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History 
Commentary

Emily Peone and the Legend of Elk’s Abode at Steptoe Butte

raised in the household of her beloved maternal great aunt, 
Mary Owhi Moses (1819–1937), Chief Moses’s wife, who was 
also the daughter of famed Yakama Chief Owhi and sister of 
the patriot warrior Qualchan. Both men were killed in the 
interior Indian Wars of the 1850s. Through Mary, Emily, 
and other elders to whom they introduced us, we were regu-
larly transported to the days before the war period when the 
Columbia First Peoples ranged widely across the plateau and 
over the Rockies to buffalo country. 

Emily safeguarded these stories and her knowledge of the 
miyawaxpamáma families’ complex lineages. Her kind spirit, 
uncommon knowl-
edge, and berry pies 
kept us returning to 
Nespelem for many 
years and allowed us 
to host Emily on vis-
its to our classrooms 
where she memorably 
shared about the tra-
ditions and vitality of 
her people. T 

Richard Scheuerman is as-
sociate professor of cur-
riculum and instruction at 
Seattle Pacific University, 
where he has served since 
2004. Clifford Trafzer, who 
is Rupert Costo Chair of 
American Indian Affairs at 
the University of Califor-
nia–Riverside, taught previ-
ously at Washington State 
University. They are coau-
thors of The Snake River-
Palouse and the Invasion 
of the Inland Northwest 
(WSU Press, 2016) and 
River Song: Naxiyamt’ama 
(Snake River-Palouse) Oral Traditions . . . (WSU Press, 2015), from which 
this article is excerpted, with the publisher’s permission.

By Richard D. Scheuerman and 
Clifford E. Trafzer

We began making regular visits 
to the Colville Indian Reserva-
tion in 1979 through a public 

school program designed to introduce 
area teachers and students to tribal elders 
of the Moses-Columbia, Wenatchi, Nez 
Perce, and Snake River-Palouse Bands. 
Through these experiences we met the 
venerable Isabel Arcasa of Nespelem, a 
centenarian in Washington’s centennial 
year of 1989, who told about her early life 
at Camp Chelan as the daughter of frontier 
trader Joseph Friedlander and his Moses-
Columbia wife, Elizabeth (Skn-wheulks).

During one of these field trips to see 
Isabel, she excused herself several times to 
check on someone working in the kitchen 
nearby, and after the second or third time we overheard Isa-
bel address her guest as “Auntie.” When we asked about the 
visitor’s identity, Elizabeth laughed and led us into the kitchen 
where spry, diminutive elder Emily Friedlander Peone (1902–
1984) was taking a berry pie out of the oven. As we talked 
about our special interests in the culture of the Columbia Pla-
teau peoples, Emily informed us matter-of-factly that she was a 
descendant of both Chief Kamiakin and Chief Moses through 
her mother, Nellie Kamiakin Moses. In this way we were intro-
duced to the marvelous legend of the Star Brothers, from whom 
it was said the Owhi-Kamiakin clan had descended. 

A few moments in the presence of this humble, unassum-
ing elder acquainted us with the special deference tradition-
ally accorded the plateau miyawaxpamáma, or “chiefly peo-
ple,” who sought to guide and protect their people through 
the cataclysms of Euro-American settlement, conflict, and 
exile to area reservations. 

Emily was remarkable not only for her fluency in Sahap-
tin and Interior Salish dialects and her family connections, 
but as a vital and generous tribal historian. She had been 
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“Yámuštas—Elk’s Abode at Steptoe Butte”
Retold by Emily Peone (1982)

In the time of the Animal People 
there was a big rack of antlers lying along Snake River.

Coyote decided to have a contest of strength, 
and called for anyone to break them apart.

Cougar and Eagle tried but couldn’t do it, 
and neither could the Wolf Brothers.

Coyote tried with all his might 
but he couldn’t break them either.

Finally Elk stepped forward.
He grabbed both sides and pulled and pulled, 

and with a great crack broke them in two!
So the Animal People celebrated in honor of Elk’s 

strength.

Now the Wolf Brothers lived along the river 
with their beautiful sister.

The jealous brothers did not allow her to leave.
She wanted to see the country.
She saw Elk’s strength 

and heard his stories of other places.
Elk noticed the beautiful Wolf Sister.

Her brothers were too busy.
The two left to be married upriver.
When the Wolf Brothers found that Elk 

had taken their sister away, 
they were very angry.

“We will kill him!”

Elk’s wife saw her brothers 
and warned Elk to hide on an island.

He took a pair of fur gloves she made 
and used his power to make them look like an elk.

He went with his wife 
toward the mountains.

The Wolf Brothers found only gloves….
They spread out to hunt Elk; 

too far to reach the mountains.
Elk pushes up the earth 

and he and his wife hide behind Yámuštas….
They escaped the Wolf Brothers.
Elk’s bones can be found in this place, giant bones 

near the power mountain, Yámuštas. 
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The rolling hills of the Palouse, with Steptoe Butte in the distance.

Richard Scheuerman

Clifford Trafzer

Sisters Emily (left)
and Lucy Friedlander 

in front of a teepee  
on the Colville 

Reservation,  
1914.
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T
here were many battlefields in the war that raged nationally for 
the soul of the Republican Party from the opening “Goldwater 
for President” skirmishes in 1964 through Ronald Reagan’s 
nomination and election as president in 1980. In the state 
of Washington, one such fight pitted the supporters of liberal 

Governor Daniel J. Evans against the nascent conservative movement that 
initially included supporters of Barry Goldwater and later Ronald Reagan. 
This state parallel of the national GOP conflict fumed for almost 10 years, 
until conservatives triumphed in 1976.

This story, a small skirmish perhaps, 
is one that played out in state after 
state over the span of two decades. 
Three of the participants—Richard 
Derham, a delegate to the Washington 
State Republican Convention in 1968; 
Edward Lange, attorney for the Wash-
ington State Republican Party in 1966; 
and Fred Van Natta, Ronald Reagan’s 
western campaign manager in 1968—
share their recollections of related 
events that took place some 45 years 
ago. This intraparty rivalry ultimately 
may have determined Richard Nixon’s 
nomination and election for president 
over Ronald Reagan in 1968.

In fall 1964 gubernatorial candidate 
Dan Evans walked a political tightrope 
as he watched conservative presidential 
candidate Barry Goldwater campaign. 
Evans, a direct descendant from a family 
that settled in Washington Territory in 
the 1850s, was an Eagle Scout and served 
in the US Navy after high school. As an 

engineer, he helped in the design of the 
Alaskan Way viaduct in his native Seat-
tle. He was a state representative before 
running for governor in 1964.

Evans favored liberal policies, includ-
ing instituting a state income tax. 
Although part of the liberal-moderate 
wing of the party, he agreed to join 
Goldwater at a campaign appearance in 
Spokane. With the aid of a local farmer, 
Evans was deftly able to position the 
farmer between Goldwater and himself 
so that press photographers were unable 
to get even a single photo of Evans next 
to Goldwater and thus provide campaign 
material for the Democrats.

Shortly after being elected governor 
in one of the few bright spots nationally 
for Republicans in 1964, Evans declared 
his intention of being a hands-on head 
of the party and formulating its direc-
tion. The opening round came with the 
election of King County Republican 
Party officers in December. 

A DECADE of

TURMOIL
State party officials in Washington are 

elected by county precinct committee 
members, who are elected by the voters 
in each precinct in the general election. 
They are the grassroots activists, repre-
senting Republican voters in each local 
voting precinct. In King County in 1964, 
over 1,000 men and women elected the 
county chairman and elected the county’s 
two representatives to the state commit-
tee. Both the liberal and conservative 
wings of the party endeavored to have 
one of their own elected as county chair.

Governor-elect Evans’s choice for 
county chairman was a 29-year-old 
Boeing executive who had headed his 
recent successful campaign in one local 
Seattle district. The retiring incumbent 
chairman pushed instead for Ken Rogs-
tad. Thirty-four-year-old Rogstad, also a 
Boeing engineer, had been active in the 
1964 “Draft Goldwater” movement and 
had served as chairman of one Seattle 
district party organization. Additional 
support for Rogstad emanated from 
the party’s executive secretary, also a 
staunch conservative.

A December 9, 1964, Seattle Times 
article reported that the situation was 
“building up to a bitter fight” at the forth-
coming county convention. The Evans 
group charged that the Rogstad slate was 
in “open defiance of the governor-elect” 
and was made up of “Goldwater support-
ers first and Republicans second.” 

Liberals and Conservatives Battle for Control 
of Washington’s Republican Party

By Gene Kopelson
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FACING PAGE: Main element of a light-
hearted table centerpiece used at a 
Republican Party function.

LEFT: Liberal-leaning gubernatorial candidate 
Daniel J. Evans shakes hands with King 
County Republicans in May 1964 during 
their convention at Seattle Center Arena.

BELOW: Evans delegates fill the University 
of Puget Sound Fieldhouse, site of the 1964 
Washington State Republican Convention. 

INSET: Button from Evans’s 1964 campaign, 
one-inch diameter, white on red.
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The intraparty rivalry climaxed on 
December 12 when 1,016 county conven-
tion delegates voted. Rogstad nosed out 
the Evans candidate by just eight votes, 
505–497. Edward Lange 
recalls that Governor-
elect Evans, who had 
been waiting outside 
and was to be the next 
speaker on the evening’s 
agenda, left abruptly. In 
victory, Rogstad said in 
a December 13, 1964, 
Times article, that con-
trol of the party orga-
nization should stem 
from “the grassroots up, 
not from the top down,” 
adding that he did not intend his remark 
as a slap at Evans. 

After the 1964 reorganization meet-
ings had been completed in each Wash-
ington county, the Republican state 
committee met to elect the party’s state 
chairman. While similar conservative 
victories had occurred in other key 
counties, Evans was more successful at 
the state level and his own candidate 
was elected. Thus an organizational 
conflict was set up that continued until 
the next round of party organization 
meetings in 1966, setting the precedent 
for the contest that was to climax at the 
1968 state convention.

R
ogstad and other conser-
vative Republicans, such 
as Jim Munn—a former 
World War II pilot and 
prisoner of war, and new 

party attorney—continued their party-
building activities and efforts to consoli-
date their victories. At the state level, the 
Evans forces did the same. By spring 1966 
Evans’s team circulated position papers, 
including plans to expand state agencies 
and establish a state income tax. Accord-
ing to Seattle Times reporter Lyle Burt in 
an April 17, 1966, article, conservatives 
fumed that the new approach was “an 
attempt to dictate from the top down to 
the grassroots” and was “difficult to ac-
cept.” Rogstad, the Times article went on, 
would have to fight the same battle again, 
as the passage of time “had not healed all 

the wounds opened on both sides by the 
battles during the 1964 campaign.”

In late spring Rogstad searched for 
a conservative keynote speaker for the 

upcoming county con-
vention in Seattle and 
settled on the rising star 
of conservatism, former 
actor and California 
gubernatorial nominee 
Ronald Reagan. Rog -
stad advertised the June 
18 event at which, for 
a one-dollar admis-
sion fee, members of 
the public could watch 
the former actor speak. 
The following week the 

Seattle Times conducted a poll and found 
that fully 80 percent of the participants 
favored the idea of show-business per-
sonalities running for office. 

By the time of Reagan’s visit, although 
Rogstad’s forces were ascendant in King 
County, the Evans wing also retained 
strong support, and the contest for con-
trol continued. The governor did not 
attend the convention, claiming he had 
a prior commitment. Perhaps he did, or 
perhaps he realized that he could not 
get a state income tax endorsed by the 
convention. But most likely he did not 
want to associate him-
self with the conserva-
tive views of Reagan, 
just as he had attempted 
to avoid Goldwater two 
years earlier. 

Numerous interrup-
tions for applause and 
a standing ovation for 
Reagan and the adop-
tion of a conservative 
platform all indicated 
that at the King County 
convention “it was con-
servative all the way,” 
reported the Seattle 
Times on June 19. Rea-
gan’s stirring speech brought him to the 
attention of Washington Republicans. 
Indeed Reagan’s Seattle appearance, 
his only out-of-state campaign trip after 
winning the nomination to run for the 
governorship of California, marked his 

entrance onto the national political stage 
as a potential future candidate for the 
presidency. Rogstad then traveled east to 
Yakima for the state convention, where 
there was little infighting. 

The seeming lack of rancor was short-
lived however. In an August 9, 1966, Seat-
tle Times article, Rogstad, still head of the 
King County Republicans, charged that 
unnamed persons were “spreading false 
information at the precinct level in an 
effort to overturn the present county lead-
ership.” Rogstad wanted party unity to 
make the Republicans the “majority party 
for the 1966 and future elections,” the 
article continued. Eyeing the continued 
attempts of Evans and Evans’s supporters 
to oust him, Rogstad noted, “None can be 
successful on behalf of a majority Republi-
can Party without mutual understanding 
and cooperation. The party itself is larger 
than the personal ambitions of any of its 
members.” Any such personal ambitions 
“must not be made a tool for individu-
als to further their own ambitions at the 
expense of Republican unity.”

And whose personal ambitions might 
Rogstad have hinted at? An August 19, 
1966, Seattle Times op-ed analysis 
explained that ever since Rogstad had 
won his county chairmanship in 1964, 
Governor Evans had been “miffed.” 

Intraparty fighting was 
“erupting into smoky 
flames” just at the criti-
cal time before the 1966 
elections as Evans’s sup-
porters filed “hundreds” 
of candidates for pre-
cinct committees in 
order to unseat Rogstad. 
The Evans group said 
they wanted to purge 
their party of John 
Birch Society mem-
bers, to which Rogstad 
answered, according to 
the Times article, that 
anyone who disagreed 

with Evans was labeled “a black reac-
tionary who should be purged.” Ulti-
mately there were some 3,500 filings for 
precinct positions. 

On August 11, 1966, Seattle Times 
reporter Ross Cunningham wrote that 

Reagan’s 
1966 Seattle 
appearance 
marked his 

entrance onto 
the national 

political stage as 
a potential future 
candidate for the 

presidency.

Private collection

Evans’s critics thought the governor 
mainly wanted to gain control of the party 
so that he could “do some horse-trading 
in national politics in 1968, perhaps to 
get an honorary nomination for the vice-
presidency.” Of course, the vice presiden-
tial candidate is not an honorary position, 
but the op-ed described Evans as “spend-
ing a lot of time and effort to enhance his 
national stature while he has on his hands 
a full-time job with the responsibilities of 
his present office.” 

The struggle for control of the 
Republican Party in 1966 remained the 
central issue prior to the planned vot-
ing. Both Richard Derham and Edward 
Lange recall that the hottest fight 
remained in King County where Rogs-
tad’s central committee was challenged 
by Republicans closely allied with 
Evans. The December organizational 
meeting had 1,436 members voting, 
an unprecedented 40 percent increase 
from the 1,002 who voted in 1964. 
Such an off-year increase was almost 
unheard-of, underscoring the heat 
of the contest between conservative 

was “an almost priceless piece of good 
luck,” and proceeded to send it to pre-
cinct committee members. Had Evans 
had a change of heart? Apparently not, 
for Evans clarified the meaning of his 
letter, saying, “I am deeply disappointed 
in Mr. Rogstad’s injecting me into the 
King County reorganization campaign, 
particularly since he did so by taking 
advantage of a letter intended for all the 
fine, hard-working Republicans respon-
sible for our victories . . . many of them 
people shut out of the King County 
organization the past two years.”

In the same Times article, Rogstad 
wondered why the letter had been 
handed directly to him; Evans coun-
tered that “the present King County 
leadership has not fulfilled its obliga-
tion to the party, has not broadened its 
influence or given effective support to 
Legislative nominees.” Rogstad thought 
this argument made no sense, the 
article continued. The general election 
results clearly showed that Rogstad had 
just engineered control of the Board 
of King County Commissioners and 
also achieved additional King County 
Republican seats in the state legisla-
ture. In another Times article, Rogstad 
was “miffed,” saying, “Pushing for a new 
county chairman at this time seems like 
knocking success. . . . They talk about 
the need for dynamic new leadership. 
How dynamic can you get?”

The next round of organizational 
voting was December 10, when the 
precinct committee members who had 
been elected the prior month would vote 

and liberal Republi-
cans that year in the 
Seattle area.

According to a 
Herb Robinson arti-
cle in the Novem-

ber 2, 1966, Seattle 
Times, the challengers to 

Rogstad’s reelection contin-
ued to assert that Rogstad’s supposed 

ineffective leadership had permitted 
“right-wing extremists” to “gain a voice 
in county Republican affairs dispropor-
tionate to their actual strength.” The 
Times reporter wrote that Rogstad coun-
tered with the same charge he made 
in 1964—that the “Evans crowd” was 
“trying to control the party from the top 
down”—and added a new one: sample 
ballots were being handed out without 
Rogstad’s name listed. Not long thereaf-
ter, in a November 25 Times article, Gov-
ernor Evans called for Rogstad’s defeat. 

A
fter the November general 
election, which saw huge 
Republican gains nation-
ally, a controversy devel-
oped about a letter Evans 

sent to Rogstad. Evans, pleased by the 
election, wrote in part, “We specifically 
congratulate the Republicans of King 
County and their leaders for their part in 
it. . . . Ken, your wonderful King County 
Republicans are great!” The state chair-
man handed the letter to Rogstad.

Herb Robinson’s November 20 Times 
article covered the resulting conflict. 
Rogstad commented that Evans’s letter 

A Barry Goldwater presidential 
campaign button and a ticket, 
printed with gold ink, to a 
$100-per-person fund-raising 
rally in Seattle. 

FACING PAGE: King County 
Republican Party chair Ken 
Rogstad worked to push the 
party to the right, while Dan Evans 
strove to move Washington 
Republicans in the opposite direction.
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for their officers. Unlike the eight-vote 
margin achieved by Rogstad two years 
earlier, this time he won by a convinc-
ing 778–658 margin, thus handing the 
governor a “crushing defeat.” Rogstad’s 
triumph, reported Herb Robinson in the 
December 11, 1966, Seattle Times, had 
“climaxed a struggle for control of the 
local GOP apparatus that had its begin-
ning two years ago.” Party workers indeed 
felt that Rogstad deserved “at least some 
of the credit” for the party’s recent success 
and did not want to oust an incumbent 

the four most populous counties in 
Washington—King, Spokane, Pierce, 
and Snohomish—representing a major-
ity of the allocated delegates to the state 
convention as well as a solid majority 
in five of Washington’s seven congres-
sional districts, were in conservative 
Republican hands. 

With the Republican national con-
vention looming ahead, Rogstad, Munn, 
and other colleagues were solidly for 
Reagan in 1967–68. Reagan, campaign-
ing for the presidency and fund-raising 
for the Republican Party, returned to 
Seattle and spoke on November 10, 
1967. He enthralled his listeners, a 
cheering crowd of 1,100 in the Olympic 
Hotel’s Grand Ballroom and an overflow 
crowd watching on closed-circuit televi-
sion in an adjacent room. This visit was 
described in the Seattle Times as “the 
biggest political fund-raising luncheon” 
ever held in Seattle. 

E
vans was committed to the 
idea that the liberal wing, 
not the conservative wing, 
of the Republican Party 
would prevail in Washing-

ton. In 1968 he did not want conserva-
tives to dominate either the writing 
of the party platform or the group of 
delegates going to the Republican con-
vention in Miami Beach. 

Unlike today, when primary elec-
tions dominate the process for select-
ing party candidates, the Washington 
State Republican Party, as in most 
other states in 1968, elected its national 

party chairman. For Governor Evans, the 
defeat of his personal choice was another 
“undeniably hard blow.” 

Edward Lange, attorney for the 
Washington State Republican Party at 
the time, recalls that state rules were 
subsequently adopted to prohibit any 
appointed party officers being made 
delegates automatically, rather than via 
elections by precinct caucuses. The new 
rules had major importance for 1968.

As the 1968 local, county, and state 
Republican conventions approached, 

 LEFT: A 1968 Reagan presidential  
campaign poster in bright red, yellow, and 

green, designed with the youth vote in mind. 
INSET: Large blue-on-white campaign 

button for Ronald Reagan’s 1968 
presidential bid.

FACING PAGE: New York 
governor Nelson Rockefeller 

rides down Wall Street 
during his 1968 campaign 

for the Republican  
presidential nomination.  
INSET: Campaign button  

for Nelson Rockefeller’s 1964 
presidential candidacy, one-inch 

diameter, white-on-red outer circle. 
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delegates through a three-level caucus- 
convention process: precinct-level and 
district-level caucuses, the state conven-
tion, and the national convention.

On the first Tuesday of March, tens of 
thousands of voters statewide gathered 
to participate in the precinct caucus of 
their preferred party. After discussions on 
issues, two precinct delegates were elected 
to the next level up. At those higher dis-
trict or county level caucuses or conven-
tions, the 24 delegates to the Washington 
State Republican Convention would be 
elected. Dick Derham, a Nixon supporter 
and witness to the events about to unfold, 
was elected as one of the delegates repre-
senting his Seattle precinct. 

At Harvard, Derham had been presi-
dent of Students for Nixon and helped 
form the Harvard chapter of the conser-
vative group Young Americans for Free-
dom. After graduating from Columbia 
Law School, Derham served as an infan-
try officer in West Germany. There 
he had limited contact with political 
developments back home and was only 
dimly aware of Reagan’s rising popular-
ity. He remained a conservative Repub-
lican for the candidate he knew: Nixon. 
Upon his return to Seattle in Novem-
ber 1967, his prior participation in 
conservative causes in college and law 
school meant that he 
was viewed as a reliable 
conservative by Rogs-
tad, who asked him to 
serve as an alternate 
delegate, meaning that 
he would be seated at 
the state convention 
if some delegates could 
not attend.

At a pre-meeting 
orientation held prior 
to the district con-
vention, Derham was 
advised to declare 
that he was for Nixon. 
Reflecting back on 
these events, Derham says he felt that 
because the district was closely split 
between conservatives and liberals, it 
was important not to split the vote for 
the district slate. Reagan was not an 
openly avowed candidate at this point. 

William Boeing, the 
chairman of Reagan’s 
efforts in the state, told 
the press there was “much 
support” for Reagan in 
Washington’s four largest 
counties. However, Rea-
gan’s national campaign 
director put no direct 
resources into the state 
because it was not part of 
Reagan’s 1968 campaign 
plan, which concentrated 
on the few states hold-
ing primaries. Fred Van 
Natta still hunted for del-
egates, including Rog-
stad. In spring 1968, 
Reagan was not yet 
the announced candi-
date Rogstad and oth-
ers hoped for, making 
Nixon the most con-
servative of the official 
candidates. Had a district 
candidate for state delegate 
announced, “I am for Reagan,” 
he would have forfeited the votes of 
both Rockefeller and many Nixon sup-
porters and risked losing election as a 
delegate. Everyone was therefore advised 
to name Nixon as their preference. Der-

ham is certain that some 
would have identified 
for Reagan and some 
for Nixon. Meanwhile, 
at the legislative district 
convention, Derham 
was elected to the state 
convention delegation. 

Rogstad appointed 
more than 400 Repub-
lican activists to party 
organizational posi-
tions, which under the 
county bylaws made 
them delegates-at-
large to the district and 
county conventions in 

King County. Edward Lange, the state 
party attorney and an Evans supporter, 
recalls that he protested Rogstad’s action 
by claiming the state convention rules 
did not permit such an action. Munn, 
by then Rogstad’s county party attorney, 

had been chairman of 
the county bylaws 
committee and reit-
erated that the rules 
were written not to 

be exclusionary but 
to be inclusionary. The 

majority of the 2,000 del-
egates agreed with the con-

servative  rationale and rejected 
the liberal credentials  challenge.

The King County Republican Party 
convention took place in early May. Its 
major business was to set the party plat-
form. The 2,095 delegates rejected one 
of Evans’s major initiatives by calling for 
an amendment to the Washington con-
stitution prohibiting a state income tax.

The delegates also approved use of 
the unit rule, under which all of a state’s 
delegates must cast their votes for the 
candidate preferred by a majority of del-
egates. On May 5, 1968, the Seattle Times 
reported that there were members who 
felt this maneuver would force some del-
egates who had been in favor of Nixon to 
“swing behind Governor Ronald Reagan, 
should he become a candidate.” 

N
ot everything went Rog-
stad’s way. A significant 
change in convention rules 
hurt the King County/Rea-
gan position. In issuing the 

call of the convention, Evans’s support-
ers on the state committee had rewritten 
the delegate allocation formula in a way 
that reduced the strength of the largest 

In spring 1968, 
Reagan was not 

yet the announced 
candidate Rogstad 
and others hoped 

for, making 
Nixon the most 

conservative 
of the official 
candidates.

Li
br

ar
y 

of
 C

on
gr

es
s

Private collection



COLUMBIA 11 SUMMER 2016COLUMBIA 10 SUMMER 2016

counties. Rogstad’s analysis concurred, 
according to the May 5 Times article: 
the calculation was “devised to reduce 
the delegate strength of King, Pierce, 
Snohomish, and Spokane counties.” 

T
he Republican state conven-
tion was held June 21–22, 
1968, at the Seattle Center 
Arena. Derham clearly re-
calls what happened next. 

At any political convention, the first 
order of business is to determine who, in 
fact, is entitled to participate and vote 
in the convention. That is achieved by 
adoption of the credentials committee’s 
report, often a minor formality. In 1968 
in Seattle, however, the credentials 
debate was the central and crucial order 
of business. How it was resolved would 
determine whether the convention was 
dominated by the liberal Evans forces or 
the conservatives.

In 1968, King, Pierce, Snohomish, 
and Spokane Counties had in aggregate 
a majority of the state population and a 
majority of delegates elected to the state 
convention. All were under the control 
of the 1964 conservative activists, thus all 
four counties elected solid conservative 
slates of delegates to the state convention. 
They should have been a majority at the 
state convention. If some or all were not 
seated, however, control of the conven-
tion would shift to the liberals. 

Liberals duly made challenges to 
the seating of all four counties, thus 
bringing each before the credentials 
committee. In Washington, each of 
the 39 counties was given one vote on 
the credentials committee, and thus 
the four most populous counties tallied 
only four votes. The credentials com-
mittee had the all-important power of 
determining whether a county delega-
tion would be placed on the temporary 
roll and thus be seated on the floor of 
the convention while the credentials 
committee’s report was debated and 
adopted. Counties not placed on the 
temporary roll were “off the floor” and 
not in a position to participate or vote 
on decisions that would determine 
which delegations should be seated. 
The delegates on the convention floor 

decided the outcome of all credential 
challenges. After resolution of the 
credentials debate, the business of the 
convention could proceed. 

Most of the 35 other counties were 
controlled by the liberal wing of the 
state party, headed by Governor Evans. 
King County’s prior use of automatic 
delegate status for appointed com-
mittee members was the basis for the 
ensuing major challenges. Had they 
been seated, those four conservative 
counties—which clearly had a major-
ity of the state Republican convention 
delegates—would control both the 
subsequent votes on the party platform 
and the composition of the delegation 
to the Miami Beach convention. 

As it turned out, by carefully structur-
ing its report, the credentials committee 
transformed an apparent conservative 
majority into a clear liberal majority. 
The committee did not place any of 
the four challenged county slates on the 
temporary roll, so none 
was permitted to par-
ticipate in the debate 
that ensued. Moreover, 
the committee recom-
mended seating a chal-
lenger delegation from 
Spokane County and 
placed its members 
on the temporary roll, 
enabling them to vote 
on the challenges to 
Pierce and Snohomish 
Counties. Finally, the 
credentials committee 
arranged its report so 
that King County, hav-
ing one-third of the entire total con-
vention votes, would be voted on last 
and could not participate in the crucial 
credentials votes.

The convention then proceeded to 
adopt the report of the credentials com-
mittee, paragraph by paragraph, seating 
“alternative” delegations for two of the 
contested counties and a split delegation 
for the third. Only after those county 
delegations had been seated and the 
liberal Republicans had thus achieved 
solid control did the convention reach 
the recommendation of the credentials 

committee, whereupon it proceeded to 
seat King County. Lange recalled that 
the goal had been to control but not 
exclude King County and Rogstad. 

The high drama was not over. Prior 
to the challenge to King County, the 
three unseated conservative county 
delegations from Pierce, Spokane, and 
Snohomish then met separately with 
Ken Rogstad and his team to decide 
what to do next. One option was to just 
go home. Another idea was to hold a 
separate renegade party convention—
a “rump” convention—just for those 
four counties, electing delegates to the 
national convention who would chal-
lenge the “official” slate of delegates, 
contending that they represented the 
true majority of delegates elected by 
the grassroots to the state convention. 

A separate convention hall had 
even been arranged for that purpose. 
However, Ken Rogstad and others from 
the King County delegation decided 

to stay in the official 
convention. That way 
they could at least send 
six Reagan delegates 
to Miami Beach from 
the two congressio-
nal districts located 
primarily within King 
County and whose 
delegates would be 
elected by congressio-
nal district caucuses 
rather than by the 
convention at-large. 
Evans’s forces had suc-
ceeded in dominating 
the convention.

Rogstad was aware that there might 
be national implications of the events 
going on in Seattle, and he arranged 
for Fred Van Natta, the Reagan cam-
paign’s regional director, to be let into 
the convention at various times by 
a friendly security guard. Van Natta 
recalled that he had functioned as a 
communications “gopher” for Rogstad 
between the King County Republican 
chairman’s headquarters and his team 
on the convention floor while keeping 
Reagan’s national campaign director 
fully up to date.

As it turned out, 
the credentials 

committee 
transformed 
an apparent 
conservative 
majority into 
a clear liberal 

majority.

Thus the 1968 Washington State 
Republican Party convention was held 
without the regularly-elected and con-
servative delegates from Pierce, Sno-
homish, and Spokane Counties in 
attendance. If the credentials commit-
tee had seated all the Reagan delegates, 
the Reagan forces would have had a 
majority in the Congressional Districts 
of those three counties, resulting in 9 
more delegates. Plus they would have 
elected the 3 at-large delegates for a 
total of 12 more Reagan delegates. Pos-
sibly, the conservatives in Yakima or 
Clark County might have added more, 
tallying as many as 15.

Rogstad’s 6 Reagan delegates held 
firm and eventually voted for Reagan in 
Miami Beach in the first round of the 
Republican convention 
balloting. There were 
15 votes for Nixon 
and 3 for Rockefeller 
(including Governor 
Evans). Nixon won 
the nomination, but 
he barely eked out a first-
ballot victory—by only 25 votes 
out of 1,333. At the time of the 
vote in the wee hours of the 
morning, many pro-Reagan 
delegates were attempting 
to get the proceedings stopped 
for the night because of a growing pro-
Reagan shift, yet Representative Gerald 
Ford, in charge of the convention, refused 
to grant their requests to wait until the 
next day to hold the first ballot vote.

Considering Nixon received only 25 
more votes than the majority required 
for nomination, had 12 to 15 Wash-
ington votes shifted to Reagan, only 
a few more delegate shifts would have 
required the 1968 Republican national 
convention to move to a second bal-
lot. Many of the Nixon delegates were 
pledged to him on the first ballot only, 
and many were waiting to vote for Rea-
gan on the second ballot. If other states 
had heard news of a Reagan majority 
delegation in Washington as its state 
convention finished in June, even 
more first ballot votes for Reagan might 
have appeared in Miami Beach. Such 
growing Reagan support may indeed 

have caused other delegates to join the 
Reagan bandwagon and prevent a first-
ballot Nixon victory.

Would the trajectory of national—
and perhaps world—history have been 
different if conservatives had domi-
nated the Washington Republican con-
vention? It is an unanswerable question, 
but one interesting to ponder. 

T
he result of the 1968 state 
convention did little to re-
store peace to Washington’s 
Republican Party. The con-
servatives left the conven-

tion convinced that they had been robbed 
of a victory to which their efforts entitled 
them. The moderates pointed to what 
they considered abuses at the county 
level, such as the 400 appointed delegates 

in King County, to assert that the Wash-
ington State Republican Credentials 
Committee had righted a wrong. Such 
an outcome fueled the battle between the 
two sides for years to come. Indeed, the 
tug-of-war between conservative versus 
liberal elements in the Republican Party 
continues to this day. 

Had the conservatives not lost the 
battle in the 1968 state credentials com-
mittee, it is likely that the state would 
have been firmly in the camp of Ronald 
Reagan during his first campaign for the 
presidency. Even now, Derham fully 
believes that, but for the credentials 
maneuvering, a majority of Washington 
delegates would have voted for Reagan 
in Miami Beach. The Rogstad group 
had been working for a state delegation 
pledged to Ronald Reagan, whether or 
not Governor Reagan made a public dec-
laration to run at that point—and they 
almost pulled it off. e

Historian Gene Kopelson is member of the board 
of trustees of the Theodore Roosevelt Association, 
an active Churchillian, and a holocaust educator. 
He is author of Reagan’s 1968 Dress Rehearsal: 
Ike, RFK, and Reagan’s Emergence as a World 
Statesman (Figueroa Press, 2016).

ABOVE: Governor Dan Evans 
and President-Elect Richard 

Nixon greet the crowd at 
the Olympic Hotel’s Grand 
Ballroom in Seattle, 1968. 

LEFT: Nixon campaign pin, 
gold in color, with a blue 

rhinestone for the eye, two 
inches from trunk to tail.
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A Stop in Skokomish 

Basket weaver “Skokomish Linner” with two of her creations. The one on the far left  
is a soft-woven basket traditionally used to store clothing and small household items. 
On her lap she holds an open-weave basket of the type used to gather foodstuffs. 

Tourists liked to purchase baskets like these, providing an additional source of income for 
the local women. Photographer Asahel Curtis noted only the woman’s name and the year 
the photograph was taken—1905. He was travelling through the Skokomish Reservation in 
Mason County, along the Skokomish River delta, when he stopped to capture this image. 

—Maria Pascualy
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To donate prints or negatives of regional historical interest to the Washington State Historical Society’s photograph collection, please contact Ed Nolan, special collections curator (253/798-5917 
or edward.nolan@wshs.wa.gov). To purchase a photo reproduction of an image in the Society’s collection, visit WashingtonHistory.org, then click on Research and Collections.

HISTORY ALBUM

Fred ShioSaki
Spokane’s Rising Son

Fred Shiosaki of Spokane is a veteran of the 
storied 442nd Regimental Combat Team, one 

of the most decorated units in US Army history. 
The all-volunteer unit of Japanese American 

soldiers received 21 Medals 
of Honor and nearly 

10,000 Purple 
Hearts during 

savage combat 
with Hitler’s 
most battle-

hardened 
troops.

By  
John C. Hughes

It was December 7, 1941, a cold, gray 
Sunday in Spokane. Fred Shiosaki, a high 
school senior, was doing his homework 
and listening to the radio. Shortly before 
noon an announcer broke in with a 
news bulletin that turned his world 

upside down. “Hey, Pop,” Fred called 
out to his father, who ran the laundry 
below their tiny apartment. “The 
Japanese have attacked Hawaii!” 

Kisaburo Shiosaki was at first 
skeptical. Then, as more details 
came in, he predicted, “It’s not 
going to last long.” By suppertime, 
however, with the Japanese report-
edly advancing everywhere in the 
Pacific, Fred remembers that his 
parents were visibly shaken. What 
would happen to their family now? 

ABOVE: Fred Shiosaki as a 19-year-old 
infantryman in 1943. RIGHT: Fred, now nearing 
92, can still fit into his old uniform.
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The five Shiosaki children were United States citizens, 
second-generation Nisei. But Kisaburo and his wife Tori 
were Issei—immigrants who could not even own real estate. 
Now they all had the face of the enemy in a city that was 
99.1 percent white. 

 “A Jap’s a Jap,” said General John L. DeWitt, commander 
of the US Army Western Defense Command. “It makes no 
difference whether he’s an American citizen or not. I don’t 
want any of them here.” Some 120,000 American Japanese 
were sent to concentration camps.

The Shiosakis, by virtue of living east of the Cascades, were 
allowed to stay in Spokane, but they sent two sons into combat. 
Staff Sergeant Fred Akira Shiosaki, whose story this is, won 
a Bronze Star and Purple Heart with the US Army’s 442nd 
Regimental Combat Team. Comprised of Japanese American 
volunteers from Hawaii and the mainland, the “Go for Broke” 
442nd is one of the most decorated units in American military 
history: 21 Medals of Honor and nearly 10,000 Purple Hearts. Its 
rescue of the “Lost Battalion,” an infantry outfit surrounded by 
Germans, is legendary for good reason. Shiosaki’s outfit pushed 
ahead through murderous machine-gun and artillery fire. “Chills 
went up our spines when we saw the Nisei soldiers,” one grateful 
white GI said. Though their average height was only five feet 
three inches, “honestly, they looked like giants to us.” 

It is said that war is hell. Shiosaki was there and back. 
Today, nearing 92, Fred is a slightly stooped old infantryman 
with lovely manners, an infectious laugh, and a good memory, 
though there are some things he would like to forget. Fred 
shakes his head over the friends he lost and rails at the “stupid 
sonofabitch” generals on both sides who saw young men as 
expendable. “Dogface GIs like us could sympathize with the 
German soldiers. They were living like animals, just like us. 
You dig a hole; you’re wet all day, cold all night, then you get 
up and shoot some kid your own age.” 

Fred Shiosaki is such a gentle, well-spoken man that 
when his jaws clench and profanity emerges like a hiss, you 
know you’re hearing the authentic voice of the GIs who 
were doing the dying.

Ironies abound in the stories of the Japanese Americans 
who fought the Nazis and Imperial Japan while back 
home their fathers, mothers, brothers, and sisters were 
living in tar paper huts at desolate camps ringed with 
barbed wire and guard towers. The “relocation center” 

plan was authorized by a president who in his 1941 State of 
the Union Address pledged “the preservation of civil liber-
ties for all.” Earl Warren, the California attorney general who 
pushed for internment, went on to become chief justice of the 
United States Supreme Court that unanimously struck down 
state-sanctioned racism—segregated schools. 

There were only 276 Japanese in Spokane in 1941. Fifty-
five percent were young American-born Nisei like Shiosaki, 
who was 17 when America entered World War II. Eighty-
two percent of Washington’s 14,500 Japanese lived in King 
and Pierce counties along Puget Sound. Thousands of Issei 
immigrant elders had left behind a homeland of peasanthood 
and upheaval only to find themselves tending truck farms on 
leased land. “My father’s story,” Fred Shiosaki says, “is really 
an American saga.”

Kisaburo Shiozaki—the “z” was changed to an “s” by mis-
take in America—left Japan in 1904 when he turned 21. “As 
the No. 3 son of a tenant farmer, my father stood no chance 
of inheriting anything,” Fred says, “so he indentured himself 
to a company that imported thousands of Japanese boys with 
strong backs and weak minds to lay railroad track in the 
Northwest.” Nearly 26,000 Japanese came to Washington 
between 1899 and 1910. 

Though his formal education ended with the equivalent 
of fourth grade, Kisaburo did not have a weak mind. And his 
ambition was even stronger than his back. When Spokane’s 
grand Davenport Hotel opened in 1914, Kisaburo landed a 
full-time job as a busboy. What he needed now, at 31, was a 
wife. A determined looking young man with a shock of coarse 
black hair, he sailed home to Japan. “Find me a bride,” he told 
his family. Soon, in a neighboring village, he was introduced to 
18-year-old Tori Iwaii, a classic Japanese beauty. 

The newlyweds rented a tiny apartment in Hillyard, the 
blue-collar rail yard town northeast of downtown Spokane. In 
1915, when Shiosaki and two partners opened a hand laundry 
a half-block from the Great Northern tracks, Hillyard had 
grown to some 4,000 residents. Kisaburo shortly became sole 
proprietor of the Hillyard Laundry. He worked 16-hour days 
to make it thrive. Gallingly, he could not own the property 
or become a naturalized citizen. Federal exclusion laws target-
ing Asian immigrants—the “yellow peril” to white jobs and 
Anglo-Saxon nativist Americanism—saw to that. 

The first three Shiosaki children arrived in quick succession: 
George in 1917, Blanche in 1919, and Roy in 1920. Fred was 
born in 1924—the year Hillyard was annexed to Spokane—and 
Floyd in 1927. In Hillyard everyone knew the Shiosakis. They 
starched shirts, laundered bed sheets, and somehow got the 
grease out of railroad work clothes. The kids helped out after 
school from an early age, doing homework between chopping 
wood for the boiler and folding sheets. “You were to do well in 
school so you could go to college,” Fred says emphatically. 

Gloom descended on the Shiosaki apartment as the radio 
crackled with the news that Pearl Harbor was awash in oily 
death and destruction. “I didn’t go to school that Monday,” Fred 
remembers. “My mother insisted that we return on Tuesday. I 
felt so conspicuous. My friends were still my friends. I was on the 

There were only 276 Japanese in Spokane in 1941. Fifty-five percent were young 
American-born Nisei like Shiosaki, who was 17 when America entered World War II.

ABOVE: Kisaburo and Tori Shiosaki with their five children in 1935. 
Fred, 11, is standing at right. The other children are Blanche, Roy, 
George, the eldest, and Floyd, between his parents.

LEFT: The Hillyard Laundry 
Building in Spokane.

RIGHT: A 1944  
army combat 
infantry badge.

BELOW: Mr. and Mrs. Shiosaki at 
work in the Hillyard Laundry.

Shiosaki Fam
ily C

ollection

H
is

to
ri

c 
Pr

es
er

va
ti

on
 O

ffi
ce

, C
it

y/
C

ou
nt

y 
of

 S
po

ka
ne

Shiosaki Fam
ily C

ollection



COLUMBIA 17 SUMMER 2016COLUMBIA 16 SUMMER 2016

track team at Rogers High School and active in clubs, but some 
of my classmates were now standoffish. No one beat me up or 
called me names. There was just this level of discomfort. I was an 
American, but I suddenly felt more Japanese than ever before.”

F red’s father arrived at the laundry at the crack of 
dawn, as usual. Business, as he had feared, was not 
as usual. By eight o’clock it was obvious customers 
were staying away. One of Shiosaki’s regular rounds 
was a house call at the residence of Spokane’s post-

master, one of the most influential New Deal Democrats in 
the county. Fred recalls:

Every Monday, Pop would drive up to his house, pick up his shirts 
and return them on Wednesday. On December 8, the fellow met 
him at the back door. He had the Monday morning extra published 
by the Spokesman-Review with a big headline that said “Japanese 
attack Hawaii.” Pop didn’t know what to say. Finally he said 
something like it was a dumb move or it wouldn’t last long. Then 
his old friend said, “I’m sorry, but I can’t do business with you 
anymore.” You’ve never seen a man so crestfallen as my father. 
They had been friends for 20 years, or so he thought. 

Our business just about died. Then over the next month rail 
traffic ramped up with the onset of the war. Hillyard was buzz-
ing. People also suddenly discovered that nobody else would do 
those dirty, greasy, heavy work clothes. So it got busier and 
busier until finally Pop said, “Old customers, I’ll take you. 
But new customers, no more.” Then his old friend showed up, 
saying he couldn’t find anybody to do his shirts like our laundry. 
“Sorry,” Pop said. “I’m just too busy.”

FBI agents searched the Shiosakis’ apartment, Fred said: 

We had to register as enemy aliens. From then on, we knew 
we had to tread lightly: “Stay away from people you don’t 
know,” my parents told us. The orders came down that all 
Japanese in Spokane County were banned from important 
public buildings, power plants, airports and dams. We 
couldn’t travel more than 10 miles from home without a spe-
cial pass, and we had a nine o’clock curfew.

Fred Shiosaki, who looked like the enemy, tried to make him-
self invisible during the last semester of his senior year, recalling: 

But when they rounded up the Japanese on the other side of 
the mountains and sent them to concentration camps with only 
what they could carry, I began to realize we were lucky. I was 
still angry, but if we had been sent away my father would have 
lost everything he’d worked for. On the west side, the property 
owners had the farmers by the short hairs. Just as soon as they 

had the chance, they took all that property. Japanese guys had 
worked the soil for years, made it very productive. And when 
the Caucasians took it back they couldn’t raise the fruit and 
vegetables the way the Japanese had. Nobody wanted to work 
as hard as those Japanese immigrants. 

An official with a California agricultural group made no 
bones about it. The Japanese could “undersell the white 
man” because they put their wives and children to work in 
the fields, he told the Saturday Evening Post. “We’re charged 
with wanting to get rid of the Japanese for selfish reasons. We 
might as well be honest. We do.” 

On February 19, 1942, Franklin D. Roosevelt signed Exec-
utive Order 9066. It authorized the secretary of war and his 
designated commanders to create military areas “from which 
any or all persons may be excluded” and to provide transpor-
tation to new “accommodations” for those thus excluded. 
Besides being incensed by Pearl Harbor, Roosevelt had long 
harbored doubts about whether the Japanese were assimila-
ble. As an exercise in executive power, his order was breath-
taking in its scope. With the stroke of a pen, the president 
gave the military the power to incarcerate civilians without 
a declaration of martial law—never mind habeas corpus and 
the constitutional prerogatives of Congress. 

The “military necessity” rationale for incarceration was 
crafted by an ambitious young army lawyer. Karl Bendetsen, 
a Stanford graduate, had advanced from captain to colonel in 
the space of a few months. It was Bendetsen who asserted that 
“a substantial majority of the Nisei bear allegiance to Japan, are 
well controlled and disciplined by the enemy, and at the proper 
time will engage in organized sabotage, particularly should a raid 
along the Pacific Coast be attempted by the Japanese.” 

Bendetsen, meantime, was busy inventing Danish ancestors 
to further his career. That he was suddenly no longer Jewish 
would come as a shock to the parishioners of Temple Beth Israel 
in Aberdeen, where he had grown up as the son of an observant 
haberdasher. When a Catholic priest in Los Angeles informed 
Bendetsen that the parish orphanage was home to children who 
were Japanese, half Japanese and “others one-fourth or less,” the 
colonel declared, “I am determined that if they have one drop of 
Japanese blood in them, they must go to a camp.” 

US Senator Mon Wallgren, a Democrat from Everett, 
was the de facto leader of a West Coast senatorial delegation 
united in its call for removal of Japanese Americans from the 
coast. Washington’s governor, Arthur B. Langlie, a strait-laced 
Republican reformer, backed internment. So did two up-and-
coming congressmen, Democrats Warren Magnuson and 
Henry M. “Scoop” Jackson—Jackson with such vehemence 
that the episode would go down as one of the few blots on his 
illustrious political career. At the time, however, Magnuson’s 

“When they rounded up the Japanese on the other side of the mountains and 
sent them to concentration camps . . . I began to realize we were lucky.”

statements were no less bellicose: 
“I can’t believe that any informed, 
right-thinking American wants any 
Japanese on this Pacific Coast for the 
duration of the war,” Magnuson said, 
“and I might add that there are some 
of us who don’t want them here even 
then.” Tacoma Mayor Harry P. Cain’s 
opposition to incarceration was a 
lonely profile in courage. 

That spring, from Port Angeles to San Diego, the exodus to 
10 bleak concentration camps—that’s what Roosevelt himself 
often called them—was under way. Boats, cars, tractors, furni-
ture, washing machines and pianos—prized possessions—had 
to be left behind as 110,000 people were uprooted from the 
West Coast. Some 13,000 were from Washington. On Bain-
bridge Island, home to 271 Japanese, mostly strawberry farm-
ers, one evacuee remembers men in trucks “rolling through his 
neighborhood” like packs of looters, shouting, “Hey, you Japs! 
You’re going to get kicked out of here tomorrow. I’ll give you 
ten bucks for that refrigerator.” Random acts of kindness—
white neighbors who carefully stored household possessions, 
tended crops, and placed the profits in savings accounts—
would be long remembered too.

“After high school graduation that June, all of my Cauca-
sian friends who were 18 started disappearing into the mili-
tary,” Fred Shiosaki remembers, adding: 

At the end of the summer when I turned 18 I went down to 
the draft board and discovered I was classified as “4-C”—an 
enemy alien. That was like a kick in the balls. I told them 
“No, I’m not! I was born in America. I’m a citizen.” “Well,” 
they said, “the State Department says you’re an enemy alien, 
so you’re an enemy alien. You are not eligible to enlist or be 
drafted.” I didn’t have a friend left from high school, and I’m 
sure people wondered, “What’s the matter with him?”

Shiosaki’s parents insisted he enroll in college. 
Washington State College (now Washington State 
University) in Pullman was out because he was 
barred from traveling that far from home. He could 
ride the bus to Gonzaga, an all-male school that had 

lost much of its student body with the outbreak of war. “It had 
landed the Navy V-12 officer training program,” says Fred, “so 
those guys were hup-hup-hupping down the street in uniform, 
and here I was, 4-C, the enemy alien. You want to see someone 
who stuck out like a sore thumb? It was at best a very difficult 
situation. The military was recruiting translators. I looked the 
part, but beyond dinner table talk I couldn’t speak, read, or 
write Japanese. So that idea didn’t get very far.”

In February 1943, Roosevelt and Secretary of War Henry 
Stimson—stung by Japanese propaganda about American 
concentration camps—announced that “loyal” Nisei would be 
allowed to volunteer for a segregated infantry regiment. Gung-
ho former Hawaii National Guardsmen were already at Camp 

Go for Broke!, a painting 
in the collection of 

the US Army Center of 
Military History, depicts 

the 442nd Regimental 
Combat Team assaulting 

German siege forces 
in the rescue of “The 

Lost Battalion” in France. 
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Shelby, Mississippi, undergoing rigorous combat training. The 
Hawaiians’ 100th Infantry Battalion would function as the First 
Battalion of the 442nd Regimental Combat Team. Fred Akira 
Shiosaki now had his chance to fight for his country. He enlisted 
on August 14, 1943, and turned 19 nine days later. The next 24 
months were the most tumultuous of a long, eventful life.

By late September 1944, after absorbing 1,200 
casualties in Italy, the 442nd was in Marseille. 
The shell-shocked Mediterranean port had 
been liberated a month earlier in “the second 
D-Day” invasion of occupied France. From 

there, by troop truck and French cattle cars, the Nisei sol-
diers advanced up the Rhone valley. The first objective was 
Bruyères on the western edge of the Vosges Mountains. Just 
beyond Bruyères lay Saint-Dié, the gateway to three passes 
that led to the Rhine. 

In the Vosges, the 442nd paid a heavy price for its legend. 
“Steep, wooded, and nearly trackless, the mountains bar-
ricaded the German border so successfully that no invader 
had ever made it through them. There, Hitler had ordered 
what was left of two German armies to stand and fight,” 
Geoffrey C. Ward writes in The War. Daniel Inouye, a Nisei 
platoon sergeant from Hawaii who became a United States 
senator 20 years later, remembered being gripped by a sudden 
“sense of nightmare” the first time he saw the Vosges. 

The Japanese American soldiers were 
assigned to the 36th “Texas” Division of 
the US Seventh Army. Their new com-
mander, Major General John E. Dahlquist, 
was a big Swede from Minnesota who won 
nothing but their undying enmity. Nearly 
fired for foot-dragging earlier in the cam-
paign, “Dahlquist should have been court-
martialed,” Shiosaki says, eyes glistening 
with anger, “and if we hadn’t saved his ass 
he would have been!”

Ignoring reconnaissance reports to 
the contrary, the general insisted the 
Germans had largely abandoned four 
strategic hills. When a Nisei battal-
ion radioed it was taking heavy fire as 
it advanced, Dahlquist sputtered that 
they were “a bunch of damn liars.” Just 
get the lead out. Shiosaki remembers, 

“He kept insisting, ‘There are no Krauts up there!’” 
So off they went, charging up slippery hills under withering 

interlocking fire in the icy October rain. Comrades crumpled 
right and left, crying out for medics and their mothers as artillery 
shells burst through the canopy of 60-foot evergreens; machine 
guns chattered, mortar shells whooshed down; shrapnel and 
pine-tree splinters as lethal as crossbow bolts slammed into 

ABOVE: The 
remnants of the 
442nd assembled 
on November 12, 
1944, for the 
presentation of 
citations after the 
famous “Rescue of 
the Lost Battalion” 
in Bruyères, France. 

FACING PAGE: 
Pulitzer Prize-
winning cartoonist 
Bill Mauldin, whose 
cartoons made him 
a hero to dogface 
GIs, drew this one 
to satirize prejudice 
at war’s end.
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soldiers. Darting from tree to tree, some men stepped on mines or 
had legs crushed by booby traps in the underbrush. It was a jungle 
in there, especially when eerie fog smothered the slopes. As the 
442nd crested one hill, medics in tow, the Germans opened fire 
on wounded men on stretchers. 

After nine days of relentless combat, Dahlquist granted 
the Nisei soldiers a 10-day rest break that was canceled less 
than two days later. The general was in a jam. He had ordered 
the Texans’ First Battalion to advance deeper into the Vosges. 
The Germans—the ones the general insisted weren’t there—
sprang a trap. They encircled a company of 275 soldiers on 
a narrow ridge, felling huge trees to block escape routes. 
Dahlquist called in the Nisei. Without them, “The Lost Bat-
talion” might have met its Alamo in the primeval mountains 
along the French-German border. The Texans, who had been 
in combat for 70 consecutive days, were running low on food, 
water, plasma, ammunition, and hope.

Shiosaki remembers being rousted out at three in the 
morning and struggling to advance in a pitch-black night. 
“Finally, when it broke light there was small arms fire. And 
then came the artillery!” The fog was so dense there was no 
hope of air support or supply drops; the roads were too narrow 
for tanks to traverse, he said: 

We’d move about 100 yards, losing men with every yard. We 
did that for about four days. Every morning the general would 
come in and jab us. I’d see him up there arguing with our 
colonel. He’d be yelling, “There’s a battalion about to die up 
there!” I thought it was going to end up in fisticuffs because our 
colonel was saying, “We cannot move until you give us more 
artillery support!”

Lieutenant Colonel Alfred Pursall, the battalion com-
mander, was a blunt Midwesterner who stood 6’5” and 
weighed at least 250 pounds. Pursall was a fighter. He 
revered his Nisei soldiers for their courage, and the feeling 
was mutual.

On October 29, 1944, the third day of the rescue mission, 
Shiosaki’s K Company, together with two others, was within 
a mile of the Texans. Some 700 Germans, armed with mortars 
and machine guns and buttressed by tanks, were dug in along 
a narrow, heavily mined ridge. Seventy-one years later, it is 
still so vivid for Shiosaki—the sights, sounds, and smells of 
what came to be called “Suicide Hill.” 

During a momentary lull in the fighting, he recalls:

Our colonel stood up. He’s shouting, “Come on you guys! 
Let’s go! Let’s go!” Waving his pistol. And I thought, “You 
crazy bastard, they’re going to shoot you!” But he didn’t 
flinch. We were all charging up the ridge when all of sudden 

something hit me right in the ribs—like being hit by a baseball 
bat. I went down. Oh Jesus, it hurt! They pulled up my shirt 
and here was a great big piece of shrapnel sitting on my ribs. 
Just broke the skin and cracked a rib. 

Shiosaki struggled to his feet and rejoined his wild-eyed 
platoon. “We didn’t care anymore; we were like a bunch of 
savages,” one of his comrades said. With “fearless courage and 
complete disregard for personal safety,” the Third Battalion 
kept charging up the slope, “shouting at the enemy and firing 
from their hips, while the enemy fired point-blank into their 
ranks,” wrote US Army historians. “Completely unnerved by 
the vicious bayonet charge, the enemy fled in confusion after 
making a desperate stand.” 

K Company went into the Vosges with 186 men 
and came out with 17. “I looked around and 
said, ‘Goddamn, this is all we have left?’ Some of 
those guys had saved my skin and I’m pretty sure 
I saved some of theirs,” Shiosaki says. “So we 

were really blood brothers. How do you mourn when you lose 
five guys in your platoon? You’re just numb. I cried inside.” 

When the shooting suddenly stops, “it’s so quiet it’s a 
roar,” Shiosaki remembers. “The silence is deafening.” He 

K Company went into the Vosges with 186 men and came out with 17.  
“I looked around and said, ‘Goddamn, this is all we have left?’”
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FROM THE COLLECTIONsaid he heard someone crying as he crested 
the hill: 

There’s this kid—a German kid, and he’s 
wounded. Just a teenager. I thought, 
“You sonofabitch!” I could easily have 
shot him, but I didn’t. I just kept on 
going, even though I’d just lost most of 
my platoon. I hope he had a long life. I 
remember that so vividly. People ask what 
it’s like to have to kill someone in combat. I 
had no self-doubts. It was either me or them. 
There was never any question when I drew a bead 
on somebody. It had to be one of us. Except that one 
time. That German kid looked like he was 14 years 
old—like my younger brother.

After the combat team’s artillery chased away 
the last of the Germans, the 442nd reached the 
Texans on the afternoon of October 30. “Patrol 
from 442nd here,” they radioed. “Tell them that 
we love them!” 

General Dahlquist ordered the 442nd to pass in 
review. “I could hardly walk, my feet hurt so bad,” Shiosaki 
remembers. The general judged the turnout puny. “I said I 
wanted everyone to pass in review! Where are all your men?” 
he demanded of the colonel.

“Sir,” said the colonel, “these are all the men I have left!” 
“That’s all we had,” Shiosaki says. “Barely a battalion left 

out of the whole 442nd. We looked like we’d gone through a 
sieve.” Afterward, he says, the chaplain told them it was the 
first time he’d seen the colonel cry. 

Eyes flashing, Shiosaki shakes his head: “Big old general! 
If I’d had a pistol I would have shot the son of a bitch! You 
talk about angry! When you think of all the friends we’d lost. 
Goddamn, I’m still mad about that!” 

W hile the heroism of the 442nd was saluted 
by President Truman and featured in articles 
and newsreels, Japanese American soldiers 
returned home to indifference at best, out-
right hostility at worst—no confetti or keys 

to the city. The Spokane VFW post refused membership to a 
Nisei vet. When Fred Shiosaki took a pretty teenager named 
Lily Nakai to the skating rink on one of their first dates, he 
was accosted by a drunk who hated “dirty rotten Japs.” 

Fred returned to Gonzaga on the GI Bill. Living at home 
while working part time at the laundry was often tedious. For 
the first year, he found it hard to concentrate on his studies. 
In the middle of a lecture, memories about the war would pop 

into his head. Loud noises could startle him. 
A professor—a Jesuit priest no less—made 

an offhand crack about “a bunch of Japs.” 
Fred remembers feeling “so rummy” that 
he just kept his head down. Sometimes in 
the middle of the night his mother would 
shake him awake, saying, “You were 
screaming again.” 

Fred graduated from Gonzaga in 1949, 
bounced around, and finally landed a solid 

job as a chemist with the City of Spokane’s 
health department. He and Lily got married.

In 1952, when first-generation Japanese immi-
grants were finally allowed to apply for naturalized 
citizenship, Kisaburo and Tori Shiosaki passed the 
tests and proudly became official Americans. Fred 
believes that what the Nisei soldiers proved in com-
bat played an important role in changing the law. 
In 1967, Shiosaki became the founding director of 
the Spokane Air Pollution Control Authority and 
emerged as a regional leader in the growing environ-
mental movement. Washington Water Power Com-
pany during the 1930s “felt it necessary to assure its 

customers it employed no Japanese workers.” Now it wanted 
the son of an immigrant laundryman to become one of its top 
managers. In 1978, Shiosaki finally agreed to oversee its envi-
ronmental program. He served as chairman of the Washington 
State Ecological Commission for seven years. A passionate fly-
fisherman, Shiosaki was appointed to the Washington Fish and 
Wildlife Commission by Governor Gary Locke in 1999. Rogers 
High School named Fred to its Walk of Fame.

In 2011, Shiosaki and other Nisei World War II veterans 
from around the nation were awarded the Congressional 
Gold Medal, one of America’s highest civilian honors. By 
then, however, the majority of the 19,000 onetime “enemy 
aliens” who served their country with such valor were gone. 
Staff Sergeant Shiosaki, who somehow survived one of the 
bloodiest battles in US Army history, celebrated his 91st 
birthday in 2015. His daughter Nancy is teaching English 
in Japan; son Michael is a manager with Seattle Parks and 
Recreation. Married to Mayor Ed Murray, Michael is “bossy,” 
Fred deadpans. A couple of years ago, Michael moved his 
aging parents to a deluxe senior-citizen apartment complex in 
Seattle. Fred and Lily miss Spokane, but they’re not unhappy. 
Every Gonzaga Bulldog basketball game is on TV. ❖

John C. Hughes, author of seven books on Northwest history, is the chief 
historian for Legacy Washington, the Washington Secretary of State’s oral 
history program. This article is excerpted from Fred Shiosaki: The Rescue of 
the Lost Battalion, a profile in the Legacy Washington series.

While the heroism of the 442nd was saluted by President Truman, Japanese American 
soldiers returned home to indifference at best, outright hostility at worst.

Over 65 years after 
the end of World 
War II, Congress 

officially recognized 
the heroic wartime 

contributions of 
Nisei veterans by 

awarding them the 
Congressional  
Gold Medal.
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Edward H. Latham on the Colville Reservation

In January 1890, Dr. Edward H. Latham (1845–1928) accepted the position of 
US Indian Agency physician at Nespelem on the Colville Indian Reservation 
in northeastern Washington. A talented amateur photographer, Latham pho-

tographed hundreds of Indians throughout his tenure on the reservation, including 
Chief Joseph of the Nez Perce and Chief Moses of the Columbia. By the time he 
retired in 1910, Latham had created a rich legacy of photographs documenting 
individuals and activities on the Colville Reservation. The Society recently added 
42 of Latham’s glass and film negative images to its holdings. To see them all, visit 
Collections.WashingtonHistory.org and type “Latham” in the search box. Y
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I
n 1912 tailors in many of Se-
attle’s small garment shops went 
on strike. It was a minor af-
fair, involving perhaps a few 
dozen workers, lasting less than 

a month. Although small, the strike 
was complicated by the fact that two 
different unions organized tailors in Se-
attle during this period. The Industrial 
Workers of the World (IWW) and the 
American Federation of Labor (AFL) 
both coordinated and competed among 
shops and even individual tailors. 

The IWW was well established in 
the region by the time of the strike. Its 
mission to organize workers regardless 
of sex, race, or skill made it popular 
among itinerant workers in the lum-
ber camps and agricultural fields, and 
among women and men in the cities 
of Portland, Spokane, Everett, and 
Seattle. The IWW had already been 
involved in two major events prior to 
the tailors’ strike—the 1907 sawmill 
strike in Portland and the 1909 free 
speech fight in Spokane. When weigh-
ing the strike in terms of IWW ideology 
or national success, it is easily dismissed 
as insignificant. What makes the event 
significant are the ensuing legal battles 
of two Seattle-area Wobblies, Jack 
Solomon and Rebecca Beck. Their legal 
struggles illustrate how morality laws 
were used to target radicals, especially 
those who were recent immigrants to 
the United States. 

on the Key Peninsula in southern Puget 
Sound. When she returned to Seattle 
on May 12, B&R Tailors was one of the 
companies being struck. 

The strikers asked Beck to go to the 
shop and talk to some of the women 
who were crossing the picket line. Beck 
and fellow Wobbly Friede Clyde, along 
with 30 male members of the organiza-
tion, then had a confrontation with 
women crossing the picket line. The 
two allegedly scratched and slapped 
women who were attempting to enter 
the shop to work. Beck’s involvement 
drew attention from the local newspa-
pers and brought a gendered perspective 
to the discussion of the strike. 

The front-page headline of the 
Seattle Daily Times, “IWW Amazons 
Beat Tailorshop Employees for Try-
ing to Work,” portrayed the Wobbly 
women as unfeminine, asexual war-
riors. The Times also claimed that 
while many of the women who worked 
at the shop were members of the IWW, 
most only joined the union because 
of coercion or because they thought 
they were joining a different union 
altogether, insinuating that the female 
workers were unintelligent and the 
IWW exploited that weakness. Beck 
was arrested later that day on a com-
plaint brought by 58-year-old Thea 
Steen that Beck had slapped her in 
the face. Beck in turn claimed that an 
unnamed female strikebreaker hit her 

Immigrant Labor Radical Becky Beck 
and the 1912 Seattle Tailors’ Strike

Solomon, 35 years old at the time of 
the strike, was born in Kovna, Russia, 
where he lived until he was about 14, 
when he moved to London, where he 
remained until roughly 1905. While 
there he married a woman named Deb-
orah Levine, with whom he had four 
children who in 1912 were between 
the ages of 6 and 14. From London, 
Solomon went to Toronto for about 
six months, Cleveland for nine, and 
Chicago for two or three years before 
moving to Seattle. He claimed to have 
supported his family until he moved to 
Alaska and lost track of them—about a 
year prior to the 1912 strike. 

Rebecca “Becky” Beck was 29 years 
old in 1912. Born in 1883 to a poor Jewish 
family in Vitebsk, Russia, she too moved 
to London at a young age. Her family 
emigrated to Chicago around 1904. She 
saw the anarchists Emma Goldman and 
Voltairine de Cleyre speak there. In a 
1974 interview Beck noted it was around 
this time that she became an anarchist. In 
1910, with her brothers Abe and Morris, 
Beck moved to Seattle and found a job 
as a tailor. She also worked at the Seattle 
Labor Temple and became involved in 
the local labor movement. 

Becky Beck worked for B&R Tai-
lors the first four months of 1912. She 
quit of her own accord, due to illness, 
around the beginning of May and went 
to recuperate in an anarchist utopian 
community known as “Home Colony,” 

in the head with her purse, leaving her 
in need of stitches. 

The next morning Friede Clyde and 
several male members of the organiza-
tion continued to picket. Jack Solo-
mon, chairman of the strike committee, 
issued these demands: 

All employees now working in the shop, 
with the exception of one girl, to be 
discharged; all strikers to be taken back 
to former positions and paid the former 
wages; no employee to be discharged 
without two weeks notice; the B&R 
Company to pay the IWW $30 which 
the union had expended in attorney fees, 
and all the wages of the reinstated strik-
ers to start on May 13.

TARGETED for DEPORTATION

Solomon and six other male members 
of the IWW were arrested later that day. 
Over 100 members of the organization 
were arrested for violating an injunction 
against picketing during the strike. 

The strike ended a few days after the 
altercation on the picket line, but Jack 
Solomon and Becky Beck were arrested 
again on May 24, 1912, this time on 
charges of violating the 1903 Immi-
gration Act. They were both released 
on bond, but Solomon was held at the 

By Heather Mayer

FACING PAGE: Portrait of a youthful Becky 
Beck (1883–1978). She was 29 at the time 

of the 1912 Seattle tailors’ strike.

RIGHT: There was labor unrest across  
the country during the early 1900s.  
In 1909, female garment workers in  
New York City launched an 11-week 
strike in what became known as the 

“Uprising of the 20,000.”

ABOVE RIGHT: “One Big Union” was the 
ultimate goal of the Industrial Workers 

of the World. In practical terms, it meant 
organizing workers by industry, rather 
than by trade. The slogan also referred 

to the ideal of a future world completely 
organized along industrial lines, with all 

power in the hands of the workers.
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their 1912 testimonies that they were 
not members of any of these groups or 
risk being deported. 

T
he Anarchist Exclusion Act 
applied to persons trying to 
enter the country as well 
as those who had made it 
through the initial screening 

but were found to belong to one of the 
listed categories within three years of 
their arrival. Initially, Seattle’s Jewish 
aid society accused Beck and Solomon 
of entering the country together in 
1911, which would put them within 
that three-year time frame. 

To maintain their innocence, Beck 
and Solomon had to prove three things: 
that Beck was not a prostitute, that they 
had not been involved in any immoral 
activity, and that they were not anar-
chists. As the charges were both moral 
and political, they were questioned 
along both of those lines. Solomon 
and Beck denied being anarchists but 
admitted membership in the IWW.

In her interview with officials Beck 
denied a belief in the overthrow of the 
government by violence. After she 
admitted that she had studied philo-
sophical anarchy, she was questioned 
about her exact beliefs. She said that, 
rather than government overthrow by 
force, she believed in “intelligence and 
betterment of humanity through the 
mind.” When asked if she thought it 
was possible that people could become 
so intelligent that government would no 
longer be necessary, she replied, “It is a 
dream of mine; I don’t know whether it 
will ever come true, but it is a dream.” 

They established early on in the hear-
ings that Beck had entered the country 
prior to Solomon and therefore he was 
not guilty of bringing her into the coun-
try for prostitution. He could, however, 
still be guilty of violating the Mann 
Act, which was punishable by a fine of 
up to $5,000 and/or five years impris-
onment. The Mann Act was passed in 
1910 to curb what was termed “white 
slavery,” young girls forced into prostitu-
tion against their will. Also known as 
the White Slave Traffic Act, it aimed 
to convict those who took women 

them for anarchist beliefs and immoral 
activities. Under the 1903 Immigra-
tion Act, also known as the Anarchist 
Exclusion Act, the United States Con-
gress prohibited the following groups 
from admission to the country:  

All idiots, insane persons, epileptics . . . 
paupers; persons likely to become a pub-
lic charge; professional beggars; persons 
afflicted with a loathsome or with a dan-
gerous contagious disease . . . persons 
who have been convicted of a felony or 
other crime or misdemeanor involving 
moral turpitude; polygamists, anar-
chists, or persons who believe in or advo-
cate the overthrow by force or violence of 
the Government of the United States or 
of all government or of all forms of law, 
or the assassination of public officials; 
prostitutes, and persons who procure or 
attempt to bring in prostitutes or women 
for the purpose of prostitution. . . . 

This meant that both Solomon and 
Beck either had to proclaim during 

detention house in Seattle after default-
ing on his bond. While local business 
owners had reason to want the two agi-
tators deported, it was a local aid organi-
zation that initially gave the authorities 
a reason to arrest them. 

A Jewish aid society in England 
had contacted the Council of Jewish 
Women in New York in March 1912, 
asking for assistance in tracking down 
Solomon because his wife and four 
children had been left destitute in 
England. They forwarded the request 
to Jewish societies around the country. 
After Solomon’s arrest for the alter-
cation during the tailors’ strike, the 
local Jewish aid society alerted the 
Department of Commerce and Labor 
Immigration Services. The initial 
report accused Solomon not only of 
abandoning his family in England but 
also of bringing Beck into the coun-
try for immoral purposes. The local 
authorities then requested warrants for 
their arrest and proceeded to prosecute 
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In cases involving Wobbly women, whether or not immorality 
was the charge, they were often interrogated about their 

personal relationships with men.

across state lines to practice prostitution 
against their will. But the legal wording 
of the act gave it much broader scope, 
and it was rare to find cases that actually 
involved coercion. 

Section Two of the law prohib-
ited interstate transport of women for 
“prostitution or debauchery, or for any 
other immoral purpose.” “Immoral” is 
not a legally defined term, which left 
it to local officials to decide which acts 
could be considered unlawful. Officials 
typically deemed immoral any kind of 
implied sexual activity outside of the 
bounds of marriage. Whether or not 
sex actually took place was not usu-
ally the issue. In the case of Solomon 
and Beck, who were consenting adults, 
their immoral activity constituted liv-
ing together as man and wife when they 
were not legally defined as such. 

T
he case against Solomon and 
Beck centered on a move 
the pair made to Ketchikan, 
Alaska. Solomon denied 
that the two had ever lived 

together as man and wife or been 
known as Mr. and Mrs. Solomon. He 
reported that he had lived in the same 
house as Beck and her brother, but that 
was all. In order to violate the Mann 
Act, Solomon would have had to pay 
for Beck’s transport to Alaska. The evi-
dence supplied to prove this was a mon-
ey order in the amount of $10, made 
out to Becky Solomon and signed by 
Jack Solomon in Alaska in May 1911. 
Both argued that the check was actually 
repayment of a loan. While questioning 
Solomon during the investigation, the 
immigration agents asserted that Beck 

had admitted to living with Solomon 
as man and wife in her earlier interview. 
Solomon stated that she had given the 
wrong answer and that it was never 
true. In Beck’s second examination she 
denied ever living with Solomon as his 
wife in Seattle but said that they “were 
known as man and wife as it was neces-
sary to do that in Alaska.” 

In cases involving Wobbly women, 
whether or not immorality was the 
charge, they were often interrogated 
about their personal relationships with 
men. The immigration agents asked 
Beck about a man named Andrew 
Saunders, with whom she had lived pre-
viously. She claimed they had intended 

RIGHT: The term “white slavery” was 
coined by George Kibbe Turner in 1907. 

There were several sensationalized 
newspaper reports claiming that a 

widespread prostitution ring existed in 
the United States. Popular books and 

movies such as The Great War on White 
Slavery (1911) and A Traffic in Souls 

(1913) played into the hysteria.

FACING PAGE: Beck worked at Seattle’s 
Labor Temple, pictured in this 1905 image. 
It was situated at the northeast corner of 

Sixth Avenue and University Street.

to marry, but the relationship ended 
because of an undisclosed disagreement. 
The officers also showed as evidence a 
letter Beck received from a man named 
Pease at Home Colony, which they said 
implied that the two had intimate rela-
tions. Beck denied this, stating that they 
spent a “pleasant hour” together but 
nothing more had happened. 

The other evidence used against 
Beck was a set of photographs. A few of 
them were nude photos of her taken, she 
said, around the time she came to the 
United States. She denied that she had 
given them to anyone or that they were 
made to be distributed for profit. When 
asked why she took them, she explained 
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both had been in the country for more 
than three years, so deporting them 
because of anarchistic views was not 
lawful. However, DeBruler believed that 
the two were “morally deficient, being 

believers and followers of the Free Love 
cult.” In his view, “their presence in the 
country is a menace to law and order 
and a disgrace to the community and the 
nation, and I believe that they should 
be removed from the country, if the law 
can possibly be construed to warrant 
such action.” DeBruler also noted that 
the case had been forwarded to the US 
Attorney’s Office for his district, but he 
advised that a White Slave Act viola-
tion was not warranted. Beck and Solo-
mon were seen as guilty and dangerous, 
regardless of whether there was any legal 
basis to designate them as such.

A letter to the secretary of commerce 
and labor from the counsel for Beck and 
Solomon, Channing Coleman, went 
through their case point-by-point and 
showed that the immigration commis-
sion had no evidence of prostitution or 
anarchism and therefore would not war-
rant deportation. He tied their case to the 

strike and claimed that the two had been 
targeted because of their labor activities. 

As evidence of the political nature of 
the case, Coleman noted that the inspec-
tor refused to name the “local source” 

of the report alleging that Beck and 
Solomon were involved in anarchism 
and prostitution. Coleman believed the 
anonymous informants were the busi-
ness owners whose workers had struck, 
and that they filed the report in an effort 
to remove the two from the center of 
agitation and strike activity. Further-
more, Beck had testified that the inspec-
tor initially questioned her about the 
strike, which proved to Coleman that he 
had previous communication with the 
employers of the striking workers. Cole-
man was not alone in his belief that the 
immigration service was being used to 
punish strike leaders. Shortly after Beck 
and Solomon’s arrest, a petition was filed 
on their behalf that tied the arrest to their 
participation in the strike: 

The undersigned citizens and residents 
of Seattle, being convinced that a great 
wrong is being done to Jack Soloman [sic] 

that she wanted to remember what she 
looked like as a young woman. 

I
n the findings of her examination 
Beck was described as “of good 
physique” and “above the aver-
age intelligence.” But the agents 
found her to be morally deficient, 

as evidenced by “her relations with men, 
her false statements during the examina-
tion, and the fact of her having had nude 
photographs taken of herself.” This plus 
her admitted relationship with Saunders 
and the alleged relationship with Pease 
was enough to convince the agent that 
she should be placed “in a class of immoral 
women generally and commonly known 
as prostitutes.” Even though several char-
acter witnesses testified on her behalf, 
they “impressed [the agent] very unfavor-
ably as they are all persons imbued with 
the same beliefs, ignorant and uneducated 
except along socialistic and anarchistic 
lines.” Radical political and social lean-
ings were therefore enough to discount 
witness testimony, which signifies how 
difficult it was for radicals to find justice 
in a system that deemed them deficient 
because of their beliefs. 

In a letter dated July 5, 1912, the com-
missioner of immigration in Seattle, Ellis 
DeBruler, wrote to the commissioner-
general of immigration in Washington, 
DC, to discuss the cases of Solomon and 
Beck. The commissioner admitted that 

FAR LEFT: Anarchist intellectual Voltairine 
de Cleyre inspired Becky Beck to become 
an anarchist. De Cleyre suffered from ill 
health all of her life and died in 1912 at 
45 years of age.

LEFT: Emma Goldman became the 
world’s most famous anarchist during the 
years that Beck was active in the labor 
movement. Goldman toured the country 
giving rousing speeches on anarchism, 
birth control, and literature until she was 
deported for anti-war activities in 1919 
and sent to Russia. She died in Toronto in 
1940 at the age of 70.

FACING PAGE: The anarchist colony at 
Home, Washington, c. 1910. The colony 
was established in 1896; Beck spent 
time there in 1912 and lived there 
in the 1930s.
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Several character witnesses testified on her behalf, but they 
“impressed [the agent] very unfavorably as they are all imbued 

with the same beliefs, ignorant and uneducated. . . .”

and Becky Beck by arresting and detaining 
them for deportation, and being convinced 
that the Immigration Officers are deceived 
by false information given by interested 
parties for the purpose of breaking the 
strike against the B&R Tailors, which 
strike they are leading, respectfully peti-
tion the Honorable Secretary, to order the 
immediate release of said Jack Soloman 
and Becky Beck from custody. 

The petition carried over 700 signa-
tures. That and Coleman’s letter worked, 
and on July 11, 1912, Acting Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor Benjamin S. 
Cable informed DeBruler that, after 
careful review, Cable found that the facts 
did not justify deportation, though he 
“regrets that such is the case.” At that 
point Solomon was released and Beck’s 
bond was returned. After the accusa-
tion by Coleman that the warrant was 
actually based on involvement in the 
strike, Cable wrote to Samuel Gompers, 
president of the AFL, to assure him that 
the arrest was not related to the strike, 
and that not enough evidence had been 
provided to warrant deportation. 

For many cases involving women 
in similar situations, it is difficult to 
document their subsequent actions. 
Becky Beck, however, lived a long life 
and continued to be an activist into 
the 1970s. In a 1973 interview, Beck 

referred to Solomon as her first husband 
and mentioned that she had a child 
with him in 1912, which died shortly 
after birth. When the interviewer asked 
Beck for the date of her marriage to 
Solomon, she replied that theirs was 
a common-law marriage recognized by 
the State of Washington. Given Beck’s 
admission, it appears that both Beck 
and Solomon lied about their relation-
ship in order to avoid deportation based 
on morality issues.

J
ack Solomon became a US citizen 
in Juneau, Alaska, in 1917. His 
World War II draft registration 
card listed his residence as Nome,  
and in red ink says “deceased,  

   August 3, 1942,” written on it. He  
  was listed as unmarried when he 
became a citizen. Becky Beck married 
Benjamin August in Seattle around 
1916–17. After about a year they relo-
cated to New York but returned to Se-
attle to help organize the 1919 general 
strike. Beck subsequently lived in the 
Bay Area and then Los Angeles. She 
left her husband in 1931 and moved 
to Home Colony. In a 1974 interview 
she noted that she still belonged to 
the International League for Peace and 
Freedom, founded by Jane Addams. She 
ended the interview by proclaiming her 
motto: “Down with hatred! Love to all 

mankind!” Beck, at that time known as 
Rebecca August, died in 1978. 

The case of Beck and Solomon 
shows how issues of morality were used 
to persecute immigrant radicals. Beck 
and Solomon were known for their 
labor activities and their membership 
in the Industrial Workers of the World. 
But since those actions were not in 
themselves illegal, morality laws such 
as the Mann Act or Anarchist Exclu-
sion Act were used against them and 
other labor activists who questioned 
traditional middle-class beliefs regard-
ing gender, sex, and marriage. 

The frequent references to Solomon 
and Beck as members of a “free love 
cult” insinuate that not only did they 
want to transform industrial life and 
the relationship between workers and 
employers, they also wanted to trans-
form familial relationships. The vague 
wording of morality laws provided one 
possible means for prosecutors to stifle 
radical although not illegal activity in 
the workplace—by attacking the pri-
vate lives of those involved. 

Heather Mayer is a history instructor and Teach-
ing Learning Center coordinator at Portland 
Community College. She received her PhD in 
history from Simon Fraser University, with a dis-
sertation focused on women and the Industrial 
Workers of the World in Oregon and Washington.
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Three NorThwesT  
ProleTariaN Novels

By Peter Donahue

In 1930, in the leftist magazine New 
Masses, editor Mick Gold called for 
“proletarian realism” to replace the 

bourgeois themes of writers like F. Scott 
Fitzgerald, with “their subtleties, their 
sentimentalities, and their fine-spun af-
fairs.” He proclaimed that “proletarian 
realism deals with the real conflicts of 
men and women who work for a living 
. . . , [that] the suffering of hungry, per-
secuted, and heroic millions is enough 
theme for anyone.” Over the course of 
the 1930s, a handful of Northwest au-
thors answered Gold’s call with novels 
that together spanned the progress of 
organized labor from its early militancy 
to collective bargaining and union 
shops. Each of the novels was set in 
Grays Harbor, the heart of Washington’s 
logging industry.

The first of these novels was Lumber 
(1931) by Louis Colman, who 
worked in a mill in Aberdeen. 
It follows Jimmy Logan from 
childhood, when his father 
dies in a logging accident, to 
his own death in a mill three 
decades later. After drifting 
about for several years, Jim-
my marries and buys a house. 
Keeping a steady job and 
earning enough, though, are 
difficult in the boom-or-bust economy. 
So he joins the Industrial Workers of the 
World, initially believing in their cause. 
He refuses, however, to participate in any 
strikes, even as he witnesses brutal repri-
sals against fellow workers who do. Then, 
when personal tragedy strikes, he comes 
undone, leading to a senseless fight that 
sends him into the blade of a band saw.

Like many labor novels, Lumber 
ends fatalistically, with nothing gained. 
Should Jimmy have gotten more in-

volved, when all he wanted was to keep 
his family safe and fed? Furthermore, he 
loved his work in the mills: “The shrieks 
and groans of saws; the impatient bang 
of pickaroons on metal rolls; the rumble 
of the carriages; the damp 
sawdust-laden air; the tide 
flats under the lumber docks, 
giving out their salt reek; the 
odor of pitch in the burners; 
the continuous rain, and 
the everlasting rush to get 
one more log through before 
whistle blow—he reveled in 
all these.” It is this combina-
tion of facts, on top of the 
hardship of being under employed and 
underpaid, that left him so enraged.

By 1935, when Marching! March-
ing! appeared, the National Indus-
trial Recovery Act (NIRA) was in 

effect and unions were 
gaining traction. Author 
Clara Weatherwax came 
from a well-to-do family in 
Aberdeen that had fallen 
on hard times. Her novel, 
which won the New Masses 
prize for a proletarian novel, 
combines Modernist tech-
niques and Soviet-style agit-
prop. It depicts union efforts 

to organize the logging industry from 
the woods to the waterfront, following 
a cast of labor activists, including Fili-
pino and Finnish immigrants, fighting 
for safer working conditions, fair wages, 
and workplace dignity.

Many scenes in Marching! Marching! 
occur in Nick’s Place, a dockside tavern 
where the floor is “pitted by calks and 
stained with spit, mud, and drink, in 
the rich brown layer of years.” It’s the 
unofficial union hall. Through a collage 

of dialogue, Weatherwax presents a col-
lectivist view of events, including plans 
for a mass meeting to call for a general 
strike. She then adopts a version of 
John Dos Passos’s “Newsreel” tech-

nique, from his U.S.A. tril-
ogy, and recounts the strike 
through clippings, bulletins, 
and leaflets. Throughout the 
novel, she graphically de-
scribes the “terrorism” used 
to put down union mem-
bers: slander, beatings, house 
raids, arrests, and lynchings. 
The novel closes ominously 
with a first- person, present-

tense account of unarmed workers 
marching toward a force of riot police 
and private militia.

By 1939, even with the Supreme 
Court having declared the NIRA un-
constitutional, unions began to solidify 
their place in the workforce. Nonethe-
less, industry continued its efforts to un-
dermine them. In Disillusion (1939), co-
authors Ben H. Cochrane and William 
Dean Coldiron, who had also worked 
in mills in Aberdeen, portray both sides 
through union organizer Harry Moore 
and company man Bill Jackson.

Harry is the model 
organizer: smart, even-
handed, and determined. 
He’s rank-and-file him-
self, so he communicates 
well with his coworkers. 
He keeps their morale 
up and makes sure the 
picket line holds, even 
under the intimidation of 
hired strikebreakers like 
the thuggish Tanker Jones. Harry also 
understands economics and can break 
down the company’s annual profits by 

?

stockholder dividends, facility improve-
ments, surplus funds, and worker wages, 
which makes him a cagey negotiator.

Bill is middle management and wants 
to rise in the company. The extensive 
salary advances he takes to pay the 
medical expenses of his seriously ill wife 
doubly bind him to the company. So he 
does everything the cigar-chomping mill 
superintendent asks him to, including 
hiring Tanker Jones and planting agita-
tors among the strikers to justify calling 
in the National Guard. When these 
measures fail, the mill owners recruit a 
new superintendent, who brings with 
him a German henchman. “Und vat’s 
der trouble der?” the German asks in 
response to a safety complaint, and then 
blames the injured worker. 

The new superintendent, meanwhile, 
instructs Bill on the Mohawk Valley Plan 
(1937), which entails vigilantism against 
union members and establishing a com-
pany union to rival the real union. After 
Bill succeeds in these tactics, however, 
the new superintendent suddenly fires 
him, which forces Bill to seek out his old 
nemesis, Harry Moore, for help. Harry 
persuades Bill to change sides, and two 
weeks later Bill is on the team presenting 
the union contract to the superinten-
dent, which includes rehiring him. The 
superintendent signs it, and the union 
leaders triumphantly “stepped out into 
the sunlight.”

Mixing politics and art can be 
a fraught undertaking, and 
only a few proletarian novels 

pull it off effectively, including Robert 
Cantwell’s The Land of Plenty (1929; 
see Columbia, Summer 2010). Lumber, 
Marching! Marching!, and Disillusion are 
propagandistic in their leftist world-
view. They’re also vividly realistic in 
depicting the struggle of workers in the 
Northwest logging industry between 
the two world wars. For both reasons, 
all three are noteworthy. A

Peter Donahue is coeditor of Seven Years on the 
Pacific Slope, about the Methow Valley from 
1905 to 1912, published by the Shafer Museum.
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AdditioNAl ReAdiNg

COLUMBIA to Receive a  
National History Award!

The American Association for State and 
Local History (AASLH) recently announced 
that COLUMBIA has been chosen to receive 
one of its prestigious Leadership in History 
Awards for excellence in preserving and 
interpreting Washington history.

Recycle Old COLUMBIAs
Please consider sending us your gently 

used back issues of COLUMBIA for the 
“recycle” program. Returned  COLUMBIAs 

are made available to school libraries free of 
charge. All magazines in good condition are 
welcome, but especially valued are earlier 
issues, 1996 and prior. Send your back issues 
to: COLUMBIA Recycle, WSHRC, 315 N. 
Stadium Way, Tacoma, WA 98403.

Correction
In the Winter 2015–16 issue, on 

page 29, the author of Bloedel Reserve: 
Gardens in the Forest is incorrectly listed 
as Leonard Kreisman. The author’s name 
is Lawrence Kreisman.
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Walking Washington’s History
Ten Cities
By Judith Bentley. Seattle: University of Washington 
Press, 2016; 304 pp., $19.95 paper.

Reviewed by Ronald Scheck. 

In Walking Washington’s History: Ten Cities, Judith Bentley 
argues that to “know” the history of a city requires that 
one sense the city. Bentley explains that urban knowledge 

comes from walking its paths, feeling the ground underfoot, and 
seeing the built environment. To assist readers in truly knowing 
the history of the region, Bentley has designed guided walking 
tours of important sections of urban landscapes within 10 of 
Washington’s most historically significant cities. 

Bentley introduces each city with a concise history, explain-
ing its significance to Washington. She then provides maps for 
central loop walking tours, which not only contain the build-
ings and sights along the way but also mark convenient ameni-
ties such as parking locations and public restrooms. There are 
physical addresses for those keen on using location devices. 
After each map, Bentley offers a narrative on the historical 
elements along the route, with buildings and sights set in bold 
type. Additional walking tours, not part of the central loop, are 
included for some of the cities. 

As a student of public history, I felt I could not review this 
book without testing Bentley’s theory. Since I am familiar with 
Spokane’s history, it appeared the perfect choice for supple-
menting my understanding of the region while providing a 
solid background from which to gauge the author’s perception. 
Skeptical that I would learn anything about Spokane’s past by 
taking the walking tour, I was pleasantly surprised. Bentley—
an experienced guide and author of Hiking Washington’s History 
(2010)—opened my mind. 

As I stood at the ground level of the Davenport Hotel—a 
building I had seen a thousand times before—touching the 
terra-cotta sides and gazing up at the intricate carvings brought 
new realizations. The sensation was almost spiritual. I thought 
of the tradesmen, meticulously creating, placing, and framing. 
I felt a knowledge of the past that reading could not provide. I 
realized that real people created the past, and they were work-
ing people, the unsung heroes of history. It was in this moment 
that I truly knew Spokane’s history. Bentley similarly examines 
Vancouver, Olympia, Walla Walla, Tacoma, Seattle, Everett, 
Bellingham, Yakima, and Bellevue.

Walking Washington’s History is a must read for both local his-
torians and urban trailblazers. It offers a glimpse of the past that 
many do not find familiar. Anyone who walks the tour routes 
and gazes at the remnant architecture, curiously attempting 
to decipher its past, will enjoy the insights that Bentley offers. 
With the treks capping at seven miles and most of them being 
far shorter, the guided tour for any city takes only a few hours. 
It is helpful to read through the tour before heading off into the 
wild urban frontier, if for no other reason than safety. However, 
the book is a fantastic travel companion for exploring Wash-
ington’s urban landscape. A companion mobile app would be 
a welcome addition, as carrying the book may be burdensome; 
but regardless, Bentley’s work is exquisite. 

Ronald Scheck is a public historian from Spokane. His graduate program includ-
ed work in both history and anthropology at Eastern Washington University. 

Remote Wonders
An Explorer’s Guide to Southeast Oregon
By Melvin R. Adams. Pullman: Washington State 
University Press, 2016; 200 pp., $19.95.

Reviewed by John Goodell.

To the new visitor, the Great Basin’s fault block moun-
tains and sagebrush seas appear as endless, unreach-
able landforms; they challenge one’s sense of “place” 

in the vastness of this remote quarter. Travelers may make 
discoveries in Pacific tide pools or Vermont country towns, 
but certainly not within the unoccupied expanse of North 
America’s largest desert, you say? Southeast Oregon encom-
passes the Great Basin’s northwest terminus, which is vast in 
its huge sagebrush flats, dry lake beds, rugged mountains, and 
rimrock buttes. Yet it contains, arguably, the richest cultural 
and natural history resources in the Interior West, from small 
caves containing the oldest archeological evidence of First 
Peoples in North America, to the legendary Vaquero or “Cali-
fornio” horsemen, to one of the most important migratory bird 
stopover sites along the Pacific Flyway.

Author Melvin Adams, like many high desert natives, under-
stands that without interpretation these historical and natural gems 
remain veiled to most visitors. His new book, Remote Wonders, 
provides a practical travel guide to the cultural, geological, botani-

Address all review copies and related communications to: 
Robert C. Carriker, Columbia Reviews Editor, 

3604 Northwest Boulevard, Spokane, WA 99205.

cal, and biological wonders of Oregon’s remote high desert region.
The guide is organized into two sections, “Places and History” 

and “Natural History.” A sleeve on the book’s back cover has a 
useful reference map for readers as they plan, explore, and navi-
gate. “Places and History” is location-based, describing ranches 
of historical importance, wildlife refuges, caves, petroglyphs, and 
prominent landforms. Adams interprets their notable cultural or 
natural history elements with a warm style. 

The “Natural History” section covers a surprisingly diverse 
array of endemic mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, fish, 
trees, shrubs, and flowers; and here the author reveals himself to 
be an expert naturalist. Adams highlights important conserva-
tion elements throughout his descriptions of species and habi-
tat, and he points the reader to locations where observations 
are most probable. He goes further, with categories on geology, 
rocks, minerals, and even atmospherics such as the formation 
of lenticular clouds and dust devils. The appendices are rich in 
utility, with sections reviewing historical time lines, a proposed 
itinerary, trip hazards, vehicle recommendations, information 
resources (including camping and lodging information), a 
children’s checklist, and more.

The sections on early ranching and Native American his-
tory are compelling and accurate, yet I found myself yearning 
for more of it throughout, especially concerning the Northern 
Paiute and Shoshone peoples. However, the author achieved 
the challenging goal of a concise and accessible guide. The 
traveler-friendly structure and heartfelt composition make it a 
functional yet intimate travel resource. 

John Goodell is a wildlife biologist and former curator of natural history at 
the High Desert Museum in Bend, Oregon. Over the last 20 years he has 
conducted wildlife research and monitored projects in sagebrush country 
throughout Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and Utah. 

Ancient Places
People and Landscapes in the Emerging 
Northwest
By Jack Nisbet. Seattle: Sasquatch Books, 2015; 256 
pp., $10.99 paper.

Reviewed by Amy Canfield.

In the opening story of the book under review, author Jack 
Nisbet discusses different perspectives—spanning time, 
place, and even outer space—regarding the “mystery” 

lights of the aurora in Manitoba. At the end of the chapter, 
Nisbet writes, “The best any observer can hope for is to hold 
on and try to take it all in.” No more fitting words can be 
written about Nisbet’s book as a whole. 

Ancient Places is a collection of stories that portrays the 
diversity of experiences and views in the Northwest. Nisbet’s 
topics and the way he approaches them reveal an interdisci-
plinary element that is often lacking in traditional histories. 

His examination of thrashing ants and their effects on people 
and places is matched by a study of the region’s geologic history. 
His story about a meteor ends up shedding light on profes-
sionalization in the emerging historic preservation field in the 
late 19th and early 20th centuries while not losing sight of the 
human stories within that larger tale. Nisbet’s skill lies in the 
way he personalizes each story, truly connecting people and 
landscapes in a way that feels more organic than other works 
attempting the same. Readers will walk away knowing about a 
plethora of topics and wanting to learn even more.

The book, however, lacks an overarching focus. Nisbet’s 
subject matter of “people and landscape” in the Northwest is 
a dauntingly broad topic, and each chapter takes a different 
focus, but nothing ties the stories together other than the vague 
references to people and their environment. The tales work 
more as vignettes than as a comprehensive study of any broad 
theme. The purpose of the book appears to be simply to reveal 
often-unknown stories to the audience. While Nisbet does 
so in a thoroughly engaging way, the reader finishes the book 
wondering, “So what?” An introduction could have laid out an 
argument or thesis that would have cemented the stories more 
closely together. Or perhaps a conclusion with Nisbet’s own 
thoughts on what it all meant would have been helpful. His re-
search is amazing for its breadth but often shallow in its depth of 
analysis. While he clearly spent a great deal of time researching, 
the absence of citations means that the reader cannot follow up 
on any of the tidbits Nisbet mentions. 

Nisbet’s writing style and attention to detail make for an 
engaging book that will appeal to a large audience seeking 
to learn more about Northwest places. He introduces people 
who rival many fictional characters, such as Byron Riblet, a 
“tramway titan” in 1930s Washington who was arrested for 
“leaning on his horn incessantly in traffic; for refusing to al-
low a police car to pass him, on the grounds that the officer 
had no right to speed; and for blocking a freight train at a 
railroad crossing for exactly the same amount of time that the 
previous train had blocked him.” Or there is Wes Wehr, an 
artist and amateur paleobotanist who cultivated friendships 
with famous composers and explored with them different 
Northwest destinations.  

While Ancient Places may not suffice for a scholarly analysis 
of the Northwest’s landscape, Nisbet’s work is a reminder that 
it is people’s connections to each other and to the land that 
make for a good, and complete, history.

Amy Canfield earned her doctorate at Washington State University. She is 
an associate professor of history at Lewis–Clark State College where she 
teaches courses on women’s, public, and American Indian history. 
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“The history of progress is written in the blood of men and women who have 
dared to espouse an unpopular cause, as, for instance, the black man’s right to 
his body, or woman’s right to her soul.”—Emma Goldman 

There’s no time like the present to share Washington history by giving a membership or 
subscription to a friend or loved one. Call 253-798-5894 or visit WashingtonHistory.org 
and click on SUPPORT.

HERITAGE CIRCLE 
DONORS (total gifts 
of $500 or more from 
May 19, 2015, to May 19, 
2016, and planned gifts)

Extraordinary Giving
Anonymous
David Ammons
Carol Anderson
The Robert & Georgia 

Anderson Charitable Fund
John & Karen Arbini
John & Sally Barline
Redmond J. Barnett & 

Suzanne Wilson Barnett
Laura Berry
The Hon. Robert J. Bryan
Jack Cameron
William & Sandra Cammarano
Donald & Gretchen Campbell
Colonial Dames of 

Washington State
Robert & Melanie Dressel
Dave Edwards & Pat Shuman
Chuck & Karla Fowler
Sandra & Joe Gordon 
Harold Hartinger
Max & Jan Hunt
Jennifer & Derek Kilmer
Larry & Judith Kopp
Lisa Lackermayer
David Lamb
Sharon Lofton
Alex & Linda McGregor
Tom Morris & JoAnn Record
David & Chris Nicandri
Krist & Darbury Novoselic
Dave & Misa Olsen
Stanley & Sharon Palmer
Dennis & Joan Peterson
Jay & Debra Platt
Chris Rurik
Mike Scallon
Richard & Lois Scheuerman
Randolph & Barbara Schnabel
Laura Sevin
Sheryl & Mark Stiefel
John & Sherry Stilin
Molly Tuohy
James & Sally Will
John & Hazel Willmarth

Chairman’s Club
Krist & Darbury Novoselic

Director’s Club
John & Sally Barline

Curator’s Club
Redmond J. Barnett & 

Suzanne Wilson Barnett
William & Sandra Cammarano
Dave Edwards & Pat Shuman
Jim & Carolyn Milgard
Thomas Morris & JoAnn Record
Ryan & Madeline Pennington

Patron Level
Ronald & Rita Adsitt
David Ammons
Charles Bingham
The Honorable Robert J. Bryan
Jennifer & Derek Kilmer
Lisa Lackermayer
David Lamb
Dave & Misa Olsen
Stanley & Sharon Palmer
John & Sherry Stilin
James & Sally Will

INSTITUTIONAL 
GIVING (as of 
May 19, 2016) 
Chateau Ste. Michelle
Columbia Bank
MultiCare Health System
Naval Order of the United States
Office of Superintendent 

of Public Instruction
power2give/PugetSound 

presented by ArtsFund
Sequoia Foundation
The Driscoll Foundation
Washington State Combined 

Fund Drive

SPECIAL GIVING 
(gifts of $100–$499 as 
of May 19, 2016)
Majeed Al-Mateen & 

Lillian Koblenz
David Bair & Wayne Winters
Mary Ann Boulanger
Michael Campbell & Lavonne 

Stewart-Campbell
Scott & Mary Chapman
Marian Christjaener
Florence Covey
Lucille Fleischmann
Mr. & Mrs. Luther Frerichs
Harold Hartinger
Brenda J. Hubert
Ron & Laura Huhn
Laura & Ron Kingsbury
Jerry & Mary Ellen McKain
Sean Mitchell
Maren Norton
Margaret Padelford
Kurt Reidinger
Julie & Jeff Schoenfeld
Donald S. Smith Jr.
Irene Soohoo
Marian Spath
Elizabeth Street
Barbara Webster
Dale Wirsing

MEMBERS (as of 
May 19, 2016)

Business  Members 
($300 level) 
Janice Hendley Baker

David & Chris Nicandri
Dennis & Joan Peterson

Benefactor Members 
($250 level)
Michael & Ivy Green
Johnson-Cox Company
Jane Shafer
Dan Turnbull & Maggie Walters
Barbara Webster

Sustaining Members 
($150 level)
Richard & Constance Albrecht
David & Sally Alger
Capt. Thomas E. Allen, 

USN (Ret.)
Anthony Allison & Nancy 

Fisher-Allison
Victor & Janice Anderson
Kent & Karen Anderson
John & Karen Arbini
Laura Arksey
Stephen & Patricia Auyong
Goldie Balch
Putnam Barber & Valerie Lynch
Eric & Marianne Bastin
The Rev. Howard Baumgart
Lee Bennett
Carol Berg Kirstein & 

Stephanie Kirstein
Mathias Bergmann
Dr. Mark A. Berhow
Thomas Blanton
Orin & Holly Blomberg
Mary Boulanger
Mary Bowlby
Steven & Susan Boyer
Gregory & Cathy Brewis
Terry & Phyllis Buckridge
Tom & Carol Cabe
Peggy Clapp
Marie Claudio-Diaz & Jaime Diaz
Nicholas Clinch
Suzanne & Donald Cofer
Scott Copeland
Robert & Barbara Danielson
Peter & Ann Darling
Clare & Richard DeVine
Corinne Dixon
Robert & Melanie Dressel
Patrick & Susan Dunn
F. Talmage & Molly Edman
Marilyn Mahoney & 

Roger Edwards
Laurene Eldred
Scott & Julia Ernest
Norris & Alice Faringer
Anne Fischel & John Regan
Jerry & Susan Ford
Chuck & Karla Fowler
William Garvin
Joe & Carolyn Ghilarducci
Kit Gillem & Deborah Horrell
Sandra & Joe Gordon

Norm & Ann Gosch
Neal & Frances Grenley
Cynthia & David Hackett
William & Noel Hagens
H. DeForest Hardinge
Don & Anisa Harnden
Patricia & James Harnish
Michael Harrison
Harold Hartinger
Frederick & Catherine Hayes
Edwin Hill & Marjie Bardan
Robert & Colleen Hitchcock
Jim & Jerri Honeyford
David & Linda Hudson
David Huelsbeck & 

Barbara Schmieden
Max & Jan Hunt
Hutton Settlement Inc.
Ralph & Marie Jackson
Paul & Alice Kaltinick
Daniel Kerlee & Carol Wollenberg
Larry & Judith Kopp
Nancy Kuehnoel & Mark Proulx
Mark & Suzanne Lackermayer
Kembra Landry
John & Patricia Lantz
Nancy & Catherine LaPointe
Charles & Pauline LeWarne
Joseph & Patricia Lewis
Edward & Gay Liesse
Sharon Lofton
Kathy Manke
John Mason
Mason County Historic 

Preservation Commission
Mason County Historical Society
Pamela Mayer
Gary Meigs & Peggy O’Neill
Ted & Marjorie Meisberger
Marie & Kathleen Monahan
Danford & Frances Moore
Donald & Dorlene Mozel
Eugene & Martha Nester
Nick & Gloria Nickolas
Fred & Hilva Novota
Dr. Allison Odenthal
David Owens
Margaret Padelford
Judson Parsons & 

Diana Gardener
Jan & Carole Pauw
PCS Structural Solutions
Pete Philley & Monica Butler
Shirley Phinney
Doris & John Pieroth
Roslynne & David Reed
Mike Repass
Stephen & Gloria Ricketts
Helen Roberts
Paul & Janet Rogerson
John Rosenberg
Beverly Rush
Douglas & Lillian Ryan
Richard & Lois Scheuerman

Kathy Seel & Fred Gardner
Mary Selecky
James & Barbara Sells
Scott Shapiro & Jena Thornton
M. Darrel & Barbara Sharrard
Robert & Ruth Shedd
Michael & Kay Sibley
Carolyn Simonson
Erik & Lori Sirs
George & Lila Sjodin
Robert & Helen Skidmore
Samuel & Patricia Smith
Stephen & Ginny Smith
Ms. Stephanie Stebich
Debra & Craig Stephens
Sheryl & Mark Stiefel
Robert & Barbara Strom
David & Susan Suess
Virginia Thorson
Jeff & Sheri Tonn
Kris & Norma Townsend
Molly Tuohy
Daniel & Wendy Turner
Elizabeth Verhey
Mary Ann Walters
Elizabeth Warren
David & Wendy Welch
William Wheeler
Frances Williamson
Michael Winans
John & Judy Woodworth
Stephen & Sherri Woolworth
Bernice Youtz

AFFILIATES
Affiliate Plus
Harbor History Museum
Kittitas County  

Historical Museum
Lakewood Historical Society
Pacific County Historical Society
Points Northeast  

Historical Society

Afilliate
Anacortes Museum
Des Moines Historical Society
Fort Nisqually Living 

History Museum
Historic Fort Steilacoom
Kitx1sap County Historical 

Society Museum
League of Snohomish County 

Heritage Organizations
Okanogan County 

Historical Society
Olympia Historical Society & 

Bigelow House Museum
Quilcene Historical Museum
Redmond Historical Society
Yakima Valley Museum

http://www.gorhamprinting.com/make-history
http://www.ashleyesweeney.com
http://www.washingtonhistory.org/


CONTEMPORARY 
NATIVE ARTS

JURIED  
EXHIBIT
May 28 to August 14

MARKET &  
FESTIVAL
August 13, 11am to 5pm
FREE museum admission  
during the Festival

W
at’sa w

ith a Pearl Earring, A
lison Brem

ner, Tlingit (2015)

1911 Pacific Avenue, Downtown Tacoma  
1-888-BE-THERE | InTheSpiritArts.org

In the Spirit 2016 is made possible in part by the Nisqually Indian 
Tribe, the Tacoma Arts Commission, and Click! Cable TV.

http://inthespiritarts.org

