Let us assume a
legislature authorized a lottery to raise $1500 for a bridge. The man-
agers, then, might decide upon an appropriate scheme of 5000 tickets
to sell for $2 each, totaling $10,000, of which 8597 would return to the
ticket holders with 15 for the deduction. Here, the managers had a
choice. According to their whim, they might deduct the 159 or $1500
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granting the lottery was passed on February 27, 1783. The managers
as named in the grant were Simon Stevens, Stephen Jacob, Col. Elijah
Robinson, Capt. Elias Olcott and Oliver Lovel [“Lovewell” elsewhere].
On June 30 of the following year they announced they would accept
grain for the tickets and would begin the bridges when half of the
tickets were sold.®

Late that year, December 14, 1784, they announced the Rockingham
bridge was completed, that preparations had begun to build the other
as fast as possible, and that the drawing would commence the following
January 19.1° It probably did since it was completed by February 1.1
Here, as in so many other Vermont lotteries, nothing definite is known
concerning the profit, then commonly termed the avails. We are limited
to conjectures based on circumstantial evidence.

“Yermont Paper Mill Lottery”

“Bennington Paper-Mill Lottery”
3. Oct. 1783:1 to raise £200 ($666 2/3).2 Schemes: Original,
3000 T @ $1 in silver less $727 D for 868 pr. from 1 of $200;13
Revised, 3000 T @ $2 in paper currency less $1454 D leaves
$4546 for 868 pr. from 1 of $400.14

Anthony Haswell moved to Bennington in 1783 where, beginning that
year and continuing through 1805, either in partnership or alone, he
published the Vermont Gazette. He and his partner, David Russell, be-
gan erecting a paper mill perhaps in June 1783. On October 20 of that
year this lottery was granted to help them complete it.

Ten days later, along with the original scheme as cited above, the
partners presented to the public a brief homily on economics. The most
prevalent complaint of the time, they said, seemed to be the great scarcity
of hard money, owing to the large amount paid out for the manufactures
of other states, which, ““on account of this State’s being destitute of arti-
cles of export, never returns.” Hundreds of pounds in hard cash were an-
nually drained away for the bare purpose of procuring paper and paying
for printing jobs, which amount would be greatly lessened upon the com-
pletion of their mill,

Disappointed in the “sanguine expectations” that “a sensible people”

9. Vt. Journal.

10. Same.

11. Same, Feb. 1, 1785, Full prize list in Feb. 8 and 15 issues.
12. J and P, Oct. 16, 21, 17.

13. Vt. Gazette, Oct. 30, 1783.

14, Same, Dec. 13, 1784.
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would patronize their scheme, after much difficulty they completed the
mill a year later without the aid of the lottery. They had offered the tickets
only for silver. Now, still intending to go ahead with the lottery, they an-
nounced, in altering the scheme, that they would accept Vermont paper
currency. But I have not found any evidence the lottery was ever drawn.
It might have been. Usually the prize lists were printed in the regular
four-page newspapers of the period, but occasionally they were printed
on supplementary sheets or on handbills, both far more ephemeral than
the regular issues. In any case, it was a bad time everywhere for lotteries
and many in far more populated sections faltered or collapsed.

“Pownal Lottery”
“Pownal Dug Way Lottery”
4. Oct. 1783:2 toraise £110 ($366 2/3).!5 Scheme: 1200 T @ $1
less $367 D leaves $833 for 320 pr. from 1 of $60.1¢

Back in 1783 the best route into southwestern Vermont from Massa-
chusetts and New York was impeded by a piece of the highway in the
town of Pownal known as the dug-way, which could not be traversed
without danger. This lottery was granted to the town’s selectmen “For
building and wharffing said Way.” The drawing after postponement was
to have commenced on October 27, 1784,'7 and well may have been, but
I have not found any evidence that it was.

“Royalton Lottery”
“Royalton-Bridge-Lottery”
5. Feb. 1784:1 to raise £140 ($466 2/3).!® Scheme: 2500 T @
one bushel of wheat, computed at 5s per bu., less 560 bu. ($466
2/3) D leaves 1940 bu. for 712 pr. from 1 of 200 bu.'?

Acting upon a petition from the selectmen of the town of Royalton,
namely Comfort Sever, Calvin Parkhurst and Zebulon Lyon, this lottery
was granted on March 2, 1784, to erect a bridge over the White River, in
the town, about 20 rods below a place commonly called Handy Fordway.

In September of that year, when the managers first advertised the
scheme in the Vermont Journal, they announced that owing to the scar-
city of cash, they would sell the tickets for wheat ““or other grain equiva-
lent.” But a scarcity of wheat necessitated a postponement till the next

15. J and P, Oct. 16, 21, 1783,

16. Vr. Gazette, Jan. 18, 1784.

17. Same, Oct. 18, 1784.

18. J and P, March 2, 1784.
19. Vt. Journal, Sept. 22, 1784.
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pr. from 1 of $300; Class 2, 2000 T @ 33 less $700 D leaves
$5300 for 730 pr. from 1 of $600; Class 3,2000 T @ $4 less $300
D leaves $7700 for 548 pr. from 1 of $1000. The prizes in the
first class to be paid in T in the second class and the prizes in
that class to be paid in T in the third class.®

This relatively large Vermont lottery was authorized February 26,
1787, to build a bridge over the Hoosic River near Schaghticoke, across
the New York State line, to accommodate Vermont farmers in carrying
their produce to the “New City,” now a northern section of Troy. Of
particular interest, one of Vermont’s foremost Founding Fathers for the
second time was appointed to serve as a lottery manager, namely the
Hon. Moses Robinson. The lottery may have been drawn, but I have
not found any evidence it was.

Hartland Bridge Lottery
12. Feb. 1787:2 to raise £250 ($333 1/3).3

Liberty was granted on February 27, 1787, to run this lottery for
erecting a bridge over the Ottauquechee River near its confluence with
the Connecticut, in the vicinity of North Hartland. I have not located
anything further concerning the affair.

Otter Creek Bridge Lottery
13. Oct. 1787:1 to raise £120 ($400).%

Authorized on October 15, 1787, here is another lottery which, if it
were not for the record of the grant, would be lost in the shades of time.
Its objective was to rebuild the bridge over Otter Creek at a place then
called New-Haven Falls, in Addison County.

Rutland Lottery
14. Oct, 1787:2 to raise £125 ($146 2/3).%

One of the bridges mentioned in the first Rutland Lottery (no. 7) was
to be erected over Otter Creek at a place then known as Brown’s Camp.
Three years later, on October 25, 1787, the managers were given liberty
to raise this additional sum to complete the bridge.*® I have no record of

32. Vt. Gazette, March 5, 1787.

33, J and P, Feb. 27, 1787.

34, Same, Oct. 15, 1787.

35. Same, Oct. 25, 1787.

36. The managers had stated the previous year that the bridge had been completed as
seen in text of the Rutland Lottery (no. 7). They may have meant then that the bridge was
passable or perhaps in the intervening year it had been damaged by freshets.

37. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 230.
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any attempt to utilize the grant, but some of these small lotteries may
well have been run without any newspaper advertising.

“Furnace Lottery”
15. Oct. 1788:1 to borrow ticket money and repay in iron-
ware.?” Scheme: 1050 T @ £1 less £50 D leaves £1000 ($3333
1/3) with the equivalent in ironware for 249 pr. from 1 valued at
£100.38

Matthew Lyon in September 1788 informed the public that he had
gotten the nail business going with vigor at his “Fairhaven Iron Works,”
and besides nails, had anvils, chains and most sorts of farming tools for
sale. He proposed, he continued, to erect in the following year a furnace
to cast hollow ware and pig iron, ‘“without which we cannot have a com-
pleat or Independent set of Iron Works in Vermont.””3?

On the 15th of the following month he obtained this lottery grant to
erect the furnace. In need of much more money than could be raised from
the ordinary small deduction in a cash lottery, he proposed to “borrow”
all the money paid for tickets except the £50 deducted for expenses,
which remaining sum, if all the tickets were sold, would amount to $3333
1/3 net, and then, three months after the drawing, pay the prizes in the
hollow ware he meanwhile would cast.

Conducted with *‘the greatest propriety, care, candour, and to the
satisfaction even of the unfortunate,” the drawing took place at Fair
Haven on Febuary 2 and 3, 1790. The top prize valued at $333 1/3 fell
to Mr. William Griswold of Bennington.*

“Windsor County Grammar Schoolhouse Lottery”
16. Oct. 1788:2 to raise £150 ($500).2 Scheme: $1500 T @ 2
bushels of wheat in notes less 600 bu. leaves 2400 bu. for 507 pr.
from 1 of 100 bu.2

Authorized on October 21, 1788, the purpose of this venture was to
complete a new schoolhouse in Norwich and to use the residue for
books. The school had been granted a charter in 1785. It removed to
Royalton in 1807. Owing to the scarcity of cash, the lottery managers
right from the start sold the tickets for wheat notes and paid the prizes
in the same. The prize list was published on June 22, 1789,% very prompt
for a lottery at that time.

38. Vt. Gazette, Nov, 24, 1788.

39. Same, Sept. 22.

40. Same, Feb. 15, 1790.

41. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 244,

42. Vt. Journal, Dec. 2, 1788.
43, Same.
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“Royalton Lottery”
“Royalton Great-Bridge Lottery”
21. Oct. 1791:2 to raise £150 ($500).% Scheme: 2200 T @ $1
less $500 D leaves $1700 for 713 pr. from 1 of $100.%

Enacted into law on October 28, 1791, this lottery permitted the in-
habitants of the town of Royalton to raise the authorized avails to repair
“the great bridge on the great road leading from Newhampshire and the
Eastern part of this State to the northern part of the same and to Cana-
da.”

Tickets could be purchased for cash, or wheat at 3s a bushel, or for
cattle if a large number of tickets were purchased, or for notes covering
either of these then prevalent mediums of exchange. The prize list was
published on October 22, 1792.57

“Weathersfield Brewery Lottery”
22. Oct. 1791:3 to raise £200 (3666 2/3).58 Scheme: 4000 T @
$1.50 for 1254 pr. from 1 of $800 less 1274 97 D.5®

Continuing the objective of the former brewery lottery (no. 17), this
one, authorized on November 3, 1791, was to complete the combined
malthouse and brewery. For some unexplained reason, more than three
years passed before the tickets were put on sale. At this time, the mana-
gers spoke of the “happy prospect” of completing the works, termed “a
copious Manufactory of strong Beer.” The prize list was published in two
sections, on September 23 and October 14, 1796.%°

“Green Mountain Lottery”
23. Oct. 1791:4 to raise £500 (31666 2/3).5' Schemes: Class 1,
2000 T @ $2 less $666 D leaves $3334 for 671 pr. from 1 of
$500; Class 2, 3000 T @ $2 less $1000 leaves $5000 for 908 pr.
from 1 of $500.62

In describing the Deerfield River Bridge Lottery above (no. 19), a later
lottery was mentioned for a bridge over the Deerfield River at Wilming-
ton. This is it. Authorized on November 3, 1791, its objective was not
only to complete the bridge at that point, but to repair the road from

55. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, pp. 385-6.
56. Vt.Journal, Nov, 8, 1791.

57. Same.

58. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 420.
59. Vt. Journal, Jan. 19, 1795,

60. Same.

61. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 421.
62. Va. Gazette, Dec, 19, 1791.

63. Same, July 13, 1792.
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Wilmington across the Green Mountains to Bennington, being the princi-
pal road from New Hampshire across Vermont to Albany and the west-
ern territories.

In their opening advertisement, the managers referred to the obvious
public utility in rendering the road passable for carriages and expressed
their “highest confidence, that the lottery will obtain the patronage of
every person who has the public interest at heart, in this and the adjacent
states.”

The prize list of Class 1 was published on July 13, 1792, and that of
Class 2 on April 11, 1794.%

“Bethel Lottery”
24. Oct. 1791:5 to raise £550 ($1833 1/3).%5 Scheme: 4000 T @
$2 less $1834 D leaves $6166 for 1190 pr. from 1 of $500.¢°

Here is another bridge lottery. This one, granted on November 3,
1791, permitted the town of Bethel to raise the authorized sum for a
bridge across the White River at or near the mouth of the Third Branch,
along the road leading from Windsor to Onion River. The prize list was
published on February 2, 1795.87

The managers had offered the tickets for wheat notes payable at the
end of the drawing. It was a normal practice then and had been for a long
time for people to conduct their affairs on credit, including the purchase
of lottery tickets, and it was commonplace for the lottery managers to
cajole and threaten for years to collect what was owed to them. In this
instance, the managers issued a notice dated January 1, 1799,%% nearly
four years after the drawing, calling upon all persons indebted to pay
good wheat for their notes or find the latter turned over to an attorney,
for they were determined to close their lottery accounts quickly.

“Shrewsbury Great Road Lottery”
25. Oct. 1791:6 to raise £150 ($500).%° Scheme: 2250 T @ $1 less
$500 D leaves $1750 for 556 pr. from 1 of $100.7°

This is the sixth and last lottery grant in the October 1791 legislative
session and with six more the following year, the 12 form the high tide
of Vermont’s authorizations. Granted on November 3, 1791, its objective

64. Class 1, Same; Class 2, Same, Supplement of April 11 issue, and also in Vt. Journal,
April 21, 1794.

65. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 423.

66. Vt. Journal, Nov. 12, 1792,

67. Same.

68. Same, Jan. 15, 1799,

69. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 428.

70. V. Gazette, March 12, 1792.
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Anthony Haswell, as we have seen, apparently did not make out well
with his Vermont Paper Mill Lottery (no. 3) back in 1783-85. Nor ap-
parently did he with this second lottery, authorized October 31, 1792, to
rebuild his printing office in Rutland destroyed by fire the previous Sep-
tember 17, less than three months after he had established there his
second paper, the short-lived Herald of Vermont. Nathaniel Chipman, a
manager in the above State House Lottery, served in that capacity in this
one, too.

The drawing had not been held up to October 26, 1795, when the
legislature put a time limit of one more year on the enterprise. I have no
evidence it was subsequently drawn.

‘“Reparation Lottery”
“VYermont Consolidated Lottery”
28. Oct. 1792:3 to raise £1200 ($4000).7® Schemes: Class I,
3000 T @ $2 less $1600 D leaves $4400 for 517 pr. from 1 of
$1000.7 Further schemes commencing in 1826.

Jabez Rogers of Middlebury sustained a paralyzing loss in 1792 when
his brewery and distillery were consumed by fire. The legislature came to
his rescue, granting him this interesting lottery on October 31, 1792,
upon condition the proceeds be appropriated to replace the burned
buildings.

In the advertisement of the first of the two projected classes, the mana-
gers represented that inasmuch as the motives of the Assembly in grant-
ing the lottery ‘“‘have arisen from their patriotic desire to encourage the
beneficial manufacture of brandies, strong beer, &c. in this state, as well
as to raise up a distressed, unfortunate, worthy fellow citizen,” they felt
sure “that those who love their country, as well as those who love to
succour the distressed, will join to promote a rapid sale of the tickets.”
In which case, they continued, ‘“may the blessing of him who is ready to
perish fall upon them.”

It had been intended to raise the amount of the grant in two classes,
in which the 350 prizes of $4 each in the first class would be paid in
tickets in the second. But Class 2 was not even advertised, the reason
being that the drawing of Class 1, commenced not earlier than January
20, 1794, and completed on the following February 7.2° not only failed to
produce a profit but resulted in a disastrous loss to Rogers of about

78. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 446.

79. Vt. Gazette, Feb. 8, 1793; also in handbill dated Oct. 31, 1792, at Vt. H. S., Dart-
mouth College and New York Public Library.

80. Vt. Gazette, Jan. 10, Feb. 28, 1794; Vt. Journal, Feb. 24, 1794; Farmers’ Library,
Feb. 24, 1794,
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$1200.% Since the beneficiary of a lottery was not responsible for any
direct loss in the drawing, the most probable conjecture is that Rogers,
to enable the lottery to be drawn without risk to the managers, bought a
great number of unsold tickets which failed to realize anything like their
proportion of the prize money.

In any case, the lottery passed into a dormant state to be revived, as
we shall see, in a mutated form more than 30 years later,

“White River Bridge Lottery”
“Hartford Lottery”
29. Oct. 1792:4 to raise £500 (51666 2/3).82 Scheme: 3500 T @
$2 less $1668 D leaves $5332 for 1047 pr. from 1 of $100.%
Wheat notes @ 3s a bu. accepted for tickets. Further schemes
commencing in 1826.

The legislature on November 8, 1792, gave leave to Joshua Hazen,
John Gillet and Daniel Marsh to run this lottery to build a bridge over
the often turbulent White River at Hartford, within several miles of the
presently named White River Junction. But in June 1795, nearly two
and a half years after the first advertisement of the affair, the managers
announced they had found it impracticable to pursue the lottery any
further on account of “the objection to the Scheme, and the general
prejudice of the public against Lotteries,” Therefore, all persons holding
tickets were urged to return them and get their money or wheat notes.
Furthermore, the managers continued, at a meeting of some of the prin-
cipal persons in that section, it had been “generally agreed, that the
most eligible way” to raise the money was by subscription.?

After waiting so long for the bridge the decision to open a subscription
seemed to make sense. But what happened? It failed as well as the lot-
tery.® What of the bridge? Up to at least the opening of 1827 it had not
been built.®6 As for the objection to the scheme, if an adverturer had paid
cash for his ticket and won a good prize, he might receive it largely in
wheat notes. And finally, what of the “general prejudice” against lot-
teries? Surely some existed, but if it were so ““general” as might be im-
plied, how did it happen that the Vermont legislators, representing the
people, authorized three lotteries late the following year?

After along sleep, the lottery awakened late in 1826 with an advertise-

81. Statement in large poster of Vermont Consolidated Lottery dated July 6, 1826, at
Sheldon Museum, Middlebury, Vermont.

82. Bound ms. acts, v, 2, p. 479.

83. Vt. Journal, Dec. 24, 1792,

84. Same, June 15, 1795.

85. Leg. Journal for session begun Oct. 1795, under Oct. 23, 1795.

86. Vt. Journal, Jan, 5, 1827.
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ment signed by two of the original managers, Gillet and Marsh. They
announced a new scheme along with the admonition in capital letters,
“THE BRIDGE IS NOW WANTED.”#

“Milton Bridge Lottery”
30. Oct. 1792:5 to raise £300 ($1000).%8

Almost nothing is known of this enterprise beyond the bare authoriza-
tion. It was granted on November 8, 1792, to the town of Milton, in
Chittenden County, to defray the estimated cost of building a bridge
over the Lamoille River “at or below the lower falls,” Tickets were on
sale a year later at the office of The Eagle, printed at Hanover, New
Hampshire.8?

“Readsborough Bridge Lottery”
31. Oct. 1792:6 to raise £150 ($500).%° Scheme: 1500 T, top
prize 1 of $200.

Here is another lottery to bridge the Deerfield River. The location of
the structure was to be at Readsboro at a point perhaps two to three
miles from the Massachusetts border. Authorized on November 8, 1792,
I have not found the scheme, but the prize list was published on De-
cember 26, 1794.%

“Connecticut River Lottery”
32. Oct. 1793:1 to raise $2500.%2 Scheme: 10,000 T @ $2 for
3312 pr. from 1 of $1000 less 1215 97 D.%

The original objective of this lottery, authorized October 26, 1793, was
to clear the channel of the Connecticut River from Lebanon Falls to the
Massachusetts line, a section badly obstructed by rocks, logs, sand bars,
etc. In anticipation of the avails, the managers proceeded with some of
the work. But then on February 18, 1797, an act was passed diverting the
balance of the expected proceeds to improve parts of the post road, now
apparently U. S. Route 5, between Newbury, more than halfway up the
state, and the Massachusetts line.%

The same act directed the drawing should be completed by March 6,
1798, or voided. I lack any evidence one way or the other,

87. Same.

88. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 480.
89. The Eagle, Nov. 11, 1793,

90. Bound ms. acts, v. 2, p. 480.
91. Vt. Gazette,

92. Bound ms. acts, v. 3, p. 37.

93. Vt. Journal, Dec. 23, 1793,

94. Bound ms. acts, v. 3, pp. 318-9.
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numerous competing lotteries in far more populated sections of the
country, some of them abandoned and several ending with staggering
losses.

“White River Bridge Lottery”
35. Oct. 1796:2 to raise equivalent of $400 in wheat notes.!%
Scheme: (expressed in dollar valuations of wheat at 45 a bu.)
1,200 T @ $1 less $400 leaves $800 for 312 pr. from 1 of $50.2%

Here is a lottery based on wheat notes and run off quickly, seemingly
without a hitch. It was authorized on November 8, 1796, for the purpose
of building a bridge over the White River in the town of Stockbridge.
The prize list was published on July 14, 1797.1%

“Green Mountain Road Lottery”
36. Oct. 1796:3 to raise $500.1°7 Scheme: 3000 T @ $2 for 922
pr. from 1 of $500 less 1297 D.108

In terms of present names, the objective of this enterprise was to lay
out the avails in improving a section of the road, probably the present
State Route 11, between Manchester Depot and Peru. The act, passed
November 8, 1796, states the section was ““a road through the north-
westerly part of Winhall to Bromley it being where the old road goes,
distance of near four miles.” I have been kindly informed by Mr. Alfred
C. Benjamin that Peru, up to 1804, was called Bromley, the same name
as a nearby mountain, and Winhall, not shown on any auto maps I have
seen, is a town in the easterly part of Bennington County. So it would
seem that the objective of the lottery was to improve nearly four miles of
the road just west of Peru.

The prize list was not published till June 5, 1804, owing to a pro-
longed delay in commencing the drawing,!?

“Woodstock Bridge Lottery”
37. Feb. 1797:1 to raise $500.11

Authorized on March 7, 1797, the objective here was to erect a bridge
over the Ottauquechee at Woodstock. This is one of the few instances in
which the legislators sensibly put a time limitation upon the drawing, in

104. Bound ms. acts, v. 3, pp. 310-1.

105. Vt, Journal, Jan, 27, 1797.

106. Same.

107. Bound ms. acts, v. 3, pp. 311-2.

108. Vt. Gazette, Dec. 29, 1796.

109. Same.

110. Acts and Laws at session begun Jan. 1804, ch. 25 passed Feb. 3.
111. Bound ms. acts, v. 3, p. 341.
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that hes got in his winder, that ever I see. . . . I thort I’de find out howt
went so I see a little, spry man coming down the road, w  a flat hat on,
and says I, you dont no of nobody, that dont live no where round here,
that dont no nothen, that cant tell me how that wheel goes, cant you?”’
Well, it looked like a lucky place, so in Joe popped, bought a ticket in
the “fillydelphy” lottery, and “‘never was so Darnation scart” in his life
when the next day he learned he had won a prize of §
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