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On its epic journey —One native canoe stolen from Indians.
— ﬂ'lmuf%z‘ thg AIEanan mtf_ —Two explorer-made skin bullboats.
F B rior m oSt. Louis to the . - s . .
/| % Pacific Cicaan. and badk. the Mindless expedition trivia? Not quite, for it
Lﬁ 1 (;] Lewis and Clark Expedition was in t.hlS ragtag fleet that Mer}wether Lewis
<« went 80 percent of the way and William Clark made the most important geo-
S— by water. The explorers trav- graphic discovery of the whole trip: you can’t
eled at various times in 25 sail.across the West by water.

vessels, including:
—One big custom-built river keelboat.
—Two flat-bottomed outsized rowboats called
pirogues.
—Fifteen dugout canoes made en route by the
explorers themselves.

—Four native canoes bought from Indians.

President Jefferson had hoped that you could,
or maybe 95 percent of it. He wanted to find an
interlocked river system allowing a “direct & prac-
ticable water communication across this conti-
nent for the purposes of commerce.”! In theory,
his agents could move up the Missouri River to
the Continental Divide in the Rocky Mountains
and, after a short portage, descend the Columbia
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River to the Pacific Ocean. In trying to give the
idea a fair shake Lewis and Clark found that
even 80 percent was a stretch, confining them to
streams that would never become anyone’s com-
mercial artery. They came home reporting that
they had found a route to the Pacific, all right,
but a “water” route it was not.

If there was a single moment of recognition
that Jefferson’s theory was wrong, it may have
come on August 5, 1805. The explorers were in a
broad valley in southwestern Montana, trying to
wrestle their way up one of the Missouri River’s
ever-dividing shallow tributaries. Against a bru-
tal current the expedition soldiers tugged eight
heavy dugout canoes cut from the trunks of cot-
tonwood trees.

Expedition records allow a running count of the
number of vessels in use at each stage of the
Jjourney, as shown in this diagram. Also shown is
the origin of each boat obtained en route, whether
made by the explorers or acquired from Indians.
In some cases the final disposition of individual
boats is conjectural.

“The men were so much fortiegued today that
they wished much that navigation was at an end
that they might go by land,” said Lewis in his
journal.? But the shrinking river hadn’t yet come
to the theoretical ridgetop portage to the Colum-
bia, so the canoes pressed on. A week later, near
the modern town of Dillon, the weary boatmen
again gave voice to geographic reality. Reported
Clark: “men complain verry much of the emence
labour they are obliged to undergo & wish much
to leave the river. I passify them.”

It was one thing for a veteran Army officer to
pacify some young enlisted men, but it wouldn’t
have been so easy for a fur company foreman
dealing with a crew of pouting civilians. Yet the
government expected private fur traders to be
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the main users of any water route found by Lewis
and Clark. Without the goad of military disci-
pline these merchants wouldn’t bother with the
barriers met by the Army men on Jefferson’s
hoped-for waterway: the Great Falls of the Mis-
souri, the vanishing water near the Continental
Divide, the Salmon River’s angry rapids, the
Columbia’s staircase of cascades. Their rocky
voyage put the last nail in the much-nailed coffin
of the Northwest Passage.

All this couldn’t have been known at the be-
ginning, as Lewis prepared in 1803 for his long
boatride across America. He wanted a big wooden
boat to take him as far as possible up the Mis-
souri, at which point he would switch to a light-
weight collapsible vessel that could be carried
easily across the Rocky Mountain portage. The
Army arsenal at Harpers Ferry, Virginia, fash-
ioned an iron boat frame to his specifications. He
hired a Pittsburgh builder to make a 55-foot-long
decked keelboat typical of cargo-hauling river
vessels. Lewis also bought a pirogue to escort the
keelboat down the Ohio River from Pittsburgh.
Possibly this was the craft that the explorers later
called their “red” pirogue. If so, it was a flat-
bottomed, single-masted boat made from planks
and rowed with seven oars.

Lewis embarked on the Ohio at the end of
August, 1803. Very quickly he encountered a
problem that would vex the expedition leaders
on their whole way by water: how to find a safe
balance between the three always-changing vari-
ables of cargo, river conditions and the available
number of boats. It was a tricky juggling act re-
quiring constant improvisation, but these Army
landlubbers learned enough to get by, mostly.

The Ohio was running short of water, so Lewis

lightened the keelboat by giving much of its cargo
to the escort pirogue. It wasn’t enough. He hadn’t
crossed the Pennsylvania line before the big boat
was bumping bottom. He bought an extra canoe
and redistributed the lading. At Louisville he
paused to pick up Clark and some expedition
recruits, and then sailed into comfortably deeper
water.

Meanwhile, Secretary of War Henry Dearborn
had ordered the Army post at Kaskaskia, Illi-
nois, to provide soldiers to escort the expedition
part way up the Missouri. The escort was to use
“the best boat at the Post” to help carry expedi-
tion cargo. Foundation past president Bob Saindon
has suggested plausibly that this boat later be-
came known as the expedition’s “white” pirogue.
The white pirogue was made of poplar planks
and rowed with six oars.?

In January, 1804, the expedition was camped
on the Illinois shore of the Mississippi River just
north of St. Louis. There the officers worked out
an initial lading formula: the Pacific-bound “per-
manent party” of 27 men would ride in the
keelboat, eight hired French boatmen would use
the red pirogue and six Kaskaskia escort soldiers
would row the somewhat smaller white pirogue.
In designing conjectural models of these vessels,
Richard C. Boss has calculated that the keelboat
could carry 12 tons of cargo, the red pirogue nine
tons and the white pirogue eight tons, besides
the weight of the men.*

Loaded, the keelboat drew four feet of water.
A week before departure the novice Army crew,
wielding 20 oars, took it for a spin on the Missis-
sippi to check its handling. No name for the
keelboat was ever mentioned in the expedition
journals; the captains usually just called it “the
barge.”

On May 14 the three-boat flotilla crossed the
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Clark’s drawing of the Pittsburgh-built keelboat which initially took the explorers up the Missouri River.
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Mississippi and nosed into the entrance of the
Missouri River. It took special skill to navigate
that river, with its roiling current, dangerous drift-
wood and collapsing banks. The officers enrolled
two local experts with previous experience on
the Missouri, Pierre Cruzatte and Francois
Labiche. Probably on their advice some of the
keelboat’s cargo was soon moved forward to make
the bow heavier and steadier.

The crew learned fast. On June 9, less than
a month out, the big boat hit a submerged log
and swung broadside to the current. It was freed
quickly by men who jumped into the water with
a rope. Clark was proud of them: “I can Say
with Confidence that our party is not inferior to
any that was ever on the waters of the Missoppie.”

When the wind was right the boats hoisted
sails to supplement the usual rowing, poling and
towing by men walking on the bank. Masts and
oars broke, but were replaced. On August 28,
near modern Yankton, South Dakota, the red
pirogue was pierced by a snag and nearly sank.
The captains ordered its cargo and French civil-
ian crew transferred to the white pirogue. The
Kaskaskia escort soldiers, who were supposed to
leave the party shortly, could go home in the
battered red pirogue.

Just two weeks later, however, the old prob-
lem of cargo distribution forced another change
of plan. In trying to skirt the deep-channel cur-
rent the keelboat was bumping into sandbars.
Lewis and Clark lightened it by putting part of
its cargo in the fixed-up red pirogue. Instead of
splitting for Kaskaskia, that boat’s escort soldiers
would just have to remain with the expedition
until the following spring.

In late October the party reached the Mandan-
Hidatsa villages in North Dakota, where it built
a winter fort. There the captains worked out new
cargo equations.

The smaller Pacific-bound party would have
less bulk to carry. Plant and animal specimens
accumulated so far would go back to St. Louis in
the keelboat, along with the Kaskaskia soldiers
and French boatmen. The original stock of store-
bought provisions, such as flour and whiskey,
was now reduced. Many of the Indian presents
had already been given away to the Mandans
and other tribes below. The iron boat frame would
be held in reserve. Besides the red and white
pirogues, how many other boats would be needed
to haul about 30 people and the remaining sup-
plies?

On February 28, 1805, the officers sent Ser-
geant Patrick Gass and 15 men five miles up-
stream with orders to cut down four cottonwood
trees and carve them into dugout canoes. The
work of gouging out the cracked, windshaken
cottonwood trunks was hard and slow. Axes
broke; George Shannon sliced his foot with an
adze. On March 9 Clark walked up from the fort
to inspect progress and thought the four boats
looked pretty small. Recalculating, the officers
ordered two more canoes built. On March 18
Clark divided all cargo into eight packs, one for
each of the two pirogues and six canoes.’ The
new dugouts were all at the fort by March 27. It
had taken a month to get them, a lesson that
would be remembered.

The Pacific party of 33 people left Fort
Mandan on April 7, 1805. Lewis observed that
while his “little fleet” might not match the ships
of Christopher Columbus or James Cook—previ-
ous seekers of a westward water passage—the eight
boats “were still viewed by us with as much plea-
sure as those deservedly famed adventurers ever
beheld theirs.”
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Expedition keelboat, top view.
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But the very next day one of the heavily bur-
dened new canoes was reported “in distress,”
victim of upper Missouri winds and waves that
threatened the careful lading equations. The low-
riding boat filled with water, ruining most of a
barrel of precious gunpowder. As Lewis and Clark
headed into High Plains country never before seen
by literate travelers they might have regretted not
building a seventh dugout to share the load. Wind-
lashed waves ran so high “that it was with diffi-
culty we could keep the canoes from filling with
water,” observed Lewis on April 18. The men
tried to shelter the dugouts from the waves by
steering the bigger pirogues just upwind as float-
ing breakwaters. The river here demanded extra
skill from the still-learning navigators. “Bad man-
agement of the steersman” caused a dugout’s
cargo to get soaked on May 7, Lewis reported. A
week later a wind gust nearly capsized the white
pirogue when interpreter Toussaint Charbonneau
froze at the tiller.

Despite everything the expedition was still
afloat when it reached the entrance of the Marias
River on June 2. The explorers knew from the
Hidatsas that an obstructive waterfall wasn’t far
upstream on the main Missouri. The heavy
pirogues probably couldn’t negotiate any required
portage, so the captains decided this would be a
good place to park the red one. Loss of their
biggest boat meant there had to be a correspond-
ing subtraction of cargo. Cruzatte taught his com-
panions how to dig a trapper’s cache. Into the
cache went the heavy stuff: blacksmith tools,
grocery kegs, winter clothing. The red pirogue
was tied down and sheltered with brush. This
boat may have accompanied Lewis all the way
from Pittsburgh, but here it would stay for good.

In mid-June the remaining boats arrived at
the falls. The series of five cataracts forced an
unexpectedly long portage, bad news for the
waterway theorists in Washington. The men trans-
ported all six Mandan dugouts on wooden wheels,
using axles cannibalized from the white pirogue’s
mast. They pushed the boats up from the
Missouri’s eroded gorge for a 17-mile trek across
the Montana prairie to a riverbank camp above
the falls, The white pirogue was hidden in the
gorge below the first cataract. Again there was
surplus cargo.

A cache was dug near the pirogue for more
food kegs, Lewis’s desk, spare guns, ammuni-

tion. Into a second cache at the upper end of the
portage went plant specimens, bearskins, medi-
cines. And, at last, it was time for Lewis’s col-
lapsible boat to carry its rated burden of nearly a
ton of people and goods. Even before reaching
the Marias Lewis had begun saving elkskins “for
making the leather boat at the falls.”® Soldiers at
the upper portage camp bolted the iron frame
together, but there was no pitch to waterproof
the elkskin seams and “The Experiment” sank.
Out came the captains’ lading calculators.

Clark had already located some big cotton-
wood trees eight miles above the falls. The lead-
ers decided just two new canoes would be enough;
dugouts were hard to make. Clark’s workmen
broke 13 axe handles on July 10, the first day of
cutting and gouging. The new vessels were
launched four days later.

Despite the caches, heavy loads kept the gun-
wales of all eight canoes barely above water. The
problem was due partly to an extra supply of
dried meat for the journey ahead, but Lewis also
complained: “we find it extreemly difficult to keep
the baggage of many of our men within reason-
able bounds; they will be adding bulky articles
of but little use or value to them.” To lighten the
boats some men had to walk on shore.

The extra groceries were gone by the time
the party passed the Missouri’s Three Forks and
reached the junction of the Jefferson and Wis-
dom (today’s Big Hole) rivers. There one canoe
was abandoned, freeing more men to roam as
hunters. Also, Lewis now was leading small par-
ties ahead to find Indian horses that would allow
the tired sailors finally to leave the river. On Au-
gust 17, Clark’s seven canoes pulled ashore 30
miles from the Divide to meet the successful Lewis
and a band of horse-owning Shoshonis. Camp
Fortunate was the name given this welcome spot.
The explorers sank the dugouts for safekeeping
in a nearby pond, cut up the oars for packsaddles
and rode happily away.

By now Lewis was re-assessing the Big Pic-
ture. Despite the groans of his boatmen the cap-
tain said the Missouri’s tentacles seemed “navi-
gable” for a long way into the mountains, and
mused further: “if the Columbia furnishes us such
another example, a communication across the
continent by water will be practicable and safe.
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but this I can scarcely hope...” Here was the
rub: the elevation achieved with the Missouri’s
gradual ascent to Divide would have to be given
back on the Columbia’s westward descent to
sea level. From Pacific Coast longitudes deter-
mined by British surveys, however, Lewis knew
the Columbia would run only a “comparitively
short course to the ocean.”” The descent there-
fore promised to be steeply dangerous for people
in boats.

Lewis’s reasoning was confirmed by Clark’s
reconnaissance of the Salmon River, the first
major branch of the Columbia met by the ex-
plorers. The rapids looked lethal, so they re-
mained on horseback until reaching flat country
beyond the Rockies. On the gentler Clearwater
River in northern Idaho the officers decided it
was safe to resume a water journey. New boats
would have to be made from a stand of Ponde-
rosa pines on the riverbank. How many?

The party was traveling lighter now. Hunt-
ers had shot away more ammunition; fewer In-
dian presents were left. Just five canoes would
do, especially because everyone was sick from
the local diet of fish and roots. Work at Canoe
Camp started September 27 and continued for
10 sluggish days. To save effort the choppers
fudged by burning cavities in the pine trunks,
Indian style. Upon launching, the new vessels
“carried all our baggage with convenience,” said
Sergeant Gass.® A good call by the captains.

The explorers floated downstream—for the
first time since leaving Illinois—on the Clearwater,
then the Snake, then the Columbia itself. The
Ponderosa hulls tended to split if they bumped
a rock in fast water, but progress was swift until
the expedition hit the first of a series of falls on
the Columbia. At an Indian village near Celilo
Falls the captains bought a native canoe by giv-
ing a hatchet and their smallest Ponderosa dug-
out in exchange. Clark praised these native craft,
wide in the middle and pointed on both ends,
as “neeter made than any I have ever Seen and
Calculated to ride the waves and carry emence
burthens.” The new vessel excelled in the rough
water ahead, where the boats had to be emptied
and lowered by ropes.

On November 2 the party met tidewater in
the Columbia. There would be no more rapids,
but the tides themselves would give these East-
ern woodsmen a new kind of trouble.

Clark’s sketch of the expedition’s six-oared white
pirogue.

In December the expedition parked its five
canoes at a winter fort built near the Columbia’s
broad exit to the Pacific. When moving on land,
here and elsewhere, the men often borrowed or
hired Indian canoes for short ferrying trips, or
built rough rafts themselves.

For Gass and Shannon, one rafting incident
became a comic tale to tell their grandkids. In
early January, 1806, these two left Fort Clatsop
for the seashore and found their path blocked by
a creek. They built a one-man raft and Shannon
crossed first. He tried to shove it back, recounted
Gass, “but when he attempted it only went half
way, so that there was one of us on each side and
the raft in the middle. I however, notwithstand-
ing the cold, stript and swam to the raft, brought
it over and then crossed on it in safety.”’

The explorers used their traveling canoes for
trips in the estuary. On January 11 somebody
failed to tie up the cherished Indian canoe and
the tide carried it away. It still hadn’t been found
when, three days later, a rising tide broke the
mooring of one of the big Ponderosa canoes and
it, too, floated off. It was found later that day,
but tidal problems continued. At one point a fall-
ing tide left two of the dugouts propped half-in,
half-out of the water. “they split by this means
with their own weight,” said Lewis; repairs were
required.

As spring approached boats became a major
preoccupation. The Celilo Falls native canoe was
finally recovered, but on March 8 tides again
broke the mooring of a Ponderosa dugout being
used by hunters. It was never found. The offic-
ers sent interpreter George Drouillard shopping
among nearby Indian villages for a replacement.
After several attempts he returned with a
Cathlamet craft bought with Lewis’s laced uni-
form coat.
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Cargo calculations demanded another small
boat. Earlier the soldiers had accused some local
Clatsops of stealing elkmeat left in the woods.
Though the Indians had made an apologetic pay-
ment of dogs, Lewis ordered his men to “take” a
Clatsop canoe as further restitution. Expedition
scholar James Ronda has deplored this canoe
heist as “at worst criminal and at best a terrible
lapse of judgment.” "

The expedition started homeward up the
Columbia on March 23, 1806, in six boats: three
Idaho Ponderosa dugouts, the purchased Celilo
Falls and Cathlamet native canoes and the stolen
Clatsop canoe. The fleet paddled smoothly up-
stream until it reached the first falls east of mod-
ern Portland. There, so soon, the Columbia re-
turn route proved discouraging. The river was
much higher than it was the previous October,
and “these rapids are much worse,” said Lewis.
On April 12 one of the unloaded Ponderosa dug-
outs being towed up the turbulent current got
loose and spun downstream. To replace it the
officers bought two small canoes at a local vil-
lage. They also started buying horses “to rid us
of the trouble and dificuelty of taking our Ca-
noes further.”

el T, oD & @ o tias &
Y PSR A
mﬁ/:&mﬂt(«?)m Galout

z?,,,,g“,,,, ,t“@y #2200 dles M“" ArnD %

‘,,'.,‘lmt.ac

Ca’rl—n-—o’-ﬁ Meaas:-/da

{I#/Q-Awim A&M P

Indian canoes.

At The Dalles the last two Ponderosas and
one of the native canoes were cut up for fire-
wood. On April 21, Lewis sold two of the re-
maining Indian boats for beads. With the sale of
the other two a few days later, the whole expedi-
tion was back on land.

On horseback, the explorers returned to the
Clearwater River in Idaho, where in mid-May
they encamped to wait for snow to melt in the
mountains ahead. The leaders decided a com-
muter canoe would be useful for local errands on
the river. Choppers made a dugout big enough to
carry 12 men, but after less than a week’s ser-
vice the Camp Chopunnish commuter canoe sank
in an accident.

In June the party rode back into Montana
and divided. Lewis cut east to the Missouri’s
Great Falls, while Clark returned to Camp For-
tunate, where the cottonwood canoes were
stashed.

One of them was judged “of no account,”
said Sergeant John Ordway, and became fuel for
campfires." Into the other six went the party’s
now-skimpy baggage, but space was reserved for
goods to be recovered from the three caches
downriver. When Ordway and his boat crews cast
off, they savored the prospect of traveling with
the current all the way to St. Louis. The six boats
proceeded to the Missouri’s Great Falls, where
the men emptied the two caches and pulled the
white pirogue from its hiding place. With the big
rowboat’s cargo capacity again available, one of
the cottonwood dugouts was abandoned.’ The
other five were portaged back across the plains
to the foot of the falls, this time with the aid of
horses.

The six-boat fleet continued down the Mis-
souri. On July 28 it was rejoined by Lewis, re-
turning from a mounted excursion on the upper
Marias. At the mouth of that river the party re-
claimed baggage from the last cache, but the rot-
ted-out red pirogue was left behind.

Meanwhile, Clark and 12 others on horse-
back had said goodbye to Ordway’s canoes at
the Missouri’s Three Forks. Clark rode east across
Bozeman Pass to the Yellowstone River, then fol-
lowed it downstream looking for a tree big enough
to make a new canoe. Not far from modern Bill-
ings his soldiers cut down two junior cottonwoods
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and spent three days hollowing them out. The
two slender hulls were tied together to form a
single catamaran 28 feet long.

Clark resumed his journey by water on July
24 after detailing Sergeant Nathaniel Pryor and
three others to keep traveling on land with the
horse herd. Indians soon stole Pryor’s horses,
however, so he went back to the river and fash-
ioned two round bullboats from boughs and buf-
falo skins. These were the last vessels constructed
on the Lewis and Clark expedition. Pryor’s group
floated down the Yellowstone several days be-
hind Clark’s catamaran.

Now the whole expedition was again
waterborne in three separate units that reunited
on the Missouri. First, Pryor’s bullboats over-
took Clark’s catamaran on August 8. Four days
later these three boats were joined by Lewis’s
white pirogue and five cottonwood dugouts. At
this grand reunion site in North Dakota Pryor’s
bullboats were abandoned. The entire party’s
seven vessels pulled into the Mandan villages on
August 14.

The expedition was back in big game coun-
try and no longer needed many supplies in the
canoes. But with extra passengers picked up at
the Mandan and Arikara villages the seven boats
became jammed with 38 people as the voyage
continued." Wind-blown waves again drenched

the smaller canoes. Not until the fleet reached
the Osage River on September 20, close to home,
did the explorers feel it safe to cast adrift the
Yellowstone catamaran.

Three days later the white pirogue and five
cottonwood dugouts docked in St. Louis. “drew
out the canoes,” wrote a triumphant Sergeant
Ordway, “then the party all considerable much
rejoiced that we have the Expedition Completed.”

Later travelers profited from the expedition’s
findings. The Missouri became, by the 1830s, a
regular steamboat route for bulk fur shipments,
but only as far as its junction with the Yellowstone.
Beyond, travelers came to prefer overland routes.
Thanks in part to the Lewis and Clark experi-
ence with boats, mid-19th century Americans
made the covered wagon, not a riverboat, the
symbol of their great migration West.
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*Gary Moulton, ed., The Journals of the Lewis & Clark
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struction is specified in Moulton, Journals, vol. 3, p. 307.
*Richard C. Boss, “Keelboat, Pirogue, and Canoe: Vessels
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“Patrick Gass, in his Journal of the Voyages and Travels of
a Corps of Discovery (Ross & Haines, Minneapolis, 1958
reprint of the 1807 original), asserts on p. 86 that Lewis
only “agreed” to take the white pirogue after a disappoint-
ing March 27 weight-carrying test of the new dugouts. This
is contradicted by Clark’s entry reporting the division of
baggage into eight packs on March 18, in Moulton, Jour-

nals, vol. 3, p. 316. Perhaps Lewis was just informing Gass
of a decision already made.

“Moulton, Journals, vol. 4, p. 149. Lewis’s plans for using
the collapsible boat evidently were made at Fort Mandan
after hearing the Hidatsas describe the falls of the Missouri.
“Ibid, vol. 5, p. 65.

8Gass, Journal, p. 174.

°Ibid, p. 216.

"James P. Ronda, Lewis and Clark Among the Indians
(University of Nebraska Press, Lincoln, 1984) p. 211.
"Milo M. Quaife, ed., The Journals of Captain Meriwether
Lewis and Sergeant John Ordway (State Historical Society
of Wisconsin, Madison, 1965 printing of the 1916 edition)
p. 348.

(GGass, Journal, pp. 292-3.

13At the Mandans, the 33-member returning party lost John
Colter and the three Charbonneaus, but gained as passen-
gers Big White, his wife and child, plus interpreter Rene
Jusseaume, his wife and two children. Downriver at the
Arikara villages the fleet picked up a young French trader
and an 1804 expedition engage called “Rokey” by Clark,
for a net St. Louis-bound roster of 38.
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The Lewis & Clark Trail Heritage Foundation (L&CTHF) secures its operating income from membership
dues, investment income, sale of publications, annual meeting “gain,” and gifts and memorials. Among
those categories, membership dues—including voluntary extra contributions—on the average, have accounted
for more income than the other four combined. Consequently, this article will focus on membership dues as
our primary source of operating income. “Use” of income will be addressed in the May 1995 issue of We
Proceeded On.

I 1 illustrates the foundation’s operating income by source for fiscal years 1990 through 1994. During
those years, membership income—including voluntary extra contributions—provided from 45-63 percent of
total operating income. Contributions to restricted funds such as the Bronze, Fellow and Betts Funds, have
been excluded from operating income because only investment income, not principal, from those funds may
be used for operations and then only for designated purposes. However, for sake of simplicity in this article,
all investment income—including that from restricted funds—will be shown as though there were no restric-
tion on its use.

Operating Income For Fiscal Year Ending

Source 6-30-90 6-30-91 6-30-92 6H-30-93 6-30-94
Membership Dues $23,694 $23,535 $29,540 $32,732 $29,133
Investment Income* 19,646 16,958 12,550 12,902 22,026
Publication Sales 2,042 7,721 2,761 4,363 2,294
Annual Meeting 3,663 3,904 1,32%F 1,700 4,540
Loan Repaid 10,000

Other Income 3,199 80 1,234 1,239
Total Income $52,244 $51,748 $46,178 $62,931 $59,232

*Excluding realized and unrealized gains and losses

I shows the difference between minimum membership dues and voluntary extra contributions.
Currently, minimum membership dues are $20 annually except for those paid three years in advance which
are $55. Family memberships are $30. Sustaining memberships are $75. Supporting memberships are $100
and Contributing memberships are $200. Beginning in the 1994-5 fiscal year, three additional voluntary
extra membership categories were added. Patron memberships, $500; Grantor memberships, $1,000 and
Benefactor/Business memberships, $5,000. Additional annual revenue from memberships is needed from
both minimum membership dues and voluntary extra contributions if the L&CTHF is to continue to grow.

Membership Dues Fiscal Year Ending

6-30-90 6-30-91 6-30-92 6-30-93 6-30-94
Minimum $20,219 $19,635 $25,200 $29,142 $25,843
Vol. Extr. Contr. 3,475 3,900 4,340 3,690 3,290
Total $23,694 $23,535 $29,540 $32,732 $29,133

L1 1T illustrates also the impact of the most recent minimum dues increase on membership income. In
1991, the minimum membership dues were increased from $15 to $20 yet total membership increased from
1,230 in 1991 to 1,270 in 1992 and to 1,324 in 1993. L&CTHF membership records indicate that much of
the turnover in membership is related to the different location each year of the annual meeting site. Mem-
bership tends to increase in a particular region—one where the annual meeting is held—only to be lost in the
following year or the second to the following year. Unfortunately, such losses are not always offset by
membership gains resulting from the next or second to the next meeting site. It is difficult to establish with
certainty all the reasons for changing membership numbers. However, at present, normal attrition of mem-
bership is not being replaced with an equal number of “new” members.

24 WE PROCEEDED ON FEBRUARY 1995



Related to total membership income, voluntary extra contributions have declined during the most
recent five years. In 1990 voluntary extra contributions amounted to 14.7% of total membership dues. By
1991, that percentage had increased to 16.6%. In 1992, the percentage had declined to 14.7%. And, by
1993 it was down to 11.0%. In 1994 it was 11.3%.

There are two quite different perspectives among L&CTHF directors concerning what the minimum
rate should be for membership dues. One position is that $20 is too small an amount to charge for L&CTHF
minimum dues; $20 does not even cover the per-capita cost of (1) membership records, $2.42, and (2) We
Proceeded On, $20.50. The Oregon California Trails Association (OCTA)—"closest relative” of the L&CTHF—
charges $30 for its basic membership. The relatively low membership dues may place an unduly low value
on membership in and services of the L&CTHF. By maintaining “below market” membership dues, the
L&CTHF may limit its growth potential.

The other position is that low membership dues attract and hold L&CTHF members whose numbers
would otherwise be reduced if dues were to be increased. Subsidized memberships are worthwhile be-
cause ultimately some such members may become voluntary extra contributors. Memberships are valuable
just for the sake of numbers. Total revenue may be reduced if the membership dues are increased.
Admittedly, a few memberships have been discontinued because of “affordability.”

Some limits to growth could be overcome. Family memberships could be changed to two minimum
memberships or to one minimum and one family. Members could increase their use of gift memberships
for friends, relatives and others. Voluntary-extra-contribution memberships could be increased. Present
minimum-dues members could upgrade their memberships from the minimum to some gradation that
includes a voluntary extra contribution. Persons presently making use of a voluntary extra contribution
membership could move to one, or more, levels higher than they are. Minimum dues could be increased
from $20 to $30. Three-year memberships could be raised to $80. Family and supporting memberships
could be lifted from $30 to $40.

We will be happy to hear your views about membership dues. If you have thoughts about them which
you would like to share with us, please address your comments to the Chairman of the L&CTHF Member-
ship Promotion and Public Relations Committee: Darold Jackson, 625 S. Main St., Saint Charles, MO
63301.

Whatever your membership rate is presently, please consider upgrading it to a higher level. For your
convenient reference again, the present annual rates of L&CTHF membership are: Individual $20, except
for 3-year which is $55; Family, $30; Sustaining, $75; Supporting, $100; Contributing, $200; Patron, $500;
Grantor, $1,000; and Benefactor/Business, $5,000.

—L. Edwin Wang
Chairman, Finance Committee
LEWIS & CLARK TRAIL HERITAGE FOUNDATION
ASSETS BY YEAR SINCE 1985
UNRESTRICTED RESTRICTED TOTAL
1985-86 $100,080 $81,091 $181,171
1986-87 92,893 115,945 208,838
1987-88
1988-89 77,947 157,204 235,151
1989-90 73,510 172,595 246,105
1990-91 78,227 176,698 254,925
1991-92 75,420 182,875 258,295
1992-93 51,755 213,670 265,425
1993-94 37,458 229,856 267,314
Equipment was first depreciated in fiscal year 1992-93.
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Committees. )

LCTHF Committees Serve
Important Functions

PUBLICATIONS COMMITTEE

The Publications Committee is responsible for
all printed materials produced by the founda-
tion. These materials include the foundation’s
quarterly journal We Proceeded On, various
supplementary publications, membership hand-
book, business forms, including stationery, and
the Feature Story Prospectus.

Because We Proceeded On is the source of
information about foundation activities and also
includes scholarly articles on the expedition,
much of the Publication’s Committee work is
directed at insuring a quality publication. Each
year, there is an evaluation process to review the
magazine and the performance of the editor. Much
of the cost for the magazine is covered by the
sale of two bronze statues. This fundraising project
was the idea of Wilbur Werner. Currently, the
cost of each issue is over $5,000.

Longtime committee member Don Nell is re-
sponsible for maintaining and distributing all
supplementary publications and back issues of
WPO. Each year, the Foundation generates money
from the sale of these items. The Feature Story
Prospectus lists all publications available from
the foundation. The prospectus is available from
Mr. Nell.

The Membership Handbook lists information
about the organizational history of the founda-
tion. Each year this is updated to reflect any struc-
tural changes to the operation. The publication
of this item has for the past several years been
handled by John Montague.

Ella Mae Howard, Chairman

ARCHIVES COMMITTEE

Realization that important manuscripts and
notes from recently deceased Lewis & Clark
memorabilia were being scattered and lost re-
sulted in the creation of the Archives Committee
several years ago. The main purpose of this com-
mittee is to establish a temporary depository for
such materials and properly account for them.

The temporary location of the foundation ar-
chives is in the confines of the C.M. Russell
Museum in Great Falls, Montana. A recent com-
puterized listing of all materials in the collection
has been made and is now being refined so that
specific items can be retrieved upon request. For
example, over 500 books from Robert Taylor’s
estate are included in the collection and it is im-
perative that we be able to utilize this vast fount
of information for research purposes.

The committee has three primary goals this
year: (1) To develop a policy whereby important
foundation papers are added to the archives each
year; (2) Actively encourage additions to our ar-
chives to make them ever better (including a policy
of what is/is not acceptable, a good publicity cam-
paign, and contact with known collectors/insti-
tutions that we have such an archives available);
(3) Recommend a permanent location for the ar-
chives if the matching funds are not raised by
September 30, 1995 to build the Interpretive
Center in Great Falls, Montana. (Current plans
call for room for the archival collection in that
center.)

If you, as a valued member of this founda-
tion, have any suggestions or recommendations,
this committee is more than willing to receive
them. In the past, many important Lewis & Clark
papers have been consigned to the “trash bin” of
history but now that is not happening, thanks to
the existence of this important committee!

Robert K. Doerk, Jr. Chairman

MEMBERSHIP PROMOTION AND
PUBLIC RELATIONS COMMITTEE

The goals of this committee are to increase
membership and promote the foundation by cre-
ating a greater public understanding of the pur-
pose of the foundation.

The highest priority effort at the moment is
to deal with a declining and aging membership.
For any organization to sustain itself, it needs
controlled growth to infuse new energy, new per-
spectives and financial backing. The interests of
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Lewis & Clark Trail Heritage Foundation mem-
bers are very diverse as were the interests of the
expedition itself. Tb sustain critical mass in all of
these areas demands a sizable organization with
both adequate energy and resources.

People belong to organizations for many rea-
sons; value added functions, interest spectrum,
camaraderie, etc., and they continue to belong
and fund an organization if they feel there is value
added for their time and money. One of our spe-
cific objectives this year is to find out from you,
our existing and loyal members, what your in-
terests are, what the value added functions are,
and why you joined. To obtain that input, we
will be designing and sending out a membership
survey. We encourage your participation when
you receive it and in the meantime, if any of our

members have professional expertise in the sur-
vey field, the chairman would be delighted to
hear from you.

Cost of membership is always an issue, and
that is being addressed in another article by the
Finance Committee.

Past experience seems to indicate that most
members joined because of contact with existing
members; you are our best recruiters! Because
of that, one of our additional goals is to work
closely with Chapter Formation and Liaison Com-
mittee in the belief that strong, active chapters
will strengthen the overall foundation and that
the national organization can offer so much to
new and growing chapters. Let me hear your ideas
and keep recruiting!

Darold W. Jackson, Chairman

National Frontier Trails Center
Continues to Grow

by John Mark Lambertson

One of the sites certified by the National Park
Service to interpret the Lewis and Clark Expedi-
tion is the National Frontier Trails Center in Inde-
pendence, Missouri. Independence’s early history
is mostly closely tied to three other major historic
trails, the Santa Fe, Oregon, and California. From
about 1827 to 1850 Independence was the princi-
pal “outfitting” and “jumping off point” for those
prominent pathways to America’s West—and
America’s future. Tens of thousands of wagons
passed through the muddy streets of this frontier
town with cargos of either trade goods or excited
emigrants bound for “the promised land.”

The National Frontier Trails Center is also the
home of the Merrill J. Mattes Research Library
and archives, which houses a collection of 2,000
volumes and 100 cubic feet of manuscript materi-
als on the western trails. Named for the noted
trails scholar whose personal library is the nucleus
of the collection, the library is already believed to
be the largest in the nation focused on the over-
land trail experience. Subjects range from the Lewis
and Clark Expedition to the Transcontinental Rail-
road, with special collections of overland trail dia-
ries, letters and first person recollections. The li-
brary is open free to the public, although appoint-
ments are recommended for research.

Currently, the Santa Fe, Oregon, and Cali-
fornia Trails exhibits are undergoing major ex-
pansions with the addition of two authentic nine-
teenth-century wagons. A Conestoga freighter with
a large mural of Santa Fe’s plaza as a backdrop
is being added to the Santa Fe Trail exhibit. A
“prairie schooner” with a landscape mural of
Scott’s Bluff, Nebraska behind it is being added
to the Oregon-California Trail exhibit. The mu-
rals are being painted by the artist Charles Goslin
who has created other historical murals in the
Kansas City area.

For travelers who wish to follow or learn more
about any of the famous western trails, the Na-
tional Frontier Trails Center is an excellent and
logical starting point or destination. The center
is open daily except for major holidays at 318 W.
Pacific, Independence, MO 64050, five blocks
south of the old courthouse square. For more
information call (816) 325-7575.

WANTED: Scriver bronze of Lewis and his
dog Scannon. We have a request on file.
Contact Don Nell, Lewis & Clark Trail Heri-
tage Foundation, Box 577, Bozeman, MT
59715.
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OFF THE MAP: THE JOURNALS OF LEWIS
AND CLARK, edited by Peter and Connie Roop,
illustrations by Tim Tanner, Walker and Com-
pany, New York, 1993. 40 pp. Cloth, $14.95.

This children’s book presents a selection of
journal entries from May 13, 1804 to March 23,
1806—from the explorers’ last day at Camp Dubois
to their last day at Fort Clatsop. It seems de-
signed for very young readers, grade 3 and up; it
contains many warmly colored illustrations, and
it highlights adventures.

All the entries have been rewritten for such a
young audience, but the rewriting is not careful
or sensitive. This very short book contains many
gross errors. The entry for September 25, 1804,
for example, presents the encounter with the Teton
Sioux in these words: “Most of the warriors ap-
peared to have their bows strung, and took out
their arrows from the quiver. As Clark, being
surrounded, was not permitted to return. The
perogue returned with 12 of our determined men
ready for any event.” Clark’s journal for this date
reads: “as I [being surrounded] was not permit-
ted [by them] to return, I Sent all the men except
2 Inpt. [interpreters] to the boat, the perogu Soon
returned with about 12 of our detumind men
ready for any event.” The italicized interpola-
tions were written later by Nicholas Biddle, and
the crucial point, that Clark sent for help, has
simply dropped out of the children’s book, leav-
ing an inscrutable fragment. In the entry for the
next day, we read that the Indians’ tambourines
made “a jungling noise”: Clark spelled it
“gingling.” For April 13, 1805, this new version
reads that “the spritsail, jibbing, was as near
oversetting the pirogue as it was possible to have
missed.” The captains knew a jibe from a jib,
and so will an alert nine-year-old who has been
aboard a sailboat for an hour. The simplified map
on the end papers shows the Yellowstone River
flowing from east to west and emptying into the
Missouri far above the Great Falls.

An edited selection of journal entries could
make a good children’s book. But an attentive
young reader deserves better—including a sample,
at least, of the journals as we now have them; a

glossary of hard or obscure terms; and some sen-
sible suggestions for reading more about the ex-
pedition.

Albert Furtwangler is a history professor at
Mt. Allison University in New Brunswick.
He is the author of Acts of Discovery: Visions
of America in the Lewis and Clark Journals.

WESTWARD WHOA—-IN THE WAKE OF
LEWIS AND CLARK by Hodding Carter, Simon
& Schuster, New York, 1994, 299 pp.

The parade of expedition retracements con-
tinues, this one by two young men somewhere in
their mental development between teenager and
young adult. “Two lucky fools” is their own de-
scription and I agree.

Don’t look to this book for historical insights.
Lewis and Clark actually play a minor role in the
tale. There are also some liberties taken with the
facts, such as a whole chapter titled ‘Lewis and
Clark Never Retreated.” Hodding and his buddy,
Preston, were at one point driven back by five-
foot whitecaps on the dammed Missouri, forget-
ting Lewis” “retrograde march” in the face of deep
snow in the Bitterroots. But the transgression is
minor and for anyone familiar with the country
traversed by the two, the book is simply fun to
read.

Hodding and Preston retrace the route first
in a small rubber raft powered by an outboard
motor. They resort to a rental car when the Mis-
souri runs out of navigable water in North Da-
kota, then backpack across Lemhi and Lost Trail
Passes to Lolo, Montana. There they are met by
outfitters Harlan and Barb Opdahl who haul them
to their camp in Idaho for a taste of the Lolo Trail
by horseback. Finally, they are reunited with their
raft (brought over by a Montana friend) at Canoe
Camp, where they float, then motor their way to
the Pacific.

The heart of this book is the people the pair
meet—some helpful, some treacherous—and to a
lesser degree the weather, the mosquitoes, and
all the other challenges of a modern expedition.
All is seen through the eyes of these intrepid city
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HEADWATERS CHAPTER OF LCTHF

The Headwaters Chapter of the Lewis and
Clark Trail Heritage Foundation located in
Bozeman, Montana, was formed in 1985 in cor-
poration form.

We presently have 66 members and meet four
times during the winter months with a 45 minute
program and question and answer time. We gen-
erally have from 18-25 at each meeting. In the
summer we try to squeeze in 2-3 field trips and
a picnic. Last year we floated the upper Missouri
on a 3-day float by canoe and hit good weather.
The year before an overnighter on the Lolo Trail

kids thrilling at the sounds of coyotes and the
sight of scats or fresh animal tracks. They key
out trees, look up birds and even watch insects.
They fight and are moody, and Carter reports all
in vernacular that will shock readers who are
unaccustomed to the language used by young
people today.

Importantly, Carter is candid and irreverent.
There is disdain for his well-funded, much-pub-
licized predecessors Warren and Hilton who jet-
boated the route earlier the same year. There are
unflattering descriptions of Corps of Engineers
facilities, the California-izing of the otherwise
beautiful Bitterroot Valley, and the filth and lit-
ter in campgrounds and little western towns that
ostensibly try to attract tourism. He sees bigotry
along the way, clearcut forests, and bad elements
hanging out in public campgrounds. None are
spared his opinions. In short, this book has none
of the fare of travel guides, and if you encoun-
tered the two men during their journey, you will
need to hope for the best until you read what
they may have said about you!

Many readers will see their own kids in these
two would-be adventurers. I think most will de-
velop a fondness for the pair as they fumble,
grumble and laugh their way west. When the
journey ends in Astoria, I sensed a strong feeling
of relief that they made it. They may not be his-
tory scholars, but in their unique way they are
kindred spirits among all who appreciate the
Lewis and Clark Expedition.

James R. Fazio is a professor at the Univer-
sity of Idaho and past president of the foun-
dation.

—_—

added to our knowledge and first-hand experi-
ence of the trail. Our members are involved in
lecturing to high schools, clubs and others as the
occasion arises. Stuart Knapp and John Taylor
both teach at least one Elderhostel annually as
well as serving as guides on bus tours for the
Museum of the Rockies and the Alaska Tours on
the Lower Columbia.

Our current president is Cheryl Farmer, who
was also president during the time the 1989 an-
nual meeting was held in Bozeman.

Although we feel we are quite active in the
community, it is amazing that we pick up new
members constantly who never heard of us.

Activities for the 1995-1996 season will be
scheduled during the next directors meeting in
January. We have seven directors and all are very
active in our chapter as well as many more orga-
nizations; which confirms the adage: “If you want
something done, ask a busy person.”

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

I am very pleased since becoming a member
of your foundation. I just received my first issue
of We Proceeded On and I find it most enriching.
I especially enjoyed the Harpers Ferry story.

I am interested in knowing how I might be
able to contribute to the foundation. I enjoy writ-
ing and some time ago I wrote the poem “Shoshoni
Woman.” If you could use it in any way, please
feel free to do so. In the meantime, I’ve ordered
some back issues of We Proceeded On and I'll
continue supporting and promoting your foun-
dation. Congratulations on a very prestigious
publication, We Proceeded On.

Janice Struble

Riverview, Michigan
EDITOR’S NOTE: “Shoshoni Woman” will be
printed in the May issue of WPO.

LCTHF JOINS ELECTRONIC AGE

The foundation is moving into the elec-
tronic age. Don Nell has recently headed a
project to place the images from approxi-
mately 300 2x2 color transparencies onto
three compact disks, readable by CD-ROM
players. If you are interested in purchasing
or borrowing the CDs, contact Don at P.O.
Box 577, Bozeman, MT 59771-0577.
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As bravery was the primary virtue, no man
could become eminent among the Shoshones
“who has not at some period of his life given
proofs of his possessing [it].” There could be no
prominence without some war-like achievement,
a principle basic to the entire structure of
Shoshone politics.

These observations led Lewis to an insight
into the problems the Americans were going to
have in integrating not just the Shoshones but all
the Indians west of the Mississippi River into their
trading empire. He recalled the day at Fort
Mandan when he was explaining to the Hidatsa
chiefs the advantages that would flow to them
from a general state of peace among the nations
of the Missouri. The old men agreed with him,
but only because they “had already geathered
their havest of larals, and having forceably felt in
many instances some of those inconveniences
attending a state of war.” But a young warrior
put to Lewis a question that Lewis could not
answer: “[He] asked me if they were in a state of
peace with all their neighbours what the nation
would do for Cheifs?”

The warrior went on to make a fundamental
point: “The chiefs were now oald and must shortly
die and the nation could not exist without chiefs.”

In two sentences, the Hidatsa brave had ex-
posed the hopelessness of the American policy of
inducing the Missouri River and Rocky Moun-
tain Indians to become trappers and traders. They
would have to be conquered and cowed before
they could be made to abandon war. Jeffersons’
dream of establishing through persuasion and
trade a peaceable kingdom among the western
Indians was as much an illusion as his dream of
an all-water route to the Pacific.

This was a great disappointment, but it could
not be helped. It was characteristic of the men of
the Enlightenment to face facts. Lewis’s ethnol-
ogy helped establish the facts. It was therefore a
great contribution to general knowledge—exactly
the kind of contribution Lewis berated himself
for not making in his thirty-first birthday musings.

—NOTES—-
'Lues venera is Latin for syphilis. Gonorrhea was often con-
fused with syphilis at the beginning of the 19th Century,
but Lewis here made a clear distinction. Moulton, Jour-
nals, vol. 5, 125.
“In 1807 the artist Charles B.J.F. de Saint-Memin painted
Lewis wearing the robe. See illustration above.

Engraving of Lewis by William Strickland, done
in 1816 from an original drawing by Charles de
Saint-Mémin. Lewis is dressed in a tippet,
presented to him by the Shoshoni chief,
Cameahwait.

WPO CLASSIFIED ADS

Classified rates in WPO are 50 cents per word
for foundation members; 75 cents per word for
non-members; $10.00 minimum. The address,
city, state and zip count as one word. Payment
must accompany all ads.

The deadline for ads is six weeks before the
publication month of the scheduled quarterly is-
sue, e.g. March 15 for the May issue.

Please send ads to: Editor, We Proceeded On,
1203 28th Street South, #82, Great Falls, MT
59405.

No ads will be taken over the phone. The
foundation reserves the right to decline to accept
any ad submitted. Ads will be limited to offering
sales of services or material related to the Lewis
and Clark Expedition.
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PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

(continued from page 2)

States who have never attended an annual
gathering, the location of the meeting makes
it more easily accessible than our past meet-
ings that have focused on the western por-
tions of the Lewis and Clark Trail. For those
members from the West, the meeting offers
the chance to see the Virginia roots not only
of the Expedition but also of much of the
nation’s history. Two books that will give
you an excellent introduction to the intellec-
tual focus of the meeting are:

Allen, John Logan. 1975. Passage Through
the Garden: Lewis and Clark and the Im-
age of the American Northwest. University
of Ilinois Press, Urbana. 412 pp.

Jackson, Donald. 1981. Thomas
Jefferson and the Stony Mountains: Explor-
ing the West from Monticello. University of
Illinois Press, Urbana. 339 pp.

Although I have been a member of the
Foundation for over a decade, the first an-
nual meeting 1 attended was the one in
Bozeman, Montana in 1989, hosted by Presi-
dent Don Nell and the members of the Head-
waters Chapter. It was a great joy to walk in
the footsteps of Lewis and Clark and to meet
others with a deep interest in the expedi-
tion, especially those whose names I had
come to know from reading this magazine.
What struck me then, and amazes me even
now, is that most of us are not professional
historians but rather citizens with diverse
backgrounds who, by extraordinarily var-
ied routes, have come to see in the expedi-
tion and its accomplishments something very
special. The personal realization of the spe-
cial nature of the legacy of Lewis and Clark
has led many of us to want to do all we can
to preserve the physical remnants of the trail
and to help educate Americans about the
significance of the expedition. A visit to
Charlottesville, where the expedition began
in the mind of Thomas Jefferson, will un-
doubtedly stimulate us to greater efforts in
meeting the goals of the foundation.

At the annual meeting last year in
Missoula, attendees were asked to complete
an evaluation of the meeting. Eighty-six

forms were returned and have been ana-
lyzed, and I want to thank all of you who
took the time and effort to complete the
evaluation. The response to the meeting was
overwhelmingly positive, and many people
commenting on the excellent combination
of scholarly presentations and field trips.
We are grateful to meeting chairman Nancy
Maxson and all the volunteers from the Trav-
elers Rest Chapter for all their hard work in
making the meeting such a fine one. One
thing that we learned from the evaluations
is that many of you would like more oppor-
tunities for pre- and post-meeting trips. The
folks in Charlottesville are planning such
trips, and I hope you will be able to take
advantage of them.

Many of you know that the foundation
has hired its first executive director, Jay
Vogt. Jay began part-time work for the foun-
dation November 1 and is busy learning the
ropes and working on foundation business.
Jay continues to work part-time for the
South Dakota Historical Society. If you
would like to welcome Jay to his new posi-
tion or if you can think of some way that
Jay can be of service to you, please write to
him at the following address: Mr. Jay D.
Vogt, Executive Director, Lewis and Clark
Trail Heritage Foundation, P.O. Box 7076,
Pierre, SD 57501-7076. Welcome aboard,
Jay!

HISTORIC FINCASTLE
(Continued from page 12)
you will believe I think so. We have made
Col. Hancock’s headquarters since we have
been here. I have lived at the fountain head
but I don’t think I have gained any flesh
but am in good health as likewise my
brother. We shall leave this tomorrow and
shall make another stop between this and
Kentucky.” [The original letter is at the Mis-
souri Historical Society, St. Louis, Missouri]
Attendees at the 27th Annual Meeting
in Charlottesville can choose to visit historic
Fincastle as part of one of the post meeting
trips on August 3.
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[2 December 1802]
Most Excellent Sefior [Pedro Cevallos,
Minister of Foreign Affairs, Spain]

My Dear Sir: The President [Jefferson]
asked me the other day...if our Court would
take it badly, that the Congress decree the
formation of a group of travelers, who would
form a small caravan and go and explore the
course of the Missouri River in which they
would nominally have the objective of
investigating...commerce; but that in
reality...the advancement of the geography.
He said they would give it the denomination
of mercantile, inasmuch as only in this way
would the Congress have the power of voting
the necessary funds...I replied to him that...an
expedition of this nature could not fail to
give umbrage to our Government...

The President has been all his life a man
of letters, very speculative and a lover of
glory, and...he might attempt to perpetuate
the fame of his administration not only by
the measures of frugality and economy
which characterize him, but also by
discovering...the way by which the Americans
may some day extend their population and
their influence up to the coasts of the South
Sea...

May God keep Your Excellency many
years.

Washington December 2, 1802

Most Excellent Setior _

Your most attentive and constant servant,
kisses the hand of Your Excellency

Carlos Martinez de Yrujo
[Spanish Minister to the United States]




