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CLINTON TRIES TO OUST THE BRITISH
HE URGES A CANAL SYSTEM

GEORGE CLINTON'S political and economic philosophy was
radical enough to make him a revolutionary in 1776 and, in the

eyes of men like Hamilton and Jay, a radical democrat in the critical
period that followed the Revolution. Yet there were certain striking
limitations to his radicalism. There was, for instance, his firm belief in
the sanctity of property rights in land—so long as the owners were not
Tories. Himself an owner of extensive lands it was only natural that he
should uphold the inviolability of land titles. There was also his insis-
tence upon the territorial integrity of his state which involved a denial of
the right of self-determination that, as asserted by the American colonies,
had justified the Revolution. It had seemed to him entirely proper for
New York to secede from the British Empire in 1776, but for Vermont
to secede from New York a few years later was nodiing short of
treason. And as Vermont's secession would not only reduce New
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Y rk's ar£a but would also threaten the titles of a number of promi-
t ̂ cvv Yorkers to choice northern lands, Clinton became the declared
my Of any concession to the Vermonters. He has consequently come

down in Vermont history as a kind of unnatural stepfather to that state.
The Vermont controversy, to which Clinton fell heir, began in 1749

when Governor Benning Wentworth of New Hampshire ignored New
York's claim to the area west of the Connecticut River by granting
away whole townships in that region. New York objected; Lieutenant
Governor Cadwallader Golden obtained from the king in council an
edict recognizing the Connecticut River as New York's eastern
boundary nordi of the Massachusetts line, but it took over forty years
to settle the dispute. Even before the Revolution Ethan Allen and
his famous Green Mountain Boys were rioting and intimidating New
York settlers in the so-called New Hampshire Grants and Governor
Tryon was retaliating by reasserting the validity of the New York
titles and outlawing Allen.1

George Clinton became involved early in 1774 when he served as
chairman of a committee of the New York Assembly to investigate
conditions in the Grants. New York subjects had complained of vio-
lence done them by the Bennington mob and petitioned for armed
protection. Clinton reported that "a dangerous and destructive Spirit
of Riot and Licentiousness" existed in the Grants and he asked that
Governor Tryon offer a reward for the capture of Ethan Allen, Seth
Warner, Remember Baker and others. This Tryon did on March g.2

Clinton himself had speculated in lands in the area of the Grants
—properties that were of course held under New York titles.3 John
Morin Scott, William Smith Jr., Robert, Robert R. and William Living-
ston, Leonard Lispenard, Richard Morris, and, probably, Peter Van
Schaack were among die prominent New York claimants. The most
extensive New York claimant seems to have been that "squint-eyed,"

1 History of the State of Near York, Flick, ed., Ill, 162; V, Chapter i; John Pell,
p*M Allen (Boston, 1929), 28-40.

Edmund Bailey O'Callaghan, Documentary History of the State of New York. (4
vo's., Albany, 1850-51), IV, 856, 869, 870.
P. Betters of January 19 and February i, 1779, from Thomas Fanning and Andrew

'uot in Stevens, Facsimiles, Box I, Numbers 114 and 115; R. C. Benton, The Vermont
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plodding, but wealthy and influential lawyer, James Duane. His claims
to 60,000 acres or more in die Grants made him for years Vermont's
most formidable opponent in the Continental Congress and Clinton's
most effective lieutenant in the long years of political warfare against
Ethan Allen and his confederates. Naturally enough, the group of
New Yorkers who had invested heavily in Vermont lands were vio-
lently opposed to recognizing eidier the grants of Governor Went-
worth or the independence of Vermont.

Ethan Allen's capture of Ticonderoga from the British in 1775 made
him the hero of the moment even in New York. But when a con-
vention, meeting at Westminster in January 1777, proclaimed the
Grants a free and independent state and appointed delegates to Congress,
it was virtually declaring war on New York. Later in the year Vermont
adopted a constitution. Nevertheless, when Governor Clinton took
office he was willing to try conciliation before attempting coercion,
and consequently in February 1778, he issued a proclamation offering
to confirm the titles of persons claiming Vermont lands under the
grants of other states on the condition that they recognize New York's
sovereignty. The Aliens, who had themselves invested heavily in
Vermont lands, wanted no conciliation, and Ethan Allen replied to
Clinton's overtures in terms that showed there could be no agreement.
"There is quaintness, impudence, and art in it," Jay wrote regarding
Allen's philippic.* Certainly it was effective enough to offset Clinton's
proclamation. Later in the year Clinton tried again, offering to submit
the contested land titles to Congress if the Grants would only submit
to New York's jurisdiction; but again Ethan Allen replied and Clin-
ton's proposals received scant consideration."

Clinton was now losing his patience. He had already, in April
1778, asked of Congress "an explicit and unequivocal Declaration"
of disapproval of the action taken by the people of the Grants. As
Congress took no action, the governor in June urged the New York
delegates to press the matter. There would be civil war, he believed, if
Congress did not interfere.8 But with so many of the New England

* Stone, Joseph Brant, II, 182-83; Pell, Ethan Allen, 146-51.
"Hid., 159.
8 Public Papers, III, 144, 416, 531, 533.
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j Southern delegates more or less openly favoring the Grants,
I'ttle was to be expected from the Congress except delay. By Febru-

of 1779 it was rumored that the indignant governor was ready
send troops into the Vermont country to protect the "Yorkers"

from violence and assert his state's sovereignty.7 When in May, Edian
Allen led his troops to Brattleboro and there seized a number of
New York militia officers, insulted the Yorkers, assaulted and wounded
several, and bid defiance to the state of New York, Clinton prepared
to send militia into the region to "repel this Outrage."8

Clinton's threats finally brought Congressional action and a resolu-
tion of apology for its delay from the Congress to the governor.9

Congress decided on June i to send a committee into the Grants
to obtain an amicable settlement. Clinton was astonished, however,
that Congress took the Brattleboro incident so lightly as to make no
mention of it in the resolution and he predicted that the legislature
would consider the Congressional resolution as highly unsatisfactory.
He himself did not approve.

Certainly the outcome of the Congressional committee plan was un-
satisfactory; for only two members of the committee ever reached
Vermont and their report to the Congress brought no settlement of a
condition that now threatened civil war. Clinton realized that every
delay favored Vermont and he wrote constantly and persistently to
the New York delegates to force Congressional action.10 In September
of 1779 Congress undertook to make the settlement itself, but there
were interminable delays and late the next year the governor made
a scarcely veiled threat to withdraw New York's entire Congressional
delegation.11 The whole unfortunate episode of the Grants had much
to do with the impatient governor's declining confidence in Congress.

By 1781 it was becoming evident that New York's jurisdiction in
the Grants was to be sacrificed for expediency's sake, and that New
York must try to secure the best possible terms. Yet Clinton was not

s Letter of Andrew Elliot in Stevens Facsimiles, Box I, No. 115.
Public Papers, IV, 846, 859. Washington wrote a friendly letter of remonstrance.

Washington, Writings, XV, 275.
9 Ibid., V, 84.
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Cochran, New York in the Confederation, 90.
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willing to make the final concession. He was, on the other hand,
ready to use all his constitutional powers to block it. The show-down
came in February 1781, when the state Senate passed a resolution for

the appointment of commissioners to settle with the commissioners
from Vermont the terms for a cession of jurisdiction. This was a virtual
admission of Vermont's statehood. On February 27 Governor Clin-
ton sent a message12 to the Assembly pointing out that the resolutions
just passed by the Senate completely reversed the position that the
legislature had previously taken. He concluded with the bold state-
ment that:

Should you, therefore, agree to carry into effect these resolutions, the
duties of my office will oblige me to exercise the authority vested in me by
the Constitution, and prorogue you, and by that means prevent you from
pursuing measures which, from the repeated declarations of former legis-
latures, I am warranted to believe would not only be ruinous to this State,
but also destructive to the general peace and interest of the whole con-
federacy.

The Assembly did not concur in the Senate resolution. George Clinton
had effectively blocked a settlement of the Vermont dispute.

It is not of course possible to say to just what extent Clinton's action
was dictated by his ownership of Vermont lands. It is, however, clear
that his most steadfast ally in his opposition to Vermont's claims was
James Duane, the greatest New York claimant of all, and that other
New Yorkers, like Gouverneur Morris, who had no considerable
direct interest in Vermont were much less ardent champions of New
York's sovereignty.13 Had Clinton had no personal interest in Ver-
mont, that region might have become a state some ten years earlier
than it did.

Realizing that the tide was turning in their favor, the Vermonters
grew bold and extended their territorial claims in 1781 up to the Hud-
son. Clinton was wradiy. To emphasize New York's sovereignty
in the Grants he had several arrests made for minor delinquencies,
arrests that Governor Chittenden of the Grants denounced as an un-

12 Lincoln, Messages from the Governors, II, 142-45.
13 Morris was not reflected to Congress in 1779 because he had not pressed New

York's case against the Grants. Dictionary of American Biography, XIII, 210.
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warranted invasion of friendly territory. To add to his resentment
Clinton was now certain that the Vermont leaders were occupied
in treasonable correspondence with the British—a suspicion for which
there was some justification. And mutinies in regiments raised in
nordieastern New York seemed to be attributable to the treason of the
Grants.14 Consequently, Governor Clinton sent General Peter Ganse-
voort with some 200 militia into the Grants in December. He had,
he told Gansevoort, tried to avoid altercation and he wished even yet
to prevent any break before the close of the campaign; but if it was
necessary to enforce the laws of the state and protect loyal Yorkers
by force of arms, Gansevoort was not to hesitate to take the necessary
action.

Gansevoort's little force ran into formidable opposition and he
found it necessary to make a strategic retreat. General Stark, whose
natural sympathy for the cause of the Grants had stirred Clinton's
ire on more than one occasion, refused to authorize Gansevoort to
proceed against the insurgents;" and Clinton had to content himself
with more protests to the Congress. A few weeks later a certain Luke
Knoulton wrote Haldemand, "that Govr. Clinton by Information had
solemnly promised that if Congress did not settle the matter Relative
to Vermont, in January he would march with a force himself in Febru-
ary and would subdue Vermont or lose his life; he [Ethan Allen]
said he was not afraid to fight Clinton & all the troops he could raise
within his Government if he had a sufficient quantity of powder for
his Men."15 Evidently both Clinton and Allen were ready to force
the issue.

When the legislature met at Poughkeepsie late in February, Clin-
ton laid before it papers that showed conclusively the treasonable in-
trigues of the Vermonters. He was, he told the legislators, convinced
that it was necessary to enforce New York's jurisdiction over the
rebels of the Grants. The legislature responded by again proffering
the olive branch to the Vermonters,17 but Congress was now so strongly
pro-Vermont that the insurgents felt that, with statehood virtually as-

Stone, 'Brant, II, 183, 184, 185, 205; Public Papers, VI, 770.
™Md., VII, 611-15.
^ Pell, Ethan Allen, 235.

Lincoln, Messages from the Governors, II, i64n.
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sured, they could afford to ignore any advances from New York.18

In this diey were correct.
Yet it was nine more years before Vermont's statehood was recognized

through its admission to the Union. By 1789 a number of New Yorkers,
including Hamilton, were advocating recognition of Vermont's state-
hood; but George Clinton was still irreconcilable. When the legislature
passed an act appointing commissioners to declare New York's assent
to the creation of the state of Vermont, the Governor objected strenu-
ously. He told the council of revision that the bill would take prop-
erty widiout compensation by destroying rights to land; it would
violate the contract clause of the federal Constitution, and it would
injure New York land claimants in any one of several ways.19 In
brief, the bill was unconstitutional. Yet the commissioners were ap-
pointed; Vermont paid $30,000 to New York for the claims; and New
York recognized the independence of Vermont. On July 4, 1791, Ver-
mont became a state in spite of George Clinton.

Clinton was opposed to the dismemberment of New York, but he
was always an ardent expansionist. His numerous investments in un-
settled lands plus his faith in the expansive powers of the new-world
democracy that he had helped to create made him a consistent advocate
of the extension of settlement northward and westward. Indeed, the
Clinton dynasty in New York was largely responsible for the rapid
settlement of the old Northwest. George Clinton's valiant, if sometimes
ruthless, policy of acquiring Indian lands for white settlement made
possible DeWitt Clinton's great canal and the press of settlers west-
ward even beyond the New York frontiers.

In 1784 the legislature established the state land office. The com-
missioners, who were to grant bounty lands from the great public
domain, were the governor, lieutenant governor, speaker, secretary
of state, attorney-general, treasurer, and auditor. So onerous were
the governor's duties as a member of the commission that in 1790 at
his urgent request the legislature empowered any three commissioners,
not necessarily including the governor, to act for the commission.
Greatly restricted in their powers at first, the commissioners received

18 Public Papers, VIII, 7.
19 Street, Council of Revision, 416-17.
80 Lincoln, Messages from the Governors, II, 308-09.
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. J-QJ almost unlimited powers to dispose of the public lands "in
such parcels, and on such terms, and in such manner as they shall
judge most conducive to the interests of the state." As we shall see,
the commissioners took advantage of the generous grant of power to
make some enormous sales on such reasonable terms that Clinton and
his associates were accused of violating their trust, and the charge was
used against the governor in the state elections of 1792. Whatever the
merits of the case, the commissioners' liberal sales hastened the setde-
ment of northern and western New York, kept the state treasury well
supplied and so spared the state from direct taxation. Thus his friends
were able to maintain diat Governor Clinton "devised the plans of
finance which have placed die citizens beyond the calls of the tax-
gatherer, and furnished for them an actual fund of near four million."21

The state's surveyor general from 1784 and for many years there-
after was Simeon DeWitt, a nephew of George Clinton. This capable
young graduate of Rutgers had served during the war as an assistant
geographer to the Continental Army; he was a man of varied scien-
tific interests, and he was later to become chancellor of the University
of the State of New York.22 It is said that during his forty years of
service as surveyor general he avoided criticism by never purchasing
a single acre of the public lands. If Simeon DeWitt was immediately
responsible for the crop of classical names that were affixed to the new
towns on the New York frontier during this period, the Land Office
Commissioners must assume the ultimate responsibility. Yet not quite
all of the place names of the period were those of Greece and Rome.
A town that was organized in Dutchess County in 1786 and a place
near Utica in Oneida County were named "Clinton" after the governor
of the state and Clinton County in the northeast was organized in
I788.23 The New York Clintons have helped to make Clinton one of
the most popular place names in the United States.

One of the major barriers to New York's expansion during the co-
lonial period was the Iroquois. The Revolution gave the New Yorkers

Anon., An Address to the People of the American States (Washington, 1808). For
w York land policy see also Don C. Sowers, Financial History of New Yor^ State (New
» 1.9I.4)' 38-40, and Cochran, op. tit., Chapters IV and V.
23 Dtc.tl°nclry of American Biography.

R I H*'1P- H' Sm'tl1' General History of Duchess County (Pawling, 1877), 144;
ed v ggins' Expansion in New York, 102; History of the State of New York Flick,y*>v, 190.
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an opportunity to break down that barrier, for four of the Six Nations
were openly hostile to the patriot cause. During the war Governor Clin-
ton cooperated with the federal Indian commissioners for the Northern
Department, the most important of whom was Philip Schuyler, in

keeping the Oneidas and Tuscaroras faithful to the Americans. He
was asked to appoint one of the commissioners to meet those tribes
at a treaty held at Johnstown in 1778. The next year the legislature
appointed him and four other commissioners to hold a treaty of paci-
fication with the Indians.2*

After the war many New Yorkers contended that the hostile Iro-
quois had forfeited their claims to their lands by disloyalty to the
American cause. It was largely through the influence of Washington
and Schuyler with the federal Congress and of George Clinton with
the state legislature that this contention was abandoned; and die
Congress and the legislature adopted the policy of easing the Indians
out of their holdings by a series of treaties. The governor and a board
of commissioners were designated in April 1784, to begin the easing-
out process.25

In the field of Indian affairs, as in so many others, the governor
found himself embarrassed by a conflict of authority between state
and nation. After a conference of the Six Nations in June 1784, the
Mohawk chief, Joseph Brant, wrote the governor that the Iroquois
chiefs and warriors would be glad to meet the New York commissioners
at Fort Stanwix to renew their ancient friendship, but it was clear that
they also wanted to meet the federal commissioners.26 Accordingly,
Governor Clinton wrote rather frigidly to the federal commissioners
that he had requested the Six Nations to convene at Fort Stanwix and
that he would have no objection if the commissioners wished to im-
prove "the incident to the advantage of the United States, expecting
however and positively stipulating that no long agreement be entered
into with Indians residing within the Jurisdiction of this State, with
whom I only mean to treat, prejudicial to its rights."27 Whatever

24 Journal of the Continental Congress, VI, 456; Cochran, New Yor/^ in the Confedera-
tion, 98-99.

25 Ibid., 128-29.
26 Public Papers, VIII, 323, 327, 328.
»/«*.. 332-33-
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Plinton meant by this vague assertion of state's rights, the federal com-
missioners went ahead with their plans, making it clear to the Indians
fhat die governor's proposed negotiations were unauthorized by
Congress. Clinton was piqued. He had less love than ever for die
Congress.

The resulting conference at Fort Stanwix was a dual one. The first
phase was the meeting of the Indians with Clinton and his commis-
sioners on August 31 to September 10. The conference was amicable
enough but in reply to die governor's request for a cession of lands
near Niagara and Oswego as compensation for the ravages of the
Iroquois during the Revolution, Brant only promised that the as-
sembled chiefs would consult with their peoples.28 Governor Clinton
returned to New York City to meet the legislature, leaving Major Peter
Schuyler at Fort Stanwix to attend the meetings of the Congressional
commissioners with the Indians in October and to use his "most un-
divided influence to counteract and frustrate" any measures that might
prove detrimental to the state.29 By the treaty of October 22, 1784, be-
tween the United States and the Iroquois, the latter gave up a large
part of their western lands. The line was to run from a point just
east of Niagara south to Buffalo Creek on Lake Erie, down to the
Pennsylvania line, and west and south on that line to the Ohio River.
The friendly Oneidas and Tuscaroras were, however, to be secured
in the possession of their lands.30 This was the first of the series of
federal treaties that took the American West from the Indians and
opened it to white settlement.

Even die Oneidas and Tuscaroras found it wise to cede lands in
1785. Governor Clinton and his commissioners met them in June at
Fort Herkimer where in return for the modest sum of $11,500 in cash
and kind they ceded lands between the Unadilla and the Chenango
Rivers nordi of the Pennsylvania line in the later counties of Chenango,
Broome, and Tioga.81 Three years later Clinton conducted further
negotiations with the Oneidas persuading them to yield all of their

»/«*, 349-76.
30'*'«•. 379; J. A. James, George Rogers Clark (Chicago, 1928), 307.

Indian Affairs: Laws and Treaties, C. J. Kappler, ed., II (Washington Government
? Office, 1904), 5-6.
• A. Werner, Civil List (Albany, 1889), 219.
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lands north of the cession of 1785 excepting a reservation; this tract was
henceforth known as "the Governor's Purchase," or "Clinton's Pur-
chase." Other cessions followed and by 1789 virtually all of die Iroquois
lands east of Seneca Lake had been given up.82

One great cession of the Iroquois Governor Clinton succeeded in
having annulled. In spite of the provision of the state constitution that
all land purchases from Indians must have the consent of the legis-
lature, Colonel John Livingston and some eighty others, who styled
themselves the New York Genesee Company of Adventurers, obtained
a great tract for 999 years at 2000 Spanish milled dollars a year. Al-
though the company had considerable influence in high places, the
legislature voided the leases and instructed the governor to use force
if necessary to keep trespassers off die disputed lands. This scandal,
which involved several of the most prominent Federalist families of
New York enabled the governor to pose as the defender of die Indians
and the western lands against the selfish forces of speculation.

By 1790 George Clinton had struck up a warm personal friend-
ship with Joseph Brant, the same Mohawk who had been the terror
of the frontiers during the Revolution. Through Brant, who placed
a great deal of confidence in Clinton's honesty and fairness towards
the Indians, the governor exerted a considerable and a very useful
influence over the Iroquois. When the Indians protested too vehe-
mently from Canandaigua in July 1789 against white intrusions, the
governor replied to Brant's letter as a father might to a disrespectful
child, rebuking him for having any part in the sending of a letter
"so highly exceptionable in every point," but promising that, if the legis-
lature should revive the law establishing state Indian commissioners,
or at least authorize him to hold a treaty with the Iroquois, he would
see that justice was done.33 The result of this correspondence was a
series of conferences and, on the whole, a satisfactory settlement of
the difficulties. Clinton seems to have attended at least one of the
conferences, that at Fort Stanwix in the summer of 1790; for Brant
wrote him on July 21 that he was "at a loss for words to express my

82 R. L. Higgins, Expansion in New York, i°5-
88 Clinton to Brant, New York, September 19, 1789, Draper Collection, Wisconsin

Historical Society.
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ratitude for the civility and attention I received from your Excellency
and the rest of the Gentlemen at Fort Stanwix."81 As Brant's biog-
apher has stated, Clinton always treated Brant not only with respect

"but with evident personal kindness and regard."8' When Clinton's
letters grew less frequent in 1792, Brant reproached him, declaring
that nothing on his part should "be wanting to cultivate a good under-
standing between us." The friendship between the two did continue,
and as late as 1802 and 1803 Brant was expressing his appreciation of
the governor's "known disposition to give satisfaction to all reason-
able Indian requests."s

Washington and his Secretary of War found it more difficult to get
on with Brant. They thought he had tried to frustrate all agreement
between St. Clair and the Indians at Fort Harmar and they feared
he would make trouble for the Americans in the anticipated cam-
paigns in the northwest in 1791. To prevent this they turned to Clinton.
Secretary Knox wrote the governor on April 12 to ask him to use his
influence to induce Brant "to undertake to conciliate the western In-
dians to pacific measures, and bring them to hold a general treaty" with
Colonel Pickering, the federal commissioner. Clinton was not enthu-
siastic over the plan. He told Knox that he thought it unwise to
bring die Six Nations together at that time for any purpose; that it
was wise to keep them divided; but that, if Knox desired it, he would
do what he could widi Brant. Whether Clinton helped or not, Colonel
Pickering was able to hold his conference with the Iroquois on the
Susquehanna in mid-summer. Later in the year the governor invited
the Mohawk chief to visit him at New York.87

Clinton's administration was much more successful in pushing back
the Indians than it was in ousting die British from New York ter-
ritory.

Washington had sent Steuben in 1783 to try to persuade Governor
84 Draper Collection, Wisconsin Historical Society.
85 Stone, Joseph Brant, II, 289. Typical is the letter of August 17, 1792. from Clinton

to Brant in Historical Society of Pennsylvania; Clinton asks assistance in finding the
murderer of an Onondaga chief.

36Letters of December u, 1792; February 16, 1802, and November 15, 1803, Draper
Collection, Wisconsin Historical Society.

87 American State Papers: Indian Affairs (2 vols., Washington, 1832-34), I, 167-69.
For later Clinton negotiations with the Indians see ibid., I, 655, 663-64, 667.
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Haldimand to have the garrisons withdrawn from Oswego and other
posts, but Steuben had had no success. Haldimand was equally un-
responsive when Governor Clinton sent Lieutenant Colonel Fish to
Canada in March 1784 with a copy of the American proclamation of
the definitive treaty of peace. In the letter to Haldimand that Fish
carried with him, the governor asked to be informed when Niagara
and the other posts would be given up, since it would be his duty to
provide for receiving those that were in New York. He had no doubt,
he said, but that Haldimand would soon be withdrawing the garrisons.
But Haldimand had no intention of evacuating them. He replied that
unfortunately he had received no official notice of the treaty and no
authorization to give up the posts.38 These reasons were of course valid
only at the moment. To justify the retention of the posts the authori-
ties in Canada soon took the position that they were under no obliga-
tion to return the posts so long as New York continued on its side to
violate the treaty by persecuting the Loyalists. Possibly they were
right. Nevertheless it is probable that the real causes of their policy
of hesitation were Canadian anxiety to retain the very valuable fur
trade and a fear of Indian reprisals should the Indians be abandoned
to their recent enemies, the Americans.39 Not until 1785 did the Brit-
ish government announce frankly that while America prevented the
collection of British debts and persecuted its Loyalists, the posts would
not be returned.

Meanwhile the governor's anglophobia grew as he heard of New
Yorkers' being ejected from frontiers that by the terms of the treaty
were New York's own.40

He never tired of showing his resentment at British aggression.
In 1790 he was complaining to Washington that the British were
ordering New Yorkers to move away from the western shores of
Lake Champlain; in 1791 he was urging federal action to protect the
New York boundaries in the north; he was angry at the closing of

88 Clinton to Haldimand, March 19, 1784, and Haldimand to Clinton, May 10, i?84>
Force Transcripts, Meshech Weare Papers, Library of Congress.

69 W. E. Stevens, The Northwest Fur Trade, 1763-1800 (Urbana, 1926), 44-45!
A. C. McLaughlin, "Western Posts and the British Debts," American Historical Associa-
tion Report for 1894, 415-28.

40 Clinton to James Monroe, August 20, 1784, Monroe Papers, Library of Congress.
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the Oswego River in 1793; a few months later he was denouncing the
British to the legislature for taxing New York properties, and shortly
afterwards he was outraging Canadian opinion by referring in a speech
to the "natural right" of Americans near the lakes to use the St. Law-
rence. Clinton was not twisting the lion's tail for mere effect or for
political advantage; many of the grievances he stressed were real
enough. New York had in 1788 passed its act for repealing all state
laws inconsistent with the treaty of peace with Great Britain and the
governor felt, more than ever, that the British had no right in his

state.41

Clinton seems to have kept an agent or agents at Montreal in the
heart of the enemy's country. This enabled him in March 1794 to send
Washington a copy of Lord Dorchester's amazing speech of Febru-
ary 10 to the western Indians that seemed to show so conclusively that
the British were attempting to stir up the Indians against the Amer-
icans. Washington feared a break with Britain and asked Clinton to
get further information that would be of value in case the break
should come.42 Little wonder that Lieutenant Governor Simcoe of
Upper Canada heartily disliked Governor Clinton and declared that
control of the states of New York, Pennsylvania, and Virginia by "those
violent and able Antifederalists, Clinton, Mifflin and Lee, is no favor-
able circumstance for peace or security." ** It was John Jay's diplomacy,
however, and not Clinton's protests, that finally evicted the British
from New York. Jay's treaty of 1794 provided for the evacuation of
the posts by June i, 1796, at which time Jay himself was governor of
New York.

That George Clinton was always interested in westward expansion
and the settlement of the western lands is evidenced by his advocacy
°r the earliest canal projects. Gouverneur Morris and Philip Schuyler
have both been given the enviable title of father of the New York
canal system, and Dr. Fox has pointed out that the Federalists with
their great holdings in western lands were stronger advocates of the

Clinton to Washington, May 21, 1790, in U. S. Department of State, Miscellaneous
Wers; E. A. Cruikshank, ed., Correspondence of Lieutenant Governor John Graves
!m&e ^ volumes, Toronto, 1923-26), I, 399-400; II, 135-36, 158, 165, 171.

S. F. Bemis, Jay's Treaty (New York, 1923), 195; Simcoe, op. cit., II, 196, 263.
In a letter of July 26, 1793, in Simcoe, op. cit., I, 400.
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development of inland waterways than were their Antifederalist op.
ponents.44 Yet Clinton deserves to rank high among the early advo-
vates of a canal system. Brought up as he was near the banks of the
Hudson where his neighbors were largely dependent upon water trans-
portation, he was quick to see the need of waterways. As early as 1779
he sent Thomas Machin into the Mohawk Valley to take the level of
the river from Albany to Schenectady and above, to see whether a canal
to supply water to Albany would be practicable.45 His tour to north-
ern New York with Washington in 1783 may have been largely re-
sponsible for the interest in canals that both men were to show in
later years.

It was perhaps a consequence of the agitation for canals carried on
by Elkanah Watson, recently of Rhode Island, that Governor Clinton
urged upon the legislature in 1791 the necessity for facilitating com-
munication with the frontier settlements in order to prevent the diver-
sion of their produce to other markets. The legislature responded within
a few weeks by directing the commissioners of the land office, of whom
the governor was one, to make surveys for canals both north and west
of Albany. The surveys were made the same year and in 1792 Clin-
ton told the legislature that both projects were entirely practicable and
at a very moderate expense. Schuyler seems to have fathered the bill
passed at the same session for establishing two canal companies. The
northern canal project was to come to nothing; the western project
was to unfold gradually during the 1790*8, pointing the way toward
the Erie Canal in later years.46

The governor retained his interest in canal transportation develop-
ments to the end of his life. A few weeks before Clinton died, Robert
Fulton expressed in the warmest manner his appreciation of the ven-
erable gentleman who had supported his "claims on the public with
a friendship and even zeal which I could not presume to request of
him and which being voluntary I consider as the greater favor."
About the same time John Jacob Astor, who was planning to wrest

44 Fox, Aristocracy, 148-53.
45 American Historical Record, II, (1873), 162-63.
46 Lincoln, Messages, II, 311-21; J. S. Davis, Essays in the Earlier History of American

Corporations (Cambridge, 1917), 158-65. Clinton advocated support of the two
canal companies in his message of January 7, 1794.
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fur trade in the far West from the British in Canada and was so-
ns President Jefferson's support, received enthusiastic endorse-

llC
ent from his friend George Clinton.47 Whether it was a turnpike,

"canal, a steamboat, or a project for the conquest of the West, Clinton
showed a life-long interest in any development that advanced the path

of empire on its westward way.

«Fulton to DeWitt Clinton, January 17, 1812, DeWitt Clinton Papers, Columbia
University Library; K. W. Porter, John Jacob Astor (2 volumes, Harvard University Press,
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