

















who are Lewis and Clark enthusi-
asts that Donald Jackson serves up
a special feast, for not only does he
populate much of his novel with
real people who in one way or anoth-
er were associated with the great
explorers, but he also presents us
with a challenging view of Meri-
wether Lewis which, while bound to
provoke outeries of protest from tra-
ditionalists, has an anvil-hard ring
of truth.

For the Lewis and Clark buff, read-
ing Valley Men is like moving
through a room full of people whose
names and faces are familiar. Here,
among many others, are such old
friends and acquaintances as Thom-
as Jefferson, the two captains them-
selves (now Governor Lewis and
General Clark), Julia Clark, Mah-
lon Dickerson, Auguste Chouteau,
Dr. Antoine Saugrain, and even Ser-
geant Nathaniel Pryor, who since
the long journey to the Pacific has
received an officer’s commission. Al-
though some of these figures from
the past play larger roles than do
others, and although they speak
lines as imaginary as those spoken
by the novel’s fictitious characters,
all are faithfully delineated accord-
ing to what history has had to say
about them — just as one would
expect from the pen of an authority
as eminent as Dr. Jackson. Also,
just as one would expect, Jackson’s
knowledge of the time about which
he writes is awesomely detailed: he
can even describe the bizarre medi-
cal treatment then in vogue for an
attack of appendicitis! As a result, a
period and its people are brought to
life with a richness and realism this
reviewer has seldom encountered in
even the most critically acclaimed
historical novels.

Dedicated to the memory of Meri-
wether Lewis, Valley Men at first
gives the reader reason to think the
central character, Rafe Bailey, is
modeled after him. Like Lewis, he is
an Albemarle County neighbor of
Jefferson, studies in Philadelphia
under Dr. Benjamin Rush and Ben-
jamin Smith Barton, is an ardent
collector of botanical specimens,
and is one of the leaders of an expe-
dition. But there the resemblance
ends. In fact, a rivalry springs up
between the two men, with Rafe
resenting the way in which his expe-
dition is made to take a back seat to
Lewis and Clark’s, and Lewis going
to unethical lengths to prevent Rafe
from publishing his discoveries in
natural history before he can pub-
lish his own. (His demands in a let-
ter that Rafe not publish earlier
than he, he influences an editor to
reject Rafe’s first efforts, and he
even arranges for Rafe to be as-
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signed to a remote army post where
he will have little time to write.) At
first glance, this is a shockingly
unflattering characterization of
Lewis, one guaranteed to raise the
hackles of those who insist their
heroes be unflawed. Yet, if the read-
er examines this characterization
with an open mind, he will come to
see that Jackson’s purpose is not to
denigrate Lewis — far from it — but
rather to present him honestly as
the tragically disturbed human be-
ing there is convincing historical
evidence to think he was in the last
dark days before he evidently took
his own life. As such, the tormented,
highly complex Lewis of Valley
Men is a creative achievement to be
applauded, not as some Lewis and
Clark diehards are certain to com-
plain, a disparaging portrayal to be
condemned.

Few novels, historical or otherwise,
are as well written as this one. From
the author’s pen flows a prose
which is a pleasure to read, always
graceful, lucid, vivid. Take, for ex-
ample, this perfect little cameo of
Jefferson’s Philadelphia friend and
correspondent, Charles Willson
Peale:

To artist and museum curator
Charles Willson Peale, every day
is Christmas and the universe a
giant toy. He delights in the new,
the curious, and what he likes to
call the “marvelous.” He can
paint a portrait better than any-
one else in America, then spend
an hour celebrating the arrival at
his museum of a calf with five
legs.

Needless to ask, how often does one
come across such a crisp and color-
ful descriptive passage? And that’s
just a small sample of the quality of
writing to be savored throughout
Valley Men.

If there is anything to quibble about
— and custom seems to dictate that
a reviewer quibble about something
— it is a minor point. In his preface,
Jackson writes: “The captain [Lew-
is] was authorized to appoint a part-
ner and very nearly got Lieutenant
Moses Hooke. Second choice was
Clark, who happily accepted when
Hooke declined.” Not so, at least as
it is understood here. Instead, Clark
was Lewis'’s first choice from the
start, and it was only when Lewis
reached Pittsburgh and had not yet
received Clark’s reply to his letter of
invitation that Hooke was consid-
ered. Then, when Clark’s letter of
acceptance arrived a few days later,
any possibility of a Lewis and
Hooke Expedition vanished. But
this is a small matter, in all proba-
bility an oversight, and against the

A

totality of Jackson's magnificent ac-
complishment about as significant
as saying, “Look, there's a freckle
on Mona Lisa’s nose.”

For as long as Americans are inter-
ested in the history of how their
continent was explored, the words
of Donald Jackson will be read. His
books and articles on Pike, Fre-
mont, and Lewis and Clark are sol-
idly established as scholarly land-
marks. As for the lasting power of
his novel, Valley Men, who can
say? Perhaps over time it will be
relegated to a secondary place
among his works. Or perhaps, like
Northwest Passage by Kenneth
Roberts and The Big Sky by A.B.
Guthrie, Jr., it will have fresh and
vital appeal for each new genera-
tion. If this reviewer had to bet, he'd
put his money on the long pull. In
his opinion, it’s that good a book.

Idaho Governor Evans
Creates and Appoints
L. & C. Committee

Idaho Governor John V. Evans, has
issued “Executive Order No. 83-21"
creating the Idaho Lewis and Clark
Trail Committee. The Order recog-
nizes the historical significance of
the Lewis and Clark Trail to the
state of Idaho, and further states
that this new official group is to
coordinate its activities with sim-
ilar committees, Commissions, or
Councils in other Trail States. The
committee is to function in an advi-
sory capacity to state, local and fed-
eral governments. Governor Evans
has appointed the ten individuals,
designated to comprise the commit-
tee, and the Order directs that the
appointed individuals elect a Chair-
person. Foundation member John
A. Caylor, professor of history at
Boise State University was elected
chairman at the first meeting, Jan-
uary 21, 1984, at Boise, Idaho. A
September 1984 meeting is planned
in the Lewiston, Idaho area. In addi-
tion to Dr. Caylor, the following
have been appointed to the commit-
tee: Professor James Fazio, College
of Forestry, Wildlife and Range Seci-
ences, University of Idaho, Moscow;
Foundation member Dr. James F.
Hammersten, Boise; James Hern-
don, Salmon; Patricia A. Barrett;
Foundation member Ottis Peterson,
Boise; Constance G. Walker, Lewis-
ton; Foundation member Marcus J.
Ware, Lewiston; Don K. Weilmuns-
ter, Montour; and Merle Wells, Ida-
ho State Historical Society. The Ida-
ho State Historical Society, Boise,
maintains a Foundation member-
ship and includes a complete file of
We Proceeded On in its library
archives.



The Journal of Captain Meriwether Lewis

(Some Observations Concerning the Journal Hiatuses of Captain Lewis)

By Paul Russell Cutright

. . . more than three-quarters of a century have elapsed since Reuben Gold Thwaites forthrightly stated that

(13

Meriwether Lewis

.. regularly kept his diary . ..”, but, in all those years, not even one of the numerous

purportedly missing entries by Lewis has come to light, and no evidence has appeared to support Thwaites’

belief that they ever existed.

Thomas Jefferson, former illustrious President of the
United States, once declared that only a few public fig-
ures take the trouble to keep written records of impor-
tant events in their lives, without which *. . . history
becomes fable instead of fact.”!

In Jefferson’s elaborate and carefully worded instruc-
tions to Meriwether Lewis, these being dated the 20th
day of June, 1803, on the eve of the latter’s departure for
the West, he made it self-evident that he expected
Lewis’s Trans-Mississippi celestial observations, as
well as those zoological, botanical, geographical and
ethnological, . . . to be taken with great pains & accu-
racy, to be entered distinctly & intelligibly for others as
well as yourself . . . [and that] several copies of these
[notes]. . . should be made at leisure time & put into the
care of the most trustworthy of your attendants, to
guard by multiplying them, against the accidental
losses to which they will be exposed.”? In this fashion,
Jefferson made it obvious that if the journalists of the
Corps of Discovery adhered to this directive, the history
of the Expedition, when published, would be factual,
and in no way fabled or legendary,

Painstaking students of the Lewis and Clark Expedi-
tion know that the two Captains regarded Jefferson’s
instructions as akin to law, viewed them with the ven-
eration clergy ordinarily extend to Holy Writ. One finds
instances bolstering this premise, two in particular.
Both are by Lewis, and each relates to keeping written
records. The first, a detachment order dated May 26,
1804, reads: “The sergts . .. are directed each to keep a
separate journal from day to day of all passing occur-
rences, and such other observations on the country &c
as shall appear to them worthy of notice.”® The second,
in a letter to Jefferson dated April 7, 1805, reads: “We
have encouraged our men to keep journals, and seven of
them do so, to whom in this respect we give every
assistance in our power.”™

Who were the seven journalists? Unhesitatingly, cur-
rent historians put names to six of them: Sergeants
John Ordway, Patrick Gass, Charles Floyd and Na-
thaniel Pryor,> and Privates Joseph Whitehouse and
Robert Frazer.® Students of the Expedition have indus-
triously combed Lewis and Clark literature in attempts

1. Edward T. Martin, Thomas Jefferson, Scientist, New York: Henry
Schuman (1952), 19.

2. Reuben Gold Thwaites, ed., Original Journals of the Lewis and Clark
Expedition, 1804-1806, 8 vols., New York: Dodd, Mead & Co. (1904-
1905), VII, 248. Hereinafter cited as Thwaites.

3. Thwaites, I, 33.
4, Thwaites, VII, 319.

5. Since Lewis had directed the sergeants to keep diaries, it is generally
conceded that Pryor did so, even though his journal has never been
found.

6. Private Frazer's journal, like that of Sergeant Pryor's, has yet to be
located. Proof that it existed is a prospectus issued in 1806. For this, see
Donald Jackson, ed., Letters of the Lewis and Clark Expedition with
Related Documents, 1783-1854, 2 vols., Urbana: University of Illinois
Press (1978), I, 345-346. Hereinafter cited as Jackson.

to discover the name of the seventh journalist to whom
Lewis referred, though in vain. Of course, two more
names must be added to the six just denominated, those
of Captains Meriwether Lewis and William Clark, thus
bringing the number of known journalists to eight. It
comes as no surprise, therefore, when occasionally this
celebrated company of explorers is alluded to as “the
writingest crew on record.””

The unbroken, day-to-day onus of recording events and
observations must at times have bordered on the impos-
sible, especially on those occasions when the agonies of
numbing cold or enervating heat were added to illness-
es and recurrent debilitating fatigue. There was, for
example, that bitterly cold and snowy day on the Lolo
Trail when Clark wrote: “I have been wet and as cold in
every part as I ever was in my life.”® Yet Clark’s entry
for that day, despite his miseries, managed 400 words.

Sergeant Ordway, of all the Expedition’s scribes,
proved to be the most faithful; not once during the
entire grand tour (one of 862 days all told) did he fail to
pen an entry. Clark was almost as consistent, recording
events of each day excepting February 3-12, 1805, when
he was away from Fort Mandan seeking game with
which to replenish the Fort’s rapidly dwindling food
supply.?

As to the other diarists, Sergeant Floyd persisted in his
entries, missing not one, until two days before his
unfortunate death on August 20, 1804. Proof of Ser-
geant Gass’s fidelity with pen eludes us, his original
manuscript journal having never come to light. How-
ever, in David M’Keehan’s paraphrase of it, one finds a
number of lacunae. Private Whitehouse’s diary also
contains blank spaces — and it terminates abruptly,
and inexplicably, with his entry of November 6, 1805.10

Of all the party journals, that of Meriwether Lewis
manifestly stands foremost, even though its worth is
attenuated by the presence of several breaks in conti-
nuity. Four of these breaks (hiatuses) are of substantial
and unfortunate length: (1) May 21, 1804 — September
15, 1804; (2) September 18, 1804 — February 2, 1805: (3)
September 25, 1805 — November 28, 1805; and (4)
August 13, 1806 — September 23, 1806.!! This last,

7. Paul Russell Cutright, A History of the Lewis and Clark Journals,
Norman: University of Oklahoma Press (1976), 8-9. See also Jackson, I,
vii, for a similar statement.

8. Thwaites, ITI, 69.

9. Clark, however, on his return to Fort Mandan, did pen synoptic
comments for each of the days he had been away. See Thwaites, I,
259-261.

10. In a sense there are two Whitehouse journals. One, discovered by
Thwaites in 1903, is in Whitehouse's handwriting, ends abruptly on
November 6, 1805, and contains several hiatuses preceding that date.
The other, found in a Philadelphia bookstore in 1966, is a paraphrase
extending the original version through April 2, 1806, Both are today in
the Newberry Library, Chicago.

11. The other, briefer, hiatuses occurred as follows: May 14, 1804; May
16-19, 1804; February 14 — March 15, 1805; March 17 — April 6, 1805;
August 27 — September 6, 1805; September 11-17, 1805; and December
2.31, 1805. In enumerating Lewis hiatuses, one should not overlook
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occasioned by a bullet in Lewis’s . . . left thye. . ."121is
only one of the four with a ready explanation.

For the several interruptions in Lewis’s journal, Reub-
en Gold Thwaites!® had a prompt answer:

Whether the missing Lewis entries . . . are still in existence
or not is unknown to the present writer. There appears to be
[however] no doubt that he regularly kept his diary. It is
possible that the missing notes, in whole or in part, were
with him when he met his death in Tennessee, and were
either accidentally or purposely destroyed by others.”1*

To this explanation, I must take exception. Two rea-
sons come at once to mind: (1) there is a tangible body
of available evidence discrediting it (of which more
hereinafter) and (2) no evidence whatever exists to sub-
stantiate Thwaites’ suggestion that Lewis’s missing
entries may have been destroyed in Tennessee at the
time of his death.

In making public his explanation, Thwaites, in my
judgment, spoke out too hurriedly and too confidently
for, when so doing, he actually had in hand documenta-
tion casting doubt on, if not in truth refuting, his belief
that Lewis faithfully penned entries in a journal. This
particular documentation, in the main, consisted of two
letters to Thomas Jefferson, one from Clark and the
othsr from Lewis. The former, written April 1, 1805,
reads:

Sir — It being the wish of Capt. Lewis I take the liberty to
send you for your own personal perusal the notes which I
have taken in the form of a journal in their original state.
You will readily perceive in reading over these notes, that
many parts are incorrect, owing to the variety of informa-
tion received at different times. I most sincerely wish that
leasure had permitted me to offer them in a more correct
form. Receive I pray you my unfained acknowledgements
for your friendly recollection of me in your letters to my
friend and companion Capt. Lewis, and be assured of the
sincere regard with which I have the honor to be your most
Obt & Humble Servt.'®

Lewis’s Communication to Jefferson, dated April 7,
1805, reads in part:

Dear Sir:. . . . You will also receive herewith inclosed a part
of Capt. Clark’s private journal. The other part you will
find inclosed in a separate tin box. This journal is in its
original state, and of course incorrect, but it will serve to
give you the daily detales of our progress, and transactions.
Capt. Clark does not wish this journal exposed in it’s pres-

another, one of about 54 days, occurring in Lewis's Ohio Journal [more
recently referred to as the Eastern Journal of the Lewis and Clark
Expedition — see We Proceeded On, Vol. 7, No. 2, p. 14], the account of
the Expedition’s trip from Pittsburgh down the Ohio and up the Missis-
sippi Rivers, to the mouth of Wood River. This hiatus began in mid-Oc-
tober and continued until December 12, 1803.

12. Thwaites, V, 240,

13. Reuben Gold Thwaites (1853-1913) was born in Dorchester (now a
part of Boston), Massachusetts, educated in the Universities of Wiscon-
sin and Yale, in 1876 was named editor of the Wisconsin State Journal
and, in 1886, succeeded Lyman Draper as head of the State Historical
Society of Wisconsin. It was in 1902 that he began his editorship of the
Original Journals of the Lewis and Clark Expedition.

14. Thwaites, I, xxxv.

15. Thwaites, VII, 313. The handwriting of this letter to Jefferson is
Clark's, though the wording, much of it at least, is Lewis’s. Proof that
both Captains gave time to the composition of the letter exists, this in
the form of a preliminary draft dated April 1, 1805. This draft, partly in
Lewis's handwriting, reads:

Sir Fort Mandan April 1st 1805

<As Capt. Lewis has not Leasure to Send> <write><a correct Coppy
journal of our proceeding &c.>> It being the wish of Capt. Lewis [ take
the liberty <by the request of Captain Lewis to send you> to send you
for your own <perusal> perusal, the notes which I have taken in the
form of a journal in their original state. You will readily perceive in
reading over those notes, that many parts are incorrect, <principally>
owing to the variety [of] information recived at different times, | most
sincerely wish that leasure had permited me to offer them in a more
correct form. . . . [See: Jackson, Letters, I, 226.]
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ent state, but has no objection that one or more copies be
made by some confidential person under your direction,
correcting the grammatical errors &c. Indeed it is the wish
of both of us, that two of these copies should be made, if
convenient, and retained until our return; in this state there
is no objection to your submitting them to the perusal of the
heads of departments, or such others as you may think
proper. A copy of this journal will assist me in compiling
my own for publication after my return . . . [ shall dispatch
a canoe with three, perhaps four persons, from the extreem
navigable point of the Missouri . . . [and] by the return of
this canoe, I shall send you my journal . . . Your most Obt.
Servt.18

From the wordings of these two letters to Jefferson, I
feel obliged to conclude, with scarcely a ripple even of
doubt, that Lewis persuaded Clark to send his journal
to the President for the simple reason that he did not
have one of his own to send. It is inconceivable that he
would not have sensed Clark’s discomfiture in trans-
mitting his “incorrect” chronicle to the man then resid-
ing in the White House. Lewis, by forwarding his own
— if he had one — could so easily have avoided embar-
rassing Clark and, at the same time, could have spared
Jefferson the bother attending his correction and dupli-
cation of Clark’s grammatically imperfect diary.!?
There can be no doubt, too, that Clark was something
more to Lewis than a mere companion and fellow
officer; he was a close friend and confidant and, as I
view the relationship, it would have been totally out of
character for Lewis, under any circumstance, to have
wittingly discomfited Clark if he could have prevented
it.

As noted, Lewis asked Jefferson for a copy of Clark’s
journal, this to be of help to him later when compiling
his own for publication. It may be argued, of course,
that Lewis needed his friend’s journal as a supplement
to his own. On the other hand, as I see it, there are
sound reasons for believing that Lewis’s request was
prompted by the fact that he did not have one of his
own. Supporting my belief is the circumstance that
Lewis, in his letter to the President, sidestepped alto-
gether any explanation of why he was not sending a
journal of his own; on this matter he was entirely non-
committal.

Also, in this same letter to Jefferson, Lewis informed
him that, once he had reached the headwaters of the

Missouri he would, as he said, *. . . send you my jour-
nal. . .”1® This statement creates incertitude, for it fails
to explain what Lewis meant by “. . . my journal . ..”

Did he have in mind a day-to-day chronicle beginning
on May 14, 1804? Or was he thinking of a journal which
had its provenance on April 7, 1805, the date of his
letter?

If the former, Lewis had his work cut out for him —
provided the status of his journal in 1804-1805 was the
same as in 1904-1905 when Thwaites had it in hand.
For one thing, the first leg of the trip, that from the

(continued on page 10)

16. Thwaites, VII, 318-319.

17. As to the copies Lewis requested of Jefferson, none seems to exist.
Donald Jackson, in a letter to me dated September 27, 1983, has writ-
ten: “1 have never seen any evidence that Jefferson acted on Lewis's
suggestion that copies of Clark’s journal be edited and copied. I know of
no journal that remotely qualifies. If I were doing the piece you are
working on [ believe [ would safely assume there is no copy or copies.”

18. No canoe with men and journal was returned from the upper Mis-
souri, the decision not to do so having been made at White Bear Islands
on July 4, 1805, On that date Lewis wrote: . . . not having seen the
Snake Indians or knowing in fact whether to calculate on their friend-
ship or hostility we have coneeived our party sufficiently small and
therefore have concluded not to dispatch a canoe with a part of our men
to St. Louis as we had intended early in the spring.” (See Thwaites II,
209).



Wood River (present Illinois) encampment to the aban-
donment of Fort Mandan (today’s North Dakota),
required a total of 327 days. For another thing Lewis’s
journal entries for that period (excluding his dated
“Detachment Orders”) numbered precisely fifteen.'?
Thus, if Lewis entertained the idea of filling the hiatus,
312 entries, he faced a near impossible task, one so for-
midable that this writer is unable, even momentarialy
to entertain it.

It is far easier to embrace the latter choice, that of *. . .
my journal . ..” originating April 7, 1805, and continu-
ing, with several breaks,?’ until August 1806, when
Lewis, incapacitated by a rifle bullet in his hindside,
discontinued his journalistic contributions. Students of
the Expedition may, or may not, have noted that
Lewis’s letter to Jefferson and the initial entry of his
post-Mandan journal occurred on the same day,
namely, April 7, 1805. Was this pure coincidence? I
doubt it. Isn’t there validity in the assumption that
Lewis, when informing Jefferson of his decision to send
Clark’s journal . . . in it’s original state, and of course
incorrect ...”, instead of his own, became acutely
aware that he, the commander of the Expedition, had
been guilty of neglect in not keeping a journal and, as a
result, determined to correct that matter — and began
doing so that same day?

One sentence of Lewis’s entry for that same date (April
7, 1805) strikes me as needing more than just a casual
look. This sentence reads:

entert[ai]ning as [ do, the most confident hope of succeed-
ing in a voyage which had formed a da[r|ling project of
mine for the last ten years, I could but esteem this moment
of my departure as among the most happy in my life.”"*'

Why the allusion here to «. . . this moment of my depar-
ture. ..”, when the actual, initial moment had occurred
eleven months earlier? Does it not seem credible that, if
Lewis had been chronicling daily events, beginning on
the day the explorers started up the Missouri from their
Wood River encampment, he would have expressed this
“. .. moment of departure...” sentiment on May 14,
1804, or soon thereafter?

Casting even more doubt on the validity of Thwaites’
contention, and most persuasively, were Lewis’s pinch-
hitting entries on those days when he and Clark, for
several days running, were separated. The first of these
separations occurred at Fort Mandan during the first
two weeks of February. It was mid-winter, large game
animals were practically nonexistent, and supplies of
fresh meat almost exhausted. As a result, on the morn-
ing of February 4 — with the temperature sixteen
degrees below zero — Clark left the fort accompanied
by several hunters, two Frenchmen, three pack horses,
and two sleighs. When, on February 14, Clark and his
hunters were welcomed enthusiastically, for they had
brought with them 40 deer, 3 buffalo, and 16 elk.?? But
the point most to be emphasized here is not the return
of Clark with an abundance of fresh meat, but the sud-
den and unexpected appearance of journal entries by
Lewis, one for each of the days Clark had been away
from the fort, and the total absence of entries by Lewis
for the days immediately preceding and following.

A similar contingency developed seven months later,
on the western end of the Lolo Trail. Here, at high ele-
vations in the Bitterroots, large game animals were

19. Lewis’s 15 entries for this period were: May 15, May 20, September
16-17, 1804 and February 3-13 and March 16, 1805.

20, Detailed ante: text and footnote 11, pages 11-12.
21. Thwaites I, 285.
22, Thwaites, I, 259.

again absent with the result that the men, to keep from
starving, were reduced to sustaining on such unpalata-
ble nutrients as bear oil, tallow candles, and tins of
unsavory ‘“portable soup” transported all of the way
from Philadelphia to appease just such an emergency.
In this extremity, on September 18, Clark and six hunt-
ers forged ahead “to try and find some deer or Some-
thing to eat.”? Again the two Captains were separated,
and would remain so until September 22, 1805, when
reunited on the Weippe Prairie among Nez Perce Indi-
ans in present-day northern Idaho. During this be-
clouded interval Lewis once more pinch-hit for Clark,
although, as at Fort Mandan, none of his entries has
been unearthed for the days immediately preceding
and following.

Two months later, in late November, Lewis and Clark
again parted company. After crossing the Columbia
from the north side to the south, the party encamped on
the ocean side of Tongue Point (their “Point William™)
a finger-like peninsula jutting out into the Columbia
estuary. At this site, with winter fast approaching, it
was deemed imperative that a suitable location for win-
ter-quarters be found, and as soon as possible. With
that objective in mind, on November 29, Lewis and five
others moved downstream. Lewis rejoined Clark on
December 3, bringing with him the welcome intelli-
gence that he had found, on what is now known as
Lewis and Clark River, an appropriate site where, in
weeks ahead, Fort Clatsop would be built in what is
present-day Oregon. During this separation, one last-
ing seven days, Lewis recorded events for the first three
days only, i.e., those for November 29-30 and December
1, 1805.2* Journal entries by Lewis for the four other
days, if ever made, presumably have been lost. But, in
this instance, as heretofore, Lewis’s contributions are
missing for the days immediately preceding November
29 and for those immediately following December 1.

A final point: more than three-quarters of a century
have elapsed since Reuben Gold Thwaites forthrightly
stated that Meriwether Lewis “regularly kept his
diary;” but, in all of those years, not even one of the
numerous purportedly missing entries by Lewis has
come to light, and no evidence has appeared to support
Thwaites’ belief that they ever existed.

23, Thwaites III, 72. It was an invariable rule with Lewis and Clark

“not to be both absent from our vessels at the same time.” (See
Thwaites I, 312),

24, Thwaites III, 255-262.

An article written for We Proceeded
On by Paul Russell Cutright is
always a pleasure and a revelation of
his deep study of his subject, and this
is true of all of Paul’s contributions to
the literature related to the story of
the Lewis and Clark Expedition, and
to the natural sciences. Students and
enthusiasts of the famous exploring
enterprise know him best for his
splendid 506 page volume Lewis and
Clark: Pioneering Naturalists, and
for his 311 page A History of the
Lewis and Clark Journals, a valuable
and interesting study of the Expedition’s journals and other papers,
and the authors who edited those priceless manuscripts, letters and
documents. Monographs by Paul, similar to the foregoing, on a variety
of subjects related to the Expedition, have appeared in numerous his-
torical and scientific periodicals. We relish his writing style and recall
his saying . .. that words, like flowers, have evident color and fra-
grance ..."” In 1974 we honored Paul with the presentation of the
Foundation’s Award of Meritorious Achievement, and more recently,
when we met for our 14th Annual Meeting in 1982 (near his home in
Jenkintown, Pennsylvania) he was extended the honor of a Foundation
Honorary Lifetime Membership. A 52 page Supplementary Publication
(WPO, Pub, No. 6) written by Paul Cutright and titled: Contributions of
Philadelphia to Lewis and Clark History, was his special contribution
for the Philadelphia meeting.
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News Notes

At the suggestion of the Board of
Directors at last August’s annual
meeting, Foundation President Ar-
len J. Large, Washington, D.C., has
contacted and offered the Founda-
tion’s service and assistance to the
National Museum of American His-
tory, Smithsonian Institution in
Washington D.C. Jim Large de-
tailed in a letter the purpose and
activities of the Foundation and
added that within our membership
“ .. are academic scholars who
have written numerous books on
the expedition and its partici-
pants.” And added:

We would like to extend a standing
offer to place the Foundation’s exper-
tise at your museum’s disposal in
planning exhibits which may touch
on the Expedition. Our members may
save you time in looking up docu-
mentation or giving advice on where
to find it. Our sole interest is in fos-
tering a historically accurate account
of this fascinating exploring enter-
prise which opened the West to all
Americans.

Museum Director Roger G. Kennedy
acknowledged Jim Large’s letter
and wrote:

Thank you very much for your gen-
erous offer to give us aid with regards
to our efforts to plan an exhibit
which may touch upon the Lewis and
Clark Expedition. It's good to know
that you are there and that thereis a
place to which we can turn for assist-
ance, and I will be sure that my asso-
ciates in our two major departments
are aware of your offer.

If there is a museum, research insti-
tution, or historical society in your
area, it might be well that they be
appraised of the assistance availa-
ble from members of the Founda-
tion. They may be planning exhib-
its, displays, or publications con-
cerning some aspect of the Lewis
and Clark Expedition or the indi-
viduals who made it so successful.

L

Members who attended the Founda-
tion’s Twelfth Annual Meeting, Oma-
ha, Nebraska, August 1980, will
recall that one of the highlights of
that meeting was the day spent at
the Joslyn Art Museum and the op-
portunity to view the Maximilian-
Bodmer collections. The priceless
art work and artifacts were ac-
quired in 1962 by the Northern Nat-
ural Gas Company of Omaha,' and
have been placed on permanent
loan to the Joslyn Museum. (See
also We Proceeded On: Vol. 6, No. 1,
pp 1, 3; Vol. 6, No. 2, p. 19.) The

1. In 1980, the Northern Natural Gas Com-

pany of Omaha, Nebraska, changed its corpo-
rate name to InterNorth, Inc.
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Maximilian Expedition in 1833-
1834 traversed the greater portion
of the Missouri River route traveled
by the Lewis and Clark enterprise
28 years earlier. Bodmer's paint-
ings, watercolors, sketches, and
aquatints, made in 1833-1834, re-
corded many of the same scenes
described by members of the earlier
Expedition that traveled without an
artist. Prince Maximilian’s diaries,
ethnographic observations, and
maps are of equal interest to Lewis
and Clark students and enthusi-
asts.

The Joslyn Art Museum and the
InterNorth Corporation have an-
nounced a special series of exhibi-
tions titled “Views of a Vanishing
Frontier”. These are major exhibi-
tions focusing on the Expedition of
German naturalist Prince Maximi-
lian and Swiss artist Karl Bodmer.
The exhibitions will commemorate
the 150th anniversary of this his-
toric event. The exhibit will open at
the Joslyn Museum, Omaha, on Feb-
ruary 12 and continue until April 8,
1984. From May 19 to July 29, 1984,
the exhibit will be at Amon Carter
Museum, Fort Worth, Texas. Sep-
tember 8 to November 18, 1984, are
the dates the exhibit will be shown
at The Fine Arts Museums (M.H.
deYoung Memorial Museum), San
Francisco, California. On January
4 through March 31, 1985, the ex-
hibit will be at the National Mu-
seum of Natural History, Smithson-
ian Institution, Washington, D.C. A
separate exhibit of Bodmer's water-
colors and sketches will be shown at
the Metropolitan Museum of Art,
New York, from July 17 through
October 6, 1985. Foundation mem-
bers and their friends, who are near
to, or able to travel to any of the
exhibition locations, will find the
“Views of a Vanishing Frontier”
exhibit a rewarding experience.

* % k& ¥

From Foundation Director Roy
Craft, Stevenson, Washington, we
have the following news note:

Friends of Foundation members
Ruth Strong and the late Emory
Strong' will be sorry to learn that
their home on the Columbia River
west of Beacon Rock? in Washing-
ton State was destroyed by fire on
December 4, 1983.

Since the death of her husband,

1. Ruth and Emory Strong are the subject of a
“Foundation Personality” feature in We Pro-
ceeded On, Vol. 4, No. 2, pp. 4-6.

2. For additional information about the Lewis
and Clark landmark, Beacon Rock, see: Bea-
con Rock on the Columbia: Legends and Tra-
ditions of a Famous Landmark, published in
WPO Publication No. 3 (Supplementary Pub-
lication), July 1978.
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Mrs. Strong has been living in a
Portland, Oregon apartment with
occasional visits to the river place.
Many wvaluable papers, family
mementos and historical relics were
lost in the fire.

There is a bright side, however. A
Columbia Gorge Interpretive Cen-
ter-Museum is being planned near
the site of an Indian village identi-
fied in the Expedition’s journals
near Beacon Rock and present-day
North Bonneville, Washington. The
Center will include a special Emory
Strong Room where his valuable
collection of stone age and Indian
artifacts, as well as his archaeolog-
ical library and Lewis and Clark
material will be permenently dis-
played.

While awaiting construction of the
proposed center-museum, Ruth
Strong had packed, prior to the fire,
the most important items in the
Emory Strong Collection and they
are stored in a vault at the Skama-
nia County Courthouse, Stevenson,
Washington. His extensive library
is included with the stored items.

Mr. Strong was an engineer by pro-
fession and an archaeologist-histo-
rian by avocation. He was the
author Stone Age on the Columbia
and Stone Age in the Great Basin,
as well as numerous papers pub-
lished in historical and archaeolog-
ical periodicals. Mrs. Strong, a one-
time teacher, is best known as a
botanist and historian and the pho-
tographs she and her husband took
of the flora identified by Lewis and
Clark are well known to Foundation
members. Members who attended
the Foundation's 10th Annual
Meeting, August 1978, Vancouver,
Washington, will recall her excel-
lent illustrated lecture — a high-
light of that meeting.

With strength and resiliency, Ruth
Strong has rebounded from the
shock of the disastrous fire and re-
mains cheerful. Friends may write
her at: Apt. 1514, Calaroga Terrace,
1400 N.E. 2nd Ave. Portland, OR
97232.

Status Report

Foundation Director Gary E. Moul-
ton, the editor for the new edition of
The Journals of the Lewis and
Clark Expedition, has provided We
Proceeded On with the following
“‘Status Report”. Gary’s report
bears the date November 4, 1983,
and unfortunately was received on
the day our November publication
was being printed. Similar updates
will be forthcoming and will appear
in We Proceeded On. The eleven
(continued on page 12)



volume work is being published by
the University of Nebraska Press.
For references to this publishing
project see: We Proceeded On: Vol.
5, No. 4, p. 17; Vol. 6, No. 2, pp. 9-10;
Vol. 6, No. 4, pp. 14-16; Vol. 9, No. 1,
pp. 1, 16-17; Vol. 9, No. 3, pp. 89
Vol. 9, No. 4, illustration and cap-
tion, p. 13. Gary Moulton’s report
follows:

The publication of Volume I (the
atlas volume) of the new edition is
complete. The University of Ne-
braska Press’s records show that
3,011 copies were printed and bound
and that over 600 copies have been
sold to this point. Everyone asso-
ciated with the work is pleased with
the final product and initial reviews
have been pleasantly laudatory.
Volume II (the first journal volume)
is nearing completion, and ought to
be turned over to the press by the first
of the new year. Succeeding volumes
should come out at shorter intervals
now that we have established proce-
dures and taken care of the necessary
introductory material in the first
journal volume. Volume IT consists of
five chapters that carry the party
from Pittsburgh to present Vermilion
River in South Dakota (August 30,
1803 to August 24, 1804). The book
will also have an introduction, a
statement of editorial procedures,
maps and illustrations from the per-
tinent journals, biographical sketch-
es of members of the party during
this period, an essay on the prove-
nance and description of the jour-
nals, and a calendar of the journals
and manuscripts.

Planning Underway
For 1985 St. Louis
Annual Meeting

A preliminary meeting to plan for
the Foundation’s 1985 Annual Meet-
ing was held at the Old Courthouse,
St. Louis, Missouri, January 21,
1984. The dates for the 17th Annual
Meeting in St. Louis have been set
for August 4-7, 1985, and the Holi-
day Inn-Riverfront has been select-
ed and accommodations reserved as
the headquarters for the meeting.
Foundation members attending
were: William Clark Adreon, Lyle S.
Woodcock, Ann Rogers, Winifred C.
George, Mary L. Anzalone, and Mar-
garet O'Toole, all of St. Louis; Gre-
gory Franzwa, Gerald, Missouri;
and Clarence H. Decker, East Al-
ton, Illinois. Representing the NPS
Jefferson National Expansion Me-
morial were: Dr. Sharon Brown,
JNEM Historian; and Ray Breun,
JNEM Historical Association. The
Missouri Historical Society also ex-
pressed their interest in the meet-
ing. Winifred George, 1st Vice-Pres-
ident of the St. Louis Visitor's Cen-
ter ( a volunteer organization) or-
ganized the meeting.

(Refers to W. Raymond Wood’s article on facing page)

The following is transcribed from the November 28, 1983, issue
of the Missourt Times, Jefferson City, Missouri, and was writ-
ten by Sue France, Missouri Times Staff Reporter. The headline
read: “Barnes and Johnson go the Distance Over Lewis and

Clark”

JEFFERSON CITY — Compared to other issues being discussed in the
halls of the Capitol these days, there isn’t a lot of teeth gnashing about
this one. But there’s something about those larger-than-life bronze
statues of Meriwether Lewis and William Clark up there on the third
floor that been eating at Rep. Frances “Bud” Barnes and a couple of
other legislators for years — and now Barnes wants it taken care of.
The problem, it seems — at least in Barnes’ opinion — is that Lewis is
standing in the alcove intended for Clark, and Clark is positioned in
Lewis’ spot. Some might argue that that’s not a big deal, but to Barnes,
a Kirkwood Republican and newly elected president of the Historical
Society of Missourt, it’s downright injustice.

Barnes has been leaning on Walter Johnson, head of the Division of
Design and Construction, to “‘get up there and make the switch.” But
that’s an argument Johnson has heard before, and he resists it.

“A former employee of this office did considerable research” on the
topic, Johnson said, and the upshot was, “the statues are properly
located. I don’t plan to move anything unless someone can prove that
they're wrong.”

And that's what Barnes intends to do. Last week he invited W. Ray-

_mond Wood, a University of Missouri-Columbia anthropology profes-

sor and ethno-historian, to examine the statues and render an opinion.
Barnes has also solicited the advice of the George Arents Research
Library at Syracuse University, where artist [sculptor] James Earle
Fraser’s papers are stored. ““The boys are in the wrong corner,” Barnes
said.

As evidence, Barnes pointed to the fact that the two explorers “should
be facing one another, and they're not” and also to the fact that Lewis
stands in an alcove decorated with a Clark mural (entitled, “Clark
stops for repairs”) and Clark stands with a Lewis mural (entitled,
“Lewis joins his hunting party”).

In previous years, controversy about the statues had centered around
whether the two men are properly identified. In 1951, Sen. Richard
Webster, R-Carthage, and Sen. Clifford Jones, R-St. Louis, became
convinced that Clark was misidentified on his statue’s granite base as
Lewis, and Lewis misidentified as Clark. Jones and Webster, both
Representatives at the time, managed to secure an appropriation to get
the problem corrected. But the job went wrong, and instead of switch-
ing the bases from one statue to another, the Division of Design and
Construction, just switched each statue base and all, from one alcove
to the other, Jones said.

... Infact, the state invited Fraser’s widow and one of his good friends
to visit the Capitol in the early 1960s to offer their opinion as to
whether the statues were displayed as the artist intended. The statues
were placed in the Captiol in 1927 and 1928. The artist died in 19585.

“Their observation was that the statues were properly displayed,” Di-
vision of Design and Construction Assistant Director J.C. Stevens
wrote in a memo to his boss, Johnson. Stevens’ memo was written in
1981 ... “There remains the issue of the nearby murals,” Stevens
wrote, “but a review of this matter with Mr. Wilbur Phillips, curator of
state art, indicates this is not a significant aesthetic problem. . .”

But aesthetics is a relative concept, and Barnes sees a problem. Still,
he agreed that the statues are identified correctly. . .

Wood, a self-described layman as far as art is concerned, but knowl-
edgeable in Lewis and Clark affairs, agreed with Barnes. “As far as I
can tell, the individuals are properly identified, but they undoubtedly
were intended to be looking at one another,” Wood said. His opinion
has something to do with artistic concepts like “balance and integra-
tion of theme,” but maybe more to do with the fact that Lewis and
Clark became close friends, despite the rigors of their two-year expedi-
tion. “They shouldn't be resolutely staring away from each other as
they are now,” he said. . .
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Editor’s note: Foundation member W. Raymond Wood has been a contributor to the pages of We Proceeded On in an earlier issue.
Ray is professor of Anthropology, University of Missouri-Columbia, and his distinguished career in education and literature is
detailed in the “Editor’s note” published with his monograph “John Thomas Evans and William Clark: Two Early Western
Explorer's Maps Re-Examined”, which appeared in We Proceeded On; Vol. 9, No. 1, March 1983, p. 10. The subject he writes about
in this issue was the result of a letter directed to him by the editor several months ago. In 1981, Foundation member Ann Roger’s
little book Lewis and Clark in Missouri' included color illustrations of the statues of Meriwether Lewis and William Clark that
stand on the third floor, Great Hall, of the Missouri State Capitol Building in Jefferson City. Presumably the statues of the
Captains are not too well known to Lewis and Clark enthusiasts,? for members who had acquired and read Ann Rogers’ book noted
the illustrations, and soon after the editor received several inquiries and requests for more information — who was the sculptor,
when were they placed in the Capitol building, and any other notes pertaining to them. Realizing that Dr. Wood (at the University
at Columbia) was not at too great a distance from Jefferson City, and Missouri’s State Capitol Building, the editor prevailed upon
Ray by saying that when his busy teaching, lecturing, and writing schedule would allow, would he consider providing our readers
with a little monograph that would include information about the sculptures. Ray Wood's letter and enclosed manuscript reached
the editor in late December 1983, and we are indebted for his taking the time and research, and for this contribution to We

Proceeded On.
1. Reviewed in WPO, Vol. 8, No. 1, pp. 14-15.

2. Though the sculptures are the product of a famous artist, they seem to have received little publicity. For example, Webster's Biographical Dictionary

lists nearly a dozen of the sculptor’s works, but fails to make mention of the statues of the Captains.

Lewis and Clark in the Missouri State Capitol

By W. Raymond Wood

Today they stand across the Great Hall from one another, their faces averted, in a position belying the deep
friendship these men held throughout their association during the Expedition and afterwards. Efforts to
restore the figures to their original and proper positions have to date been thwarted.

Two monumental statues of Meri-
wether Lewis and William Clark
were the unlikely consequences of a
chance thunderstorm that struck
central Missouri on February 5,
1911. About eight o’clock in the
evening a bolt of lightning struck
the dome of the Missouri state
capitol in Jefferson City and, in
spite of the efforts of the state gov-
ernor and a host of accumulated fire
fighters, the structure was so badly
damaged by fire that it had to be
entirely rebuilt.

Legislation was quickly passed to
authorize the construction of a new
building at a cost of $3 million dol-
lars. To generate the money, a spe-
cial levy was passed which was
specifically earmarked as the
Capitol Building Fund. Legislation
also established a State Capitol
Commission Board to administer
the planning and building of the
new capitol. As work on the build-
ing neared completion, it became
obvious that more money would be
generated by the special levy than
was needed for construction, so that
a little more than one million dol-
lars was available for decorating
the building. This then-generous
fund for such a project ensured the
level of quality that went into the
embellishment of the structure.
Missourians are properly proud of
the results.!

Among the prominent artists en-
gaged by the Capitol Decoration
Commission was James Earle

1. Final Report of the State Capitol Commis-
sion Board . . . Containing History of the Con-
struction and Furnishings of the State Capitol
Building, Jefferson City: Hugh Stephens
Press, 1918, pp. 5-30.
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Fraser (1876-1953). Fraser, a mem-
ber of the National Academy of
Artists, was a nationally known
sculptor. Born in Winona, Minne-
sota, he entered into the world of art
very early in life: by the age of 15 he
was studying at the Art Institute of
Chicago. His sculpture, the “End of
the Trail”, depicting an exhausted
Indian astride an equally spent
horse, both with their heads low-
ered, is often said to be the best-
known sculpture in America. It was
completed before he was 17.2 Coin
collectors recognize him as the de-
signer, in 1913, of the five-cent piece
— the Indian/Buffalo Nickel.

He went on to a distinguished
career. His sculptures “Justice” and
“Law"” today stand in front of the
Supreme Court Building in Wash-
ington, D.C.; he decorated the frieze
on the National Archives Building
facing Constitution Avenue, also in
Washington; and his statue of Gen-
eral George C. Patton stands in the
U.S. Military Academy at West
Point, New York. His many other
sculptures can be found at the
American Museum of Natural His-
tory, the Metropolitan Museum of
Art. Among his subjects are: Ulys-
ses Grant, Augustus Saint-Gau-
dens, Theodore Roosevelt, Elihu
Root, Bishop Potter, John Hay,
John Ericsson, and Lincoln.? He is
one of several distinguished artists
to have sculpted the Expedition’s

2. This statue stands today in the National
Cowboy Hall of Fame and Western Heritage
Center, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

3. Joseph F. Marris, Editor, James Earle Fras-
er, University of Georgia Press, Athens, 1955.

Webster Bibliographical Dictionary, G. & C.
Merriam Co., Springfield, MA, 1965.
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famous Captains.?

Fraser obtained the commission for

‘what 1s known as the Jefferson

Memorial in the state capitol in
1924, This memorial was to consist
of two heroic figures of Lewis and
Clark to accompany a figure of
Thomas Jefferson, third president
of the United States. Fraser visited
the capitol in January of 1924,
before beginning his work. He wrote
his wife that “I was quite struck by
the thought all the way up the river,
that long before I was born my
father had made the same trip in a
steam boat with a party of scien-
tists to make a survey of the Yellow-
stone valley (as he called it) for the
United States Government . ..” By
the end of the year Jefferson’s
statue was nearly completed, and in
November he wrote his wife that he
was hoping ‘“to have the three
statues complete in bronze at the
same time."’d

4. Other famous statues portraying Captains
Lewis and Clark are by: Charles Keck (1875
1951}, “Lewis and Clark”, in Charlottesville,
Virginia's downtown circle (illustration in
WFO, Vol. 1, No. 3, p. 4).

Henry Lion (1900-1966), “Lewis, Clark, and
Sacajawea (sic.)”’, made from preliminary
drawings and a water color by Charles M.
Russell. Russell planned to complete a statue
in 1926, just prior to his death. Mrs, Nancy
Russell commissioned Lion to do the work a
vear later, and the original is in the Gilerease
Institute of American History and Art, Tulsa,
Oklahoma (illustration in WPO, Vol. 6, No. 1,
p- 12).

Robert “Bob” Scriver (1914- ), “Explorers at
the Marias"”, located on the Missouri River
levee at Fort Benton, Montana (illustration
and text in WPO, Vol. 6, No. 1, pp. 8-13).

5. Kennedy Galleries, Inc., James Earle Fras-
er, American Sculptor: A Retrospective Exhi-
bition of Works of 1913 to 1953: New York,
N.Y., 1953.



The three statues are in bronze
standing more than six feet high,
and rest on granite pedestals bear-
ing their names and dates. The base
of each statue is marked with the
sculptor’s name (J.E. FRASER) and
the foundry where they were cast
(KUNST FOUNDRY N.Y.). The
statue of Clark is marked with the
date 1927, the vear the Jefferson
Memorial Group was dedicated. Jef-
ferson’s statue stands outdoors
directly in front of the capitol, fac-
ing south towards the downtown
area of the city that bears his name,
and those of Lewis and Clark are at
the top of the stairs directly inside
the building behind him.

The artist is said to have used a por-
trait by Trumbull for Lewis’s like-
ness.® This surely alludes to John
Trumbull, a famous American
artist of Lewis’s time, but I have
been unable to find any record of
his having produced any likeness of

6. A statement made by John Pickard, Report
of the Capitol Decoration Commission, 1917-
1928, Jefferson City: Hugh Stephens Press,
1928, p. 59. This is probably a misunderstand-
ing of what he was told about Fraser copying
art work of the artist Trumbull, Trumbull por-
trayed Jefferson in his famous painting “The
Declaration of Independence”, and ten years
later painted a portrait of him from life when
Jefferson was in Paris. Fraser probably used
Trumbull's portrayals of Jefferson for his stat-
ue of the third president.

Photographs by Gene Rose, Capitol Building Photographer and the Missour:

4 P

Lewis, and it is certainly not men-
tioned in Cutright’s review of Lewis
and Clark portraiture.” The Capitol
Decoration Commission describes
the statue as “full of character and
personality. The rifle, the powder-
horn, the costume are authentic.
The attitude, the gesture are of one
whose gaze is on the distant hori-
zon. In his poise is shown the de-
termination to carry out his vi-
sion.”d

Some twenty years after completing
the group, Fraser wrote of his inspi-
ration for one of the figures — that
of Meriwether Lewis. It was done,
he said, “from my memory of a
trapper who stood at the top of a
mill dam on the Jim River [a local
name for the James River: WRW].
The Mill was east of Mitchell [South
Dakota]. . .I often saw the trappers
come down the Firesteel and Jim
Rivers in their canoes. I think it is
one of my best works.”?

Clark’s likeness was based on a
contemporary portrait of him by
Chester Harding. “In Clark the

7. Paul R. Cutright, “Lewis and Clark: Por-
traits and Portraitists”, Montana, The Maga-
zine of Western History, Vol. 19, No. 2, 1969,
pp. 37-53.

8. Pickard, op. ¢it., p. 59.

9. Kennedy Galleries, Inc., op. cit., unnum-
bered page.
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House of Representatives.

sculptor has shown the mapmaker,
the surveyor, in contrast with
Lewis, the leader. Thus he obtained
the contrast that was necessary
between statues placed so closely
together.”'? Chester Harding went
to St. Louis in 1820, and he painted
several portraits of William Clark
while he was there, when Clark was
50 years old.!!

When the statues were placed in the
capitol, they were set in opposing
alcoves on the main floor on either
side of the grand staircase rising to
that floor from the bronze doors on
the south side of the building. They
stood there, facing one another
across the main hall, for twenty-
three years. Adjacent to the statues
are two murals. The mural related
to the Lewis statue is captioned
“Lewis Joins His Hunting Party”,
and the caption for the mural per-
taining to the Clark statue reads
“Clark Stops For Repairs”.

About 1950, suspicions that the
statues had been set on the wrong
pedestals began to be voiced. Since
the minutes, correspondence, and
other documents of the Capitol Dec-
oration Commission have not been
preserved, there was no ready way
for those involved to check their
10. Pickard, op. cit., p. 59.

11. Cutright, op. eit., pp. 46-48.
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suspicions. In 1951 the statues were
moved, at a cost of $700, to “correct”
their placement. The principals re-
sponsible were, however, out of
town at the time and, on their
return, discovered that the pedes-
tals had been moved together with
the statues, so their position had
simply been reversed.!? Today, they
stand across the Great Hall from
one another, their faces averted, in
a position belying the deep friend-
ship these two men held throughout
their association during the Expedi-
tion and afterwards. Efforts to re-
store the figures to their original and
proper positions have to date been
thwarted.!?

In 1969, the Kennedy Galleries,
Inc., 20 East 56th Street, New York,
NY 10022, sponsored an exhibition
of Fraser bronzes made between
1913 and 1953. In their catalog of
that exhibition are illustrated two
bronzes, thirty inches in height, of
the two Fraser statues of the Cap-
tains.!t Although I have not traced
their present whereabouts, their
origin is known, for Fraser's ar-
chives are now at Syracuse Univer-
sity, New York. These figures were
made using plaster models from
Fraser’s studio which had served as
models for the heroic-sized statues
now standing in the Missouri state
capitol building in Jefferson City.!?

12. Richard M. Webster, Missouri State Repre-
sentative, House of Representatives, personal
communication, November 10, 1983,

13. Editor’s note: Additional information con-
cerning the controversy of the statue place-
ment is contained in the excerpts from a news-
paper article in the Missouri Times, Jefferson
City, November 28, 1983, in the box feature on
page 12.

14. Kennedy Galleries, Inc., op. cit., p. 23.

15. Letter from Carolyn A. Davis, Manuscripts
Librarian, George Arents Research Library, to
Jan Clay, State Design and Construction, Jef-
ferson City, MO, September 21, 1981.
Acknowledgement: The author wishes
to thank Francis (Bud) Barnes, State
Representative, Missouri House of Repre-
sentatives, District 96, for his generous
help in assembling the information for
this article.

Editor’s note: Author Wood has
advised the editor that the two
murals referred to in his text and in
the Missouri Times newspaper arti-
cle reproduced on page 12, are the
work of artist Wilbur Phillips who
resides in Jefferson City. Phillips is
presently doing a painting for Mis-
souri’s new State Office Building.
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Washington Committee Provides L. & C. Maps
For Namesake Schools Throughout State

Sixteen Public Schools throughout
the State of Washington have beau-
tiful maps hanging in their librar-
ies. A map of the Lewis and Clark
Trail is a gift presented to them
from the State of Washington Lewis
and Clark Trail Committee.

The colorful map is a reproduction
of “The Trail of Lewis and Clark,
1804-1806" issued by the American
Trails Association in connection
with the 1945 National Commemo-
ration Honoring the Explorers of
America.! The item is an attractive
presentation gift mounted under
glass in a compatible aluminum
frame. Printing on the top border
reads: “Presented to the Student
Body by the State of Washington
Lewis and Clark Trail Committee”,
and on the bottom border is the ver-
bage: “Presentation Made Possible
with Funds from the Pacific Coca-
Cola Bottling Company of Washing-
ton State”.

The project was originally con-
ceived as an event for the 175th
Anniversary of the Lewis and Clark
Expedition by committee member
Archie Graber.? The Washington
Committee approved the program,
March 3, 1979, at a regular meeting
of the committee held in Walla
Walla. Twenty-five schools in Wash-
ington State, with names related to
the Expedition were given the op-
portunity to receive a map.

Before the offer could be presented
to the namesake schools, it was
necessary to enlist the aid of a cor-
porate entity or company to fund
the program. More than ten firms
were approached. All thought the
idea was excellent, but chose not to
underwrite the cost of the maps and
framing. Many reasons were given,
the most common being a concern
about vandalism in the public
schools.

Because the program did have rec-
ognized merit, Graber continued his
efforts to solicit funds. On February
25, 1981, the Pacific Coca-Cola Bot-
tling Company of Washington
agreed to supply funds, up to
$1400.00 for the maps and frames.
Such financing was to be included
in their 1982 budget.

A letter offering one of the Lewis
and Clark maps was forwarded to

1. The Oregon Historical Society, Portland,
has reproduced the map on fine paper stock.
The maps are available from the Society’s
Book Shop, 1230 Park Avenue, Portland, OR
97205, Price is .50¢ each plus transportation.

9, Archie Graber served as chairman for the
Washington State Committee from 1980 to
1983.
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twenty-five public schools named
for some individual associated with
the Expedition. Sixteen schools
responded with letters of ac-
ceptance.

Seventeen maps were framed, the
additional one for presentation to
the Coca-Cola Bottling Company of
Washington. The firm of Art Trea-
sures of Seattle mounted, glazed
and framed the maps for a total cost
of $875.21.

Delivery of the framed maps was to
be done during the period from
January until the close of schools in
June 1982. This was delayed?® until
the January 1983 meeting of the
committee, when committee mem-
ber Clifford Imsland distributed
maps to various committee mem-
bers for presentation to schools in
their areas. Additional maps were
distributed, after schools were open
in the fall, and by the end of
October 1983 all maps were in-
stalled in the recipient school’s
libraries. On October 28, 1983, a
framed map and a report outlining
the culmination of the project was
given to Mr. Gary Liddick of the
Coca-Cola Bottling Company of
Washington.

The Lewis and Clark Map Project
was a successful undertaking. The
State of Washington Lewis and
Clark Trail Committee continues to
serve the state with these kinds of
projects that call citizen’s attention
to the history and heritage of the
Lewis and Clark Expedition.

3. Serious illness prevented Graber from
bringing the project to a conclusion in 1982,

Editor’s Note:

We would like to include in each issue
of WPO, news items detailing current
or forthcoming activities related to
the Lewis and Clark Expedition in
each of the eleven trail states, or for
that matter, any activity anywhere
that would be of interest to members
and readers. To accomplish this, we
must rely on our Directors, their des-
ignated reporters, and other Lewis
and Clark enthusiasts, to provide us
with this information. We would be
pleased to hear from you.



Update Periodicals
Con’t from page 5

a car radiator in Montana and a

muffler on a mountain pass in
Idaho.”

Duncan’s historical connotations
are quite accurate and he cleverly
combines information about the
“Winning of the West” and the
agricultural and industrial develop-
ment that is found along the “Trail”
today.

Dayton Duncan caught up with the
editor and other Lewis and Clarkers
in Lincoln, Nebraska last April, at
the University of Nebraska’s sym-
posium and cartographic exhibit
titled “Mapping the North Ameri-
can Plains”. Last September Foun-
dation member Irving Anderson
and the editor enjoyed a luncheon
in Portland with him. He had just
returned from his visit to Fort Clat-
sop (near Astoria, Oregon). In his
letters he has commented on his
contacts made with National Park
Service personnel at Lewis and
Clark and Western Americana sites
in St. Louis, North Dakota, Mon-
tana, and Oregon, as well as with
local, county and state historical
societies and associations. He
speaks of time well spent with
friendly Foundation members
Hazel Bain, Clarence Decker, Day-
ton Canaday, and others encoun-
tered in his travels. Among his
acquisitions he included a member-
ship in our Foundation and the pur-
chase of a complete set of 32 back-
issues of We Proceeded On. There is
a possibility that copies of the Oc-
tober 2 and 9, 1983. Magazine
may be available. Address your
inquiry concerning availability and
cost to Michael J. Larkin, Editor,
The Boston Globe Magazine, Bos-
ton, MA 02100.

(Relates to text on facing page)
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An 1810 Book Review

Reviews of new books as they are announced and released by publishers have been the practice for many years. The
book review reproduced below will be of interest to Lewis and Clark bibliophiles. It appeared in the February 1810
issue of the Monthly Anthology and Boston Review (pages 142-143) and is related to a spurious or counterfeit account
of the Lewis and Clark Expedition, which was published in 1809 by Longman, Hurst, Rees, and Orme, London,
England. The title page of the Boston publication, in addition to listing the contents, states that it was “Edited by a
Society of Gentlemen, and denotes a selling price of . . . 5 dollars per annum . . .” (it would seem that twelve issues
of such a publication for $5.00, in 1810, was quite costly).

The 1809 London volume, the subject of the 1810 review, bears a lengthy title and the title page of_the work is
reproduced on the facing page. It should be noted that the implication is that the content of the book is: From the
Official Communication Of / Meriwether Lewis.

The editors of the 1810 review state that: “The following account of the work we extract from the Eclectic Review |a
contemporary publication] for November 1809. . .” It is also very evident tht the reviewer or reviewers determined
that this was an apocryphal account of the Lewis and Clark Expedition, and in summary stated that the reader or
purchaser will have to . . . forgive the dextrous trick that has caught him to buy it. . .

Under the Monthly Anthology and Boston Review’s subhead and running head, “Intelligence”, the book review

reproduced directly from the pages of the 1810 publication follows:

INTELLIGENCE.

_—

Langman and Co. London, have just published the Travels of Captains Lewis and Clarke, frorm
5t. Louis, by way of the Missouyi and Columbia Rivers, to the Pacifick Ocean; performed in
the Years 1804, 1805, amd 1808, by Order of the Government of the United Siates.  Contain-
ing Delineations of the Manners, Customs, Religion, efc. of the Indians, compiled from van-
ous authentick Sources, and original I jend & v of the Statistical View of
the Indian Nations, from the official Communication of Meriwether Lewrs.  Illustrated with
& Map of the Country inhabited by the Tribes of Ind:

The folowing account of the work we estreet from the Elcetie Review for Rovember, 1809,
See page 1052,

I F our own simplicity is not greater than that of other persons,
this book, notwithstanding the equivocal mode in which the
title page is consiructed, will be sent for, and somewhat eagerly
too, as Captain Lewis’s own account, at tolerable length, of the
late adventurous journcy across the western part of the Ameri-
can continent. A meagre journal of the enterprise written by
Mr. Patrick Gass, one of the adventurers, appeared some time
since, end, {from s extreme scantiness ol observation, made us
but the more desirous of obtaining the leader’s own nargative,
which, it was to be presumed, would shortly be printed in Ame-
rica. When we saw the present volume announced, we made
no doubt that such a work must now have appeared in America,
and were not a little pleased at its being reprinted here at a
price which we might hope to afford compatibly with the first
and most sacred application of our pecuniary means, the pay-
ment of taxes. We instantly procured the book, and we have
too much respect for the art and mystery of literary trade to
complain that, under the title of ¢ The Travels of Capts. Lewis
and Clarke,’ it is made up in the following manner. Tt begins
with a few pages of introduction, containing a statement ¢ made
by a gentleman,’ without a name, of the commercial products of
the countries on the Missouri, consisting chiefly in the peltries
obtained from the Indians, but including also the pretended
produce of certain lead mines, where situated, and by whom
worked, we must get information where we can. Within the
twenty cr thirty pages following, there are a few observations
relating to the Missouri and its banks, and the two interesting
letters of Captain Clarke, which have appeared in various publi-
cations, the first of them written in the outward journey, at Fort
Mandan, the other after the party had reached St. Louis on
their return.  And this portion, of from twenty to thirty pages,
is all that specifically relates to the extraordinary journey ; nor

1810.] INTELLIGENCE. 143

is there any certainty that one sentence of it was written by
Captain Lewis. The next eighty or ninety pages are a general
description of the character, customs and notions of the Indians.
It is so totally without classification of particulars, as to reduce
the very best memory to despair. And no wonder it is without
arrangement ; for it is a studied effort to disperse into perfect
disorder, and in that state stiffen into a crude consistence, the
paragraphs and pages which are arranged in their proper dis-
tinct sections in the travels of the plain and honest Captain Car-
ver, whose very entertaining book is thus pillaged and dislocat-
ed, while even his name is not so much as once mentioned.
What is here put together is not all taken from him, (Dr. Ro-
bertson, among others, has not been forgotten) but, as far as we
can trust our recollection, the larger part is reprinted from him,
verbatim, including many passages in which he makes some re-
ference to himself, in which the pronoun ¢ I’ is unavoidably un-
derstood, by any reader who has net happened to see Carver’s
book, to mean Captain Lewis. The next piece is a long account
of the Knisteneaux and Chepewyans, avowedly taken from Mac-
kenzie. This is followed by Captain Lewis’s statistical view,
and Dr. Sibley’s historical sketches, of the Indian tribes in Loui-
siana, and the observations of Mr. Dunbar and Dr. Hunter, in a
voyage on the Red and Washita rivers ; three papers published
by the American government in 1806, and of which an analysis
may be seen in the second volume (p. 665) of our Review.
There is inserted also, from ¢ an ingenious traveller,” an amu-
sing sort of dissertation on the origin of the American popula-
tion.

‘We need scarcely say, therefore, that the volume is made up
of curious, and in part interesting materials; and will be ac-
ceptable, as a compilation, to the reader who can forgive the
dexterous trick that has caught him to buy it, for ¢ The Travels
of Capts. Lewisand Clarke,” and the grossly unfair use that has
been made of Captain Carver’s book. 1We must still hope that
Captain Lewis means to give a full account of the journey, in
his own name and words; and, in spite of the most provoking
dryness of our good friend Mr. Patrick Gass, it cannot but be
certain that the work, besides its value on a geographical ac-
count, might be enlivened, without the smallest aid of fiction,
with a number of extraordinary incidents, and with a variety of
remarkable facts relative to the wild and miserable inhabitants.

1. Readers having access to the Reuben Thwaites’ Original Journals . . ., and Elliott Coues’ History of the Expedition. . ., will be interested in further
comments concerning the 1809 London volume. In Thwaites see: Vol. 1, p. Ixvii; in Coues see: Vol. 1, pp. exii-cxiil.

(Title page of the 1809 volume is reproduced on the facing page)
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Anecdote — From A
Journal Related To
The Expedition

Always alert for something of inter-
est to report for readers of We Pro-
ceeded On, Foundation member
Roy Chatters, Pullman, Washing-
ton,! has called our attention to an
account which he says: “. .. is an
interesting sidelight that reveals
the feelings and reaction of the Indi-
ans to members of the Lewis and
Clark Expedition during the time
the exploring party was spending
the winter of 1804-1805 at their Fort
Mandan winter establishement in
present-day North Dakota.”

In a two volume work titled: Les
Bourgeois de la Campagnie du Nord-
Quest,” edited and annotated by
L.E. Masson, and published by De
L'Imprimerie Generale A. Cote et
Cie, Quebec, 1889-1890, Masson in-
cludes a section in his Volume I,
sub-titled “The Missouri Indians’'.
The excerpt from this (1:330-1) sup-
plied by Roy Chatters involves a
text in this section credited to
Charles McKenzie (1774-1855), an
assistant clerk of the Northwest
Company’s establishment in the
Mandan country. McKenzie's name
is detailed during the period Novem-
ber 1804 to early April 1805 in Wil-
liam Clark’s journal.® It appears
that the Captains were frequently
in contact with this individual both
at Fort Mandan and at the five
Indian villages in the vicinity.!

In his journal Charles McKenzie
made the interesting observations
that follow:

Some time after, Captain Lewis, with
three interpreters, paid a visit to the
Gros Ventres village, and went direct-
ly to the Serpent’s [Chief's] Lodge,
where he passed the night. The next

1. See We Proceeded On, Vol. 3, No. 2, pp. 4-6;
Vol. 2, No. 2, pp. 9-10; Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 12.

2. Translated from the French: The Citizens of
the Northwest Company.

3. Reuben G. Thwaites, Original Journals of
the Lewis and Clark Expedition, Dodd, Mead
& Co., N.Y., 1904. Reprint editions (same pag-
ination): Antiquarian Press, N.Y., 1959; Arno
Press, N.Y., 1969. Volume 1, pp. 226-282,

4, Nicholas Biddle/Paul Allen, History of the
Expedition Under the Command of Captains
Lewis and Clark, Bradford & Inskeep, N.Y.,
1814, Vol. I, pp. 129-132. (Excerpt) “The vil-
lages near which we are established are fivein
‘number, and are the residence of three distinct
nations: the Mandans, the Ahnahaways, and
the Minnetarees . ... The name Grosventres
or Bigbellies is given to these minnetarees
. ... Theinhabitants of these five villages, all
of which are within six miles, live in harmony
with each other.” Also in: Elliott Coues (Edi-
tor), History of the Expedition Under the
Command of Lewis and Clark . . . ., Francis
P. Harper, N.Y., 1893. Reprint edition, Dover
Publications, Inc.,, N.Y,, 1965. Volume I, pp.
196-200. See also: Thwaites, op. cit., Vol. 1, pp.
224-225, fn. 2.

morning, he came to the village

where I [McKenzie] was, and ob-
served to me that he was not very
graciously received at the upper vil-
lage. “l sent word ahead”, said he,
“to inform La Belette qui porte des
cornes that I intended to take up my
quarters at this lodge, he returned for
an answer that ‘he was not at home'.
This conduct surprised me, it being
common only among your English
Lords, not to be ‘at home’ when they
did not wish to see strangers,® but as
I had felt no inclination of entering
any house after being told the land-
lord would not be ‘at home’, I looked
out for another lodging, which I read-
ily found.”

After haranguing the Indians and
explaining to them the purport of his
expedition to the westward, several
of them accepted of clothing, but,
notwithstanding, they could not be
reconciled to like these “strangers”
as they called them.

“Had these whites come amongst us,”
said the chiefs, “with ‘charitable
views' they would have loaded their
‘Great Boat with necessaries’. It is
true that they have ammunition, but
they ‘prefer throwing it away idly
than sparing a shot of it to a ‘poor
Mandane'.”

The Indians admired the air gun,® as
it could discharge forty shots out of
one load, but they dreaded the magic
of the owners. “Had I these white
warriors in the upper plains” said the
Gros Ventres chief, “my young men
on horseback would soon do for them,
as they would do for so many
“wolves” [their Pawnee enemies],
for,” continued he, “there are only
two sensible men among them, the
worker of iron and the mender of
guns."?

The American gentlemen [Lewis and
Clark] gave flags and medals to the
chiefs® on condition that they should
not go to war unless the enemy at-
tacked them in their villages. Yet the
Chief of the “Wolves"”, whose brother
had been killed in the fall previous to
our arrival, went soon after with a
party of fifty men to revenge his
death.

In addition to the excerpts from the
McKenzie journal supplied us by
Dr. Chatters, is a quotation from
the same journal. Thwaites, in his
edition of the Lewis and Clark jour-
nals, includes this as a footnote.

5. Clark refers to the “not at home” dodge in
his journal for November 27, 1804, Thwaites,
op. cit., Vol. 1, p. 227.

6. Editor's note: In his many years of research
involving the air gun carried by the explorers.
we may surmise that Dr. Chatters cajne across
the reference cited here.

7. We may assume that the reference to the
“worker of Iron” was to Willard or Bratton,
since both are detailed along with Shields to
have been hlacksmiths. Shields is detailed in
the journals on several occasions as a
“mender of guns”, or a gunsmith.

8. Thwaites, ap. eit., Vol. 1, p. 233,
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Here we find McKenzie discoursing
concerning the Captains relation-
ship with the Northwest Company
individuals. McKenzie wrote as fol-
lows:

Mr. La Roecque [a Northwest Co.
clerk] and I [McKenzie] . . .. became
intimate with the gentlemen of the
American Expedition, who on all oe-
casions seemed happy to see us, and
always treated us with civility and
kindness. It is true, Captain Lewis
could not make himself agreeable to
us. He could speak fluently and learn-
edly on all subjects, but his inveter-
ate disposition against the British
stained, at least in our eyes, all his
eloquence. Captain Clarke was equal-
ly informed, but his conversation
was always pleasant, for he seemed
tlo dislike giving offence unnecessar-
ily.9
As we read the above, written in
1805 in McKenzie's journal, we are
reminded of the recent comparison
of the two Captains drawn by Paul
Russell Cutright in his volume Lew-
is and Clark: Pioneering Natural-
ists (page 19). Paul Cutright says:
“Lewis was a dreamer, intent, fine-
drawn, reserved, unwavering, gen-
erally humorless. Clark was warm,
companionable, a good judge of
men, an easy conversationalist —
but inclined to keep a portion of his
counsel to himself — and highly
successful in meeting the demands
of actual living.”

9. Ibid., Vol. 1, p, 277, fn. 1.

Cdan

Charles Gass, San Francisco, Cali-
fornia, cuts his birthday cake while
celebrating his 72nd birthday dur-
ing a visit with his sister in Albu-
querque, New Mexico. A descendant
of the Expedition’s Sergeant Pat-
rick Gass, Charles attended the
Foundation’s 15th Annual Meeting
in Pasco, Washington, last August.
Atltendees enjoyed his congenial
presence and, since the meeting, his
friendly letiers.
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The Missouri River from Fort Benton to Robinson Bridge (Hwy. 191) for about 150 miles is the last free flowing
portion of this great waterway. Preserved as a component of the National Wild and Scenic River System and better
known as the Missouri Breaks Scenic Recreation Area, travelers on the river are afforded the opportunity to see this
section of present-day Montana and the Missouri River much as it appeared to Lewis and Clark and their exploring
party. Here are Captain Lewis’s “. . . seens [scenes]| of visionary inchantment . ..” probably a portion of his most
descriptive documentation. You may share his exposition if you have access to the Thwaites edition of the Original
Journals. . ., Volume 2, beginning with the last paragraph on page 100: “The hills and river clifts which we passed
today exhibit a most romantic appearance.”, and continuing through his journal entry on page 103. If you have the
opportunity this year, or at some future time, you should traverse this segment of the Missouri and relish its scenic
beauty and historic past. River trips with competent and historically informed guides for the three night-four day,

150 mile excursion may be arranged with the several such enterprises operating from Fort Benton.

Archie Graber is pictured providing biographi-
cal data about the personnel of the exploring
party in an address presented at the
Foundation's 10th Annual Meeting, August
1978, Vancouver, Washington.
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Archie M. Graber
1924-1984

A former director (1981-1983) of the
Lewis and Clark Trail Heritage
Foundation, Inc., Archie M. Graber,
Seattle, Washington, passed away
January 23, 1984. His many friends
in both art and historical circles
attended memorial services on Sat-
urday, January 28, in the Temple
B’Nai Torah on Mercer Island (Seat-
tle), Washington.

A sculptor of note, Graber was born
in Bloomfield, Montana, and was a
graduate of the Minnesota College
of Art, and traveled extensively in
Europe where he studied with the
artist and sculptor Oskar Katschka.
Among his artistic works are: the
Whale Fountain, Fairbanks, Alas-
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ka; and works at Seattle’s Logan
Building, the Ballard Library, First
Presbyterian Church; the Dorsett
Building in Bellevue; and Everett’s
Seafirst Bank. The “Eternal Light”
fresco in the Temple B’'Nai Torah is
also his work.

Lewis and Clark enthusiasts recog-
nized Archie as a serious student of
the Expedition, and over the years
he had accumulated a fine personal
library containing most of the liter-
ature written about the exploring
enterprise and the individuals in-
volving its accomplishments. Other
interests relating to American his-
tory and heritage were included in
his studies, and he was considered
to be an authority concerning the
history of United States flags (see

(continued on page 20)



WPO, Vol. 4, No. 3, p. 10). Former
Washington State Governor Dan
Evans, knowing of his interest,
appointed him to the State of
Washington Lewis and Clark Trail
Committee, and he was elected by
committee members to serve as its
chairman from 1980 until illness
forced his retirement in 1983. From
1981 to 1983, he also served as a
director of our (national) Founda-
tion.

In 1981 and 1982, with special help
from fellow committee member Clif-
ford Imsland and other members of
the Washington Lewis and Clark
Committee, he proposed and
brought to reality a permanent
Lewis and Clark display in the
museum of the Washington State
Historical Society at Tacoma (see
WPO, Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 13). For this
effort Archie was honored with the
presentation of the Society’s David
Douglas Award at a quarterly meet-
ing of the Society in January 1982
(see WPO, Vol. 8, No. 1, p. 11). A
more recent project spearheaded by
Graber, involved the presentation
of framed maps (detailing the
routes of the Lewis and Clark
Expedition) to schools in Washing-
ton state named after individuals
involved with the 1803-1806 enter-
prise. This project is described on
page 15, this issue of We Proceeded
On.

Archie Graber will be missed by all
who knew and worked with him,
and Foundation members extend
sympathy to his wife, Sylvia, who
shared his interests and attended
many Lewis and Clark events and
Foundation meetings with Archie
(see WPO, Vol. 5, No. 2, p. 6).

Memorial gifts in Archie Graber’s
name may be made to the Leuke-
mia/American Cancer Society or to
the Leukemia Aid/Leukemia Socie-
ty of America, at 2120 First Avenue,
North, Seattle, Washington 98109.

WPO SUPPLEMENTARY PUBLICATIONS
These publications bring to members of the Foundation and others, special
items of interest, and on oceasion, reprints of out-of-print publications that
are not otherwise available.

WPO Publication No. 1, October 1976 $2.00

“Proceedings of the Eighth Annual Meeting, August 15-18, 1976, Great
Falls, Montana”

Contents: “President’s Message”, by Wilbur P. Werner; “Status of Missouri River
Breaks Wild and Scenic River Legislation”, by Edwin Zaidlicz; “Sacagawea and
Sacagawea Spring”, by E.G. Chuinard, M.D.; “The Expedition’s Journals — Captain
Lewis's Discovery and Description of the Great Falls of the Missouri River”, by
Robert E. Lange; “The White Pirogue of the Lewis and Clark Expedition”, by Bob
Saindon.

WPO Publication No. 2, July 1977

“‘Our Dog Scannon — Partner in Discovery”

Ernest S. Osgood’s monograph about the Expedition’s Newfoundland dog. A delight-
ful perspective of the canine member of the exploring party. Reprint from Montana
the Magazine of Western History, Vol. XXVI, No. 3, Summer 1977.

WPO Publication No. 3, July 1978 $1.50

“Beacon Rock on the Columbia: Legends and Traditions of a Famous
Landmark”, by Henry J. Biddle.

A reprint of Biddle's 1925 monograph concerning the acquisition and preservation of
the 800 foot high landmark on the Columbia River. Lewis and Clark described the
geologic formation in 1805-1806. Annotations by Robert E. Lange.

WPO Publication No. 4, December 1980 $2.50

“Three Papers Presented at the Foundation’s 12th Annual Meeting, Omaha,
Nebraska, and Sioux City, Iowa, August 20-22, 1980

Contents: “Sergeant Floyd and the Floyd Memorial at Sioux City, Iowa”, by Edward
Ruisch; “Some Thoughts on the Death of Sergeant Charles Floyd”, by E.G. Chuinard,
M.D.; “Expansion of the Fur Trade Following Lewis and Clark”, by Charles E. Han-
son, Jr.

WPO Publication No. 5, August 1981 .75¢

“Thirteenth Annual Meeting — Visit to the Missoula County Courthouse —
The Edgar Samuel Paxson Murals”, compiled by Robert E. Lange

.75¢

The visit to the Missoula, Montana, courthouse was an event during the Foundation’s
Annual Meeting. This publication provides biographical information about Montana
artist Edgar Paxson, and descriptions of two of the eight Paxson murals in the court-
house that depict incidents related to the Expedition in the Missoula area.

WPO Publication No. 6, July 1982 $4.00

“Contributions of Philadelphia to Lewis and Clark History”, by Paul Rus-
sell Cutright. 52 pages, illustrations.

Dr. Cutright provides an in-depth study of activities related to the Expedition in
Philadelphia, both before (1803) and after (1807-1814) the explorers’ return. Littera-
teur Nicholas Biddle's contribution toward seeing to the publication of a narrative
based on the Captains’ journals is included in Dr. Cutright’s fine monograph.

Prices for the above publications include postage and cost of production
only.

Order from: WPO Publications, 5054 S.W. 26th Place, Portland, OR 97201.
Make checks payable to the Foundation. Postage stamps are acceptable in
lieu of checks.

f WE PROCEEDED ON derives from the phrase which appears repeatedly in the collective journals of the Expedition: — w
“this morning we set out early and proceeded on ..."”

“ .. wind from the S.W. we proceeded on . .. until 6 oClock ...”
“ .. the fog rose thick from the hollars we proceeded on ...”
“We proceeded on with four men in front to cut some bushes ..."”

“We set out early proceeded on past a Island on the S. Side. ..”
“.. clouded up ... We proceeded on under a fine breeze ...”

Capt. Meriwether Lewis, July 19, 1805.
Capt. William Clark, May 14, 1805.
Sgt. John Ordway, June 29, 1806.

Sgt. Patrick Gass, June 18, 1806.

Sgt. Charles Floyd, June 26, 1804,
Pvt. Joseph Whitehouse, October 10, 1805. /
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