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History 
Commentary

The Civil War in America’s Collective Memory

By David W. Blight

If the American Civil War ex-
ercises a powerful hold on our 
country’s historical memory—
and there are many, including 

myself, who contend that it does—the 
next question is why, and that is the 
focus here. Our historical or collective 
memory helps us define who we are as 
a nation. Like individual memory, it has everything to do with 
identity. Finding an identity when you’re young and as you 
grow older is a struggle between remembering and forgetting. 
Memory is that thing we often cannot live with, but we also 
know we can’t live without it. And it’s exactly the same for 
nations, peoples, cultures. 

In Legacy of the Civil War, published in 1961, the American 
poet, novelist, and critic Robert Penn Warren wrote: “The 
Civil War draws us as an oracle, darkly unriddled and por-
tentous of personal as well as national fate.” He’s saying that 
if this country has an oracle in its past—a place we go to in 
our history and ask it questions about who we are, what’s our 
story—it’s in the Civil War and the cluster of problems that 
caused it and emanate from it. 

Let’s think about a single word as a way of working into this 
notion of the relationship of the Civil War to civil rights and 
of the hold this story has on us. The word is “liberty,” which 
is one of the most elusive words in our language. Anyone 
using it can mean something quite different from the next 
person using it. One key to the question of identity lies in 
this word. Following are quotes from three people about the 
idea of liberty. 

We’ll begin with Jefferson Davis who, in 1861, during the 
secession crisis and then as the war broke out, made frequent 
this use of the word: “I look upon you people as the last best 
hope of liberty.” He said the South was fighting at that point 
against “tyranny,” and fighting “for the sacred right of self 
government and the privileges of free men.” He went on: “We 
may well rejoice that we have forever severed our connection 

with a government that thus tramples on all the principles of 
constitutional liberty.” 

Seemingly in answer to Davis’s words, President Lincoln, 
in Baltimore at a U.S. Sanitary Commission fair in late spring 
1864, gave a speech in which he said: 

The world has never had a good definition of the word “liberty,” 
and the American people just now are much in want of one. We 
all declare for liberty. But in using the same word, we do not all 
mean the same thing. With some, the word liberty may mean 
for each man to do as he pleases with himself and the product of 
his own labor. With others, the same word may mean for some 
men to do as they please with other men and the product of other 
men’s labor. Here are two not only different, but incompatible 
things called by the same name: liberty. And it follows that each 
of the things is, by the respective parties, called by two different 
and incompatible names—liberty and tyranny.

A century later, Martin Luther King Jr., a young Southern 
Baptist minister who had become the preeminent face and 
the oratorical voice of the civil rights movement, stepped to 
the microphones and delivered a short, transcendent oration 
to the world on the meaning of the unfinished American 
Civil War—and thereby the meaning of America. That was, 
of course, August 28, 1963—the famous March on Washing-
ton, now remembered as King’s “I Have a Dream” speech. 
The speech begins: 

Five-score years ago a great American in whose symbolic 
shadow we stand today signed the Emancipation Proclama-
tion. This momentous decree came as a beacon light of hope 
to millions of Negro slaves who had been seared in the flames 
of withering injustice. It came as joyous daybreak to the end of 
a long night of their captivity. But 100 years later, the Negro 
is still not free. One hundred years later, the life of the Negro 
is still sadly crippled in the manacles of segregation and the 
chains of discrimination. One hundred years later, the Negro 
lives on an island of poverty in the midst of a vast ocean of 
material prosperity. One hundred years later, the Negro is still 

 languishing in the corners of American society and finds himself 
in exile in his own land.

The point he is making is that, here we are on the 100th 
anniversary of the Emancipation Proclamation and black folk 
are not free. He is, of course, drawing at that moment on the 
Civil War centennial, which had been going on since 1959. 
But the centennial commemoration had almost never been 
about the story of emancipation. It had almost never been 
about the story of black freedom. It had almost always been 
about the great and glorious struggle of the blue and the gray. 
If anything, it had been a pro-Confederate commemoration 
and celebration—so anti-civil rights that one would have 
wondered, had emancipation ever happened at all?

What Lincoln was really saying in his speech was that 
the first American republic, that one created four score and 
seven years ago, is being killed and we’re going to make an-
other one. King, in his speech, was saying that 100 years ago 
a second American nation, a new republic, was founded out 
of emancipation; but here we are 100 years later, and it hasn’t 
worked—we have to create yet another one. That speech is a 
work of genius. First and foremost it is about the meaning of 
the memory of the Civil War; later we get to the part about 
the dream little children are supposed to have.

Here is my working list of the reasons why I think 
the Civil War and the consequences arising from 
it have a hold on our collective memory. The first 
is demographics. Population growth in the 20th 

century notwithstanding, approximately one in every three 
Americans (black and white) can trace his or her ancestry to 
someone in the Civil War, which is only 
a simple way of pointing out that the 
Civil War is still a family affair. 

The second item on my list is 
loss. There’s no other experience in 
American history quite like the Civil 
War in terms of death and loss, not to 
mention its social and cultural impact 
across our society and over time. The 
official number of Civil War casualties 
is 620,000 dead and about 1.2 million 
wounded. But there are historians—
David Hacker is one—who have con-
cluded that the total number of Civil 
War dead may be as high as 800,000. 

Now if you were to take just the 
620,000 figure, per capita to the Ameri-
can population—a little over 30 mil-
lion in the 1860s—and project that 
ahead to the Vietnam era, we would 
have lost over 4 million soldiers in 
Vietnam per capita. That’s the scale of 

death in the Civil War generation versus the scale of death 
in the Vietnam generation. Can you even imagine a war in 
which the United States would sustain 4 million dead? [The 
actual American death toll in the Vietnam War was approxi-
mately 60,000.]

Loss draws us. It sits there in the 19th century as some-
thing we have to ask about. How did that happen? Why did 
that happen?

Third: We like epic historical tales—journeys that have 
beginnings, middles, and seemingly ends; heroes and vil-
lains; and laced with melodrama and some comic relief along 
the way—a great story well told. Think about it just in these 
terms. A republic invented in the late 18th century out of 
the Age of the Enlightenment and the Age of Revolution—
one of the few republics on earth—writes itself a constitu-
tion flawed to the dickens with slavery, but nevertheless a 
constitution. That republic fails in the 1860s, tears itself to 
pieces over the second largest system of human slavery on the 
planet, and goes to all-out civil war. Having destroyed itself, it 
then has to reinvent itself. That’s a hell of a story. Why do we 
keep returning to it? Because it’s damned interesting. 

We must also remember that embedded in epics and our 
love of story is also our love of the romantic. There’s been more 
of romance written about the Civil War than any other event 
in our history. Bruce Catton recognized this. In his book Ter-
rible Swift Sword (1963), the second volume in his Civil War 
trilogy, at the point where he’s describing Lee’s first invasion of 
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Fifty years ago, on August 28, 1963, Martin Luther King Jr. delivered 
his now-famous “I Have a Dream” speech to many thousands of 
March on Washington participants in front of the Lincoln Memorial.
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w
hen a man named Dan 
Cooper parachuted from 
a Northwest Orient Air-
lines jet with $200,000 

cash in November 1971, he was neither 
the first nor the last airplane hijacker in 
the United States, but he was—and still 
is—the only one who got away with the 
money. The changes in airport security 
that soon followed—added to a string 
of security measures already in place—
made skyjacking more difficult to pull 
off. Over 40 years later, though, follow-
ing the implementation of additional 

security precautions, the threat of air 
piracy looms larger than ever.

Last year, on March 2, 2012, the 
Federal Air Marshal Service (FAMS) 
marked the 50th anniversary of its 
history as an organization specifically 
charged with protecting flights of com-
mercial aircraft in the United States. 
Today, members of the service belong 
to the larger Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA), itself one of 17 
federal agencies under the control of the 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS). The federal government formed 

danger skythe North into Maryland, headed toward the battle of Antie-
tam and the greatest turning point of the war, Catton writes:

There was nobility in the idea that there ought to be a peace 
without victory. Yet in August, 1862, America’s tragedy was 
that it was caught between the madness of going on with the war 
and the human impossibility of ever stopping it.… The peace-
makers could not be heard until the terrible swift sword had been 
sheathed, but the scabbard had been thrown away. And now the 
Confederacy was carrying the war into the enemy’s territory….

Fourth, if you want to look for the beginning of modern, 
centralized, big government, you’ll find it in the Civil War. 
Lincoln’s administration, the first Republican administration, 
made the government an engine of social change. It created 
the first income tax; the Morrill–Land Grant Acts, which al-
lowed for the creation of colleges all across the country; the 
Homestead Act, so important to the history of the West; and 
the transcontinental railroad. And last but not least, the federal 
government performed the largest act of property confiscation 
in all of American history—the emancipation of the slaves. 

In 1860 the value of slaves as a financial asset was ap-
proximately $3.5 billion—the single largest financial asset of 
any kind in the American economy, greater than all manu-
facturing, all railroads, all industrial capacity put together. 
In historical time, it was destroyed overnight, destroyed as a 
means of winning a war. 

Fifth on the list of reasons why the Civil War looms large 
in our collective memory is that we have made it into a story 
of unity. We love the unity narrative of the blue and the gray, 
the reconciliation of the North and the South, the clasping of 
hands across the bloody chasm. We love that long aftermath 
that allows us to say, “Yes, we had that horrifying Civil War 
back in the 19th century, but we got better for it.” William 
Dean Howells, often called the “Dean of American Letters,” 
cautioned us on this particular narrative in 1900 when he 
said, “What Americans always like is a tragedy, as long as they 
can give it a happy ending.” And not have to worry about 
what the cost might have been along the way. 

The last item on my working list is the fact that we have 
raised some generations, finally, on the understanding that the 
Civil War period is our first great racial reckoning; and out of 
that reckoning, that horrible bloodletting, was born a different 
country. That different country is going to take a very long time 
to come to terms with racism. 

The Civil War is now referred to over and over as the de-
struction of the first and the beginning of the second American 
republic, founded in the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments 
to the Constitution. If you and I live in a second American 
republic, perhaps a third because of what happened during the 
civil rights movement, what has held us together is section one 
of the 14th Amendment, the most important legal, constitu-
tional result of the emancipation of 4 million slaves: 

D. B. Cooper  
and the Evolution  

of Commercial 
Flight Security

By Fred Poyner IV  
and Gwen Whiting

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and sub-
ject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States 
and of the State wherein they reside. No State shall make or 
enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immuni-
ties of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of 
law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws.

Get rid of this first section of the 14th Amendment, and this 
place flies apart. Our first racial reckoning—we have to go 
back to it.

If you’re looking for legacies of the Civil War, strug-
gling with its memory, you don’t have to look far. 
Even above the issue of race—and the fact that we 
have an African American president—stands the 

great question of federalism, the distribution of power be-
tween state and federal authorities. We’re living in a whole 
new era of states’ rights. It’s happening in the Supreme 
Court, and it’s especially happening in state legislatures. 
There are hundreds upon hundreds of bills before Ameri-
can state legislators—particularly in the roughly 35 states 
that have Republican majorities in their legislatures—to 
bring power of all sorts away from the federal government, 
back to the local, back to the states.

Sometimes things you agree with can come from state 
exercises of power—women’s suffrage began first in states, 
before there was ever a federal amendment. But the hundreds 
of bills mentioned above aim, for example, to either eliminate 
or make whole states sanctuaries from the Environmental 
Protection Agency, or limit if not get rid of the Endangered 
Species Act, or require the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
to get the approval of a local sheriff to make an arrest. These 
seem to be acting to alter or blunt federal authority over all 
sorts of things and perhaps even turn around the past century 
or century and a half it has taken to create a modern Ameri-
can social safety net. They appear to embrace a version of 
federalism we had some right to believe was buried in the 
mass slaughter of the American Civil War.

William Penn Warren, who saw the Civil War as an oracle 
of America’s past, called history “the thing you cannot resign 
from.” Alas, history just keeps happening. And every time 
you think that part of our history is over, oh, no, it’s not over. 
Especially if it’s a big question like race or federalism. History 
is never over—we don’t have a choice. r

David W. Blight is a professor of history at Yale University and director 
of Yale’s Gilder Lehrman Center for the Study of Slavery, Resistance, and 
Abolition. His most recent work is American Oracle: The Civil War in the 
Civil Rights Era, (Harvard University Press, 2011). This article is excerpted 
from a keynote presentation given on October 20, 2012, at the 64th 
Pacific Northwest History Conference in Tacoma.
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The Northwest Orient Airlines 727 
hijacked by D. B. Cooper, sitting 
on a runway at Reno International 
Airport. The hijacker parachuted 
from the plane during the flight 
from Seattle to Reno.
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relatively quiet until February 21, 
1968. On that date, a fugitive’s hi-
jacking of another aircraft to Cuba 
began a new wave of air piracy. On 
August 29, 1969, Arab terrorists car-
ried out the first hijacking of a U.S. 
aircraft flying outside the Western 
Hemisphere when they diverted an 
Israel-bound TWA jet to Syria. The 
total number of such incidents be-
tween 1968 and 1972—many involv-
ing U.S. commercial aircraft—stood 
at 364 worldwide. 

Retired air marshal Joe Pontecorvo 
recalls this time as marking a major 
shift in the FAA’s outlook on its air 
marshal program. Following the Sep-
tember 1970 hijackings of five domes-
tic and foreign aircraft by the Popular 
Front for the Liberation of Palestine 
(PFLP) in the Middle East, the air 
marshals were asked to focus entirely 
on air security, as part of a short-term 
solution. Pontecorvo remarked,

At that time they contacted all 18 and they 
said, look, we’re going to put you people 
on full time…to fly all high-risk flights”—
and six of the people elected to drop out 
of the program. So we had 12. We called 
ourselves the “dirty dozen.” We…
would report to TWA or Pan Am [Pan  
 American Airlines], primarily because 

they were flying all the international 
flights at that time. And they 

gave us the operations 

and…said, 
look, here’s a list of 
high-risk flights—pick out 
one and board yourself. 

Faced with new pressure by the pub-
lic and the airlines, President Nixon, 
working with Secretary of Transporta-
tion John Volpe, authorized the expan-
sion of the air marshal program. In a 

political dissidents wishing to flee 
Cuba; but on May 1, 1961, this pattern 
changed when Antulio Ramirez Ortiz 
hijacked National Airlines Flight 440 
to Havana, Cuba. Similar hijackings 
followed during that summer, along 
with growing demands by the airlines 
for the government to take action.

The federal government employed 
armed guards on civilian planes for 
the first time on August 10, 1961. 
These were border patrolmen from 
the U.S. Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service, who were made available 
upon request by either the FBI or the 
airlines on a flight-by-flight basis. At 
the executive level, on September 5, 
1961, President John F. Kennedy 
signed legislation that deemed air pi-
racy punishable by death or imprison-
ment. In addition, the Federal Avia-
tion Administration (FAA) began to 
lay the groundwork for a new force, 
dedicated to protecting U.S. aircraft, 
passengers, and crews. This was the 
origin of the Federal Air Marshal Ser-
vice, known then by its designation as 
“Operation Slingshot.”

The original handpicked force of 18 
“special deputy U.S. Marshals” or “peace 
officers” was sworn in on March 2, 1962, 
by Attorney General Robert Ken-
nedy. The air marshals were 
available for escort duties 
aboard U.S. commercial 
aircraft—primarily domes-
tic flights and on an as-needed 
basis—as determined by the FBI, 
the airlines, or the FAA. In addition 
to their duties as security officers, these 
men continued their regular duties as 
aircraft safety inspectors for the FAA. 
They were required to be on call for se-
curity assignments 24 hours a day, seven 
days a week. Even so, these air marshals 
were not considered full-time security 
officers by the FAA.

This small, highly trained security 
force served well for awhile as part 
of the federal government’s airline 
security program. The skies remained 

press release from Volpe’s office on Sep-
tember 11, 1970, the U.S. Department 
of Transportation assumed the role of 
lead federal department to establish 
new hijacking countermeasures in or-
der to make flying safer for American 
travelers, whether in the United States 
or abroad.

From this directive was born the 
modern Federal Air Marshal Service. 
Pontecorvo again proved instrumental 
in his role with the FAA and the for-
mation of the new security force. He 
was selected to help prepare the new 
air marshals against an ongoing wave of 
hijackings: “The Air Marshall Service 
was created and they tapped…people…
they felt would make good air marshals. 
They would train at Fort Dix. And…I 
and a couple of others were asked to do 
some of the training….” 

f
rom 1969 to 1972, to supple-
ment the FAMS, some 1,700 
personnel became “customs 
security officers” in a newly 

created Division of Air Security within 
the U.S. Customs Service. They were 
deployed in teams of two or three in an 
undercover capacity on US-registered 
commercial aircraft flying on domes-
tic and international routes. Customs 
security officers also handled ground 
security screening on selected flights at 
domestic airports. 

Airliner hijackings have declined 
since the peak of 385 incidents be-
tween 1967 and 1976. A comparison of 
figures from the following two decades 

illustrates that the combined efforts 
of the air marshals together with 

other security measures—such 
as passenger screenings and 
baggage checks for weap-
ons and explosives—were 

successful in deterring and 
reducing the number of hijackings 
worldwide. During 1977–86 the total 
had dropped to 300 incidents, and by 
1987–1996 this figure was reduced to 
212 total hijackings. No American 

this new department in response to a 
perceived need to consolidate resources 
of law enforcement, intelligence, and 
counterterrorism to better thwart ter-
rorist threats. It was, in essence, an 
unprecedented move to coordinate all 
homeland defenses for the nation. 

While the TSA and DHS were both 
created following—and as a result of—
the 9/11 attacks, the majority of the 
other federal agencies that were herded 
under the Homeland Security umbrella 
had been established long before Sep-
tember 11, 2001. Among these, the 
FAMS, with its long history, now serves 
as a cornerstone for the security man-
date charged to the TSA.

t
he need for security in ci-
vilian aviation made itself 
known as early as  November 
1, 1955, when a Midwest-

erner named Jack Graham placed a 
bomb in luggage belonging to his moth-
er and killed all 44 travelers aboard a 
Denver-bound plane. In another inci-
dent, a passenger set off a bomb that 

killed everyone on board a National 
Airlines  DC-6 on January 6, 1960. De-
spite these incidents, the U.S. commer-
cial airline industry grew exponentially 
in response to the increasing demands 
of the traveling public. In 1962 a Trans 
World Airlines (TWA)-sponsored sur-
vey showed that 33 percent of the adult 
population—or 61 million Ameri-
cans—had flown on either a domestic 
or international flight. 

Commercial airlines met the grow-
ing demand by purchasing a host of 
large new aircraft designed to go lon-
ger distances, carry more passengers, 
and enhance the flying experience. 
The air travel industry boomed in the 
Pacific Northwest as well, in terms 
of leisure destinations and a growing 
business class. Local carriers such as 
West Coast Airlines offered daily de-
partures out of Sea-Tac International 
Airport to cities up and down the West 
Coast and eastern Washington, with 
“shuttle” services to Portland, Spo-
kane, and Boise. Northwest Orient 
Airlines operated its hub out of Sea-
Tac, offering shuttle services for short-
destination travelers as well as flights 
overseas to international destinations 
and the Hawaiian Islands. 

The Seattle-based Boeing Company 
gave a significant boost to the region’s 
economy by expanding its work force 
to meet the increasing demand for 
commercial jets. With its headquarters 
in Seattle and aircraft design and pro-
duction facilities in both Seattle and 
Renton, the company could produce 
new commercial aircraft—such as the 
Boeing 727—to keep up with increas-
ing demands by the airlines for bigger, 
faster, more cost-efficient planes. The 
727 entered commercial service on Feb-
ruary 1, 1964, with Eastern Air Lines. 
By the end of 1964, Boeing had rolled 
out 225 of its 727-100s, which were in 
use by 15 major domestic and interna-
tional carriers.

The 1960s also saw a growing threat 
to airline security previously unknown 
in American air travel. Fidel Castro’s 
rise to power in Cuba corresponded 
with a new wave of skyjackings involv-
ing U.S. planes. At first these were 

In addition to their duties as security officers, these “special deputy U.S. Marshals” 
continued their regular duties as aircraft safety inspectors for the FAA.

ABOVE: Attorney General Robert F. 
Kennedy swearing in one of the first 
“sky marshals” trained at the U.S. 
Border Patrol Academy in Port Isabel, 
Texas, on March 2, 1962. In addition 
to their duties as full-time FAA 
inspectors, these “peace officers” were 
tasked with enforcing the criminal 
code on aircraft in flight. 

INSET: The emblem image shown 
here is the modern badge used by the 
Federal Air Marshal Service today.

FACING PAGE: Sky marshals in the 
1960s were issued special equipment, 
including .38-caliber revolvers and 
tear gas fountain pens like the one 
pictured here, which could fire a 
.38-caliber tear gas cartridge designed 
to incapacitate a hijacker.
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aircraft were hijacked in the 10 years 
leading up to 9/11.

f
rom the moment a hijacking 
takes place in the United 
States, the crime 
comes under the 

purview of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation. In 
1971 the FBI could claim an 
institutional history span-
ning more than six decades 
and a record of zero un-
solved aircraft hijackings 
on U.S. soil. This changed 
on November 24, 1971, 
with the “skyjacking” of 
Northwest Orient Airlines 
Flight 305, en route from 
Portland to Seattle. There 
were no undercover agents 
on board this particular 
flight to foil an attempted 
hijacking. The FBI bulletin 
reporting the case—code-
named NORJAK—deliv-
ers the facts succinctly:

 A lone white male us-
ing the name Dan Cooper 
boarded Northwest Orient 
Airlines Flight No. 305 at 
Portland, Oregon on No-
vember 24, 1971. At ap-
proximately 3:22 pm, while 
the flight was en route to 
Seattle Wash, he indicated 
to a stewardess that his 
briefcase contained a bomb 
which would blow up the 
plane unless his demands 
were met. The hijacker 
demanded $200,000 and 
four parachutes in exchange for the safety 
of the 36 passengers aboard the plane. 
When the aircraft landed at Seattle, 
Northwest Orient Airlines complied 
with his instructions. After he received 
the parachutes and money, the hijacker 
allowed all passengers and two of the 
airline stewardesses to deplane.

What the report does not explain is 
the impact of Cooper’s crime on airline 
personnel, law enforcement, and the gen-
eral public. Prior to the Cooper skyjack-
ing, the bulk of domestic hijacking activ-

ity to date had taken place on the East 
Coast, with the intent of rerouting planes 
to Cuba for political reasons. Seattle and 
Portland were not logical choices for this 
type of skyjacking. Local airline employ-
ees saw these events unfold on nightly 
newscasts and had been trained in how 
to deal with a hijacking in progress, but 

they saw the crime only as a distant threat 
rather than an immediate danger.

This explains in part the willing-
ness of the Northwest Orient crew on 
Flight 305 to cooperate with Cooper. 

The other explanation lies 
in the airline security train-
ing of this period. Flight 
personnel were expected 
to use a method known as 
“common strategy” to deal 
with hijacking threats. This 
practice relied on two as-
sumptions—first, that the 
hijacking was based on a 
negotiable demand such as a 
request for political asylum 
or the release of a prisoner; 
and second, that the hijack-
er was just as interested as 
passengers and crew in land-
ing the plane safely. Experi-
ence had shown that the 
longer a hijacking persisted, 
the more peaceful the out-
come. The paramount goal 
in everyone’s mind was to 
land the plane safely. Co-
operation with the hijacker 
was thought the best way to 
achieve that. 

Dan, or “D. B.,” Cooper 
was atypical of the hijack-
ers who had come before 
him. Prior to Cooper, there 
had been only one extor-
tionist skyjacker—Paul 
Cini—who boarded an Air 
Canada flight in Calgary on 
November 12, 1971, just 
12 days prior to the Coo-
per incident. Cini carried 
a shotgun and a package of 

dynamite, and used these to demand 
$1.5 million and a parachute from the 
crew. Cini poked two wires through a 
bag and convinced those aboard that 
the wires were part of a bomb that 
would explode if the wires crossed. 
Stewardess Mary Dohey was forced 
to remain with Cini throughout the 

In 1971 the FBI could claim an institutional history spanning more than six decades and a 
record of zero unsolved aircraft hijackings on U.S. soil.

A BULLETIN FROM THE F.B.I.

Following is  an artist ’s  conception of  the hijacker who extorted 
$200,000 from Northwest Airlines on November 24, 1971.

THIS MAN IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

Race White
Sex Male
Age Mid 40’s
Height 5’ 10” to 6’
Weight 170 to 180 pounds
Build Average to well built
Complexion Olive, Latin appearance, medium smooth
Hair Dark brown or black, normal style, parted on 

left, combed back; sideburns, low ear level
Eyes Possibly brown. During latter part of flight  

put on dark, wrap-around sunglasses with  
dark rims

Voice Low, spoke intelligently; no particular accent,  
possibly from Midwest section of U.S.

Characteristics Heavy smoker of Raleigh filter tip cigarettes
Wearing Apparel Black suit; white shirt; narrow black tie; black  

dress suit; black rain-type overcoat or dark 
top coat; dark briefcase or attache case; car- 
ried paper bag 4” x 12” x 14”; brown shoes.

I f  you have  any  information which might  lead to  the  ident i ty  
o f  t h i s  i n d i v i d u a l ,  p l e a s e  c o n t a c t  t h e  n e a r e s t  F B I  O f f i c e  w h i c h  
would be found in the front of your telephone directory.

flight and held the wires attached 
to the purported “bomb” for part of 
the journey.

Was Cooper inspired by Cini? Feder-
al agent Ralph Himmelsbach theorized 
in his book NORJAK that the criminal 
was inspired by both Cini’s attempt and 
the popular movie Airport, which dra-
matized a similar event. It would appear 
that, as word of the NORJAK hijack-
ing spread across the nation, Cooper 
abruptly transformed from a man influ-
enced by popular culture into one who 
influenced popular culture. 

t
he early 1970s were a wa-
tershed moment in history 
for interactions between 
Americans and their gov-

ernment. Vietnam War protests and 
the civil rights movement revealed an 
underlying distrust of authority that had 
not been so dramatically expressed for 
generations. The flames of discontent 
were being fanned across the nation, 
and the state of Washington was expe-
riencing troubles of its own. 

In 1970 Congress voted to discontin-
ue development of Boeing’s supersonic 
transport (SST) prototype, triggering 
7,500 layoffs at Boeing and compound-
ing an aerospace recession already in 
progress. Over the next year, Boeing 
laid off more than 60,000 employees. 

It was estimated that each Boeing job 
lost cost at least one other job, and 
unemployment in the state rose to 14 
percent—the highest in the country. 
The “Boeing bust,” as it was called, gen-
erated such a sense of depression among 
Seattleites that a net was installed 

around the Space Needle to prevent 
 attempted suicides.

Into this era of resentment and un-
certainty stepped Dan Cooper. His po-
lite, calm demeanor—not to mention 
his incredible escape—endeared him 
to a public that was already looking for 

Explore the Cooper Exhibition in Tacoma
ON VIEW AT THE Washington State His-
tory Museum through January 5, 2014, 
COOPER explores the history of air travel 
security, with particular focus on Dan 
Cooper, who hijacked a 
Boeing jet in 1971, para-
chuted from the plane 
over southwestern Wash-
ington with $200,000 
in cash, and was never 
brought to account for his 
crime. Curated by the His-
torical Society’s own Fred 
Poyner and Gwen (Per-
kins) Whiting, COOPER 
employs artifacts, first-person accounts, 
FBI documents, and a mock-up of a 727 
interior to tell the story of this unresolved 
skyjacking and its connection to airport 
security in the present day. 

Visitors can get a feel for what air 
travel was like in the 1970s and delve 
into the topics of skydiving, forensics, 

and commercial aircraft design. They 
will see some of the money from the 
$5,000 cache found buried on the north 
shore of the Columbia River, one of the 

four parachutes provid-
ed to Northwest Orient 
Airlines as part of the 
ransom demands, and a 
rear airstair from a Boeing 
727 like the one Cooper 
hijacked. Check our web-
site,  WashingtonHistory.
org, for a current listing of 
 Cooper-related programs 
and activities such as 

the November 29 talk by Geoffrey Gray, 
author of Skyjack: The Hunt for D. B. 
Cooper, and the November 30 “Cooper 
Symposium” on the history of skyjacking 
and airline image evolution.

The COOPER exhibition was made 
possible in part by the generous support 
of The Oregonian. 

LEFT: These two photographs are 
part of a series documenting an 
experiment conducted by the 
FBI to recreate Cooper’s jump. A 
weighted sled is deployed from 
the back of the hijacked plane 
to simulate Cooper’s exit via the 
rear airstair. The departure of 
the weight made the door shut 
momentarily, causing a change 
in cabin pressure similar to that 
noticed by the crew when Cooper 
was thought to have jumped. This 
information helped determine 
the initial search area in Clark  
and Cowlitz Counties. 

FACING PAGE: Facsimile of an 
FBI bulletin that was widely 
circulated during the NORJAK 
investigation.

Federal Bureau of Investigation
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FROM THE COLLECTION

Repercussions of NORJAK
ONE OF THE PRIMARY differences between Cooper and the extortionist skyjackers 
who emulated him is that Cooper was never apprehended. Because of NORJAK (the 
FBI’s code name for the Cooper case) and its ripple effect, the federal government 
implemented a number of reforms—both procedural and technological—to prevent 
such crimes from recurring. One such reform, implemented early on, was a device 
called a “Cooper vane.” Cooper escaped by requiring that the plane’s rear airstair 
be lowered during his flight. The Cooper vane made it impossible to open the rear 
airstair in flight. Some airlines went a step further, sealing and covering the airstair 
so that it could not be used.

In December 1972 the FAA mandated that airlines post armed security officers at 
passenger boarding checkpoints. A month later, in January 1973, scanning of passen-
gers and carry-on luggage with a metal detector also became mandatory. During this 
period, airports began installing x-ray machines and magnetometers to meet the new 
requirements. If such devices were not available, airline personnel were instructed to 
conduct a “pat down” to check for weapons and explosive devices. 

The response to the skyjacking problem was not limited to domestic action. The 
Nixon administration had already enacted a number of reforms abroad, beginning 
with the Hague Hijacking Convention of 1970. Signatories to this reform, also known 
as the Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, agree to pro-
hibit and punish hijacking of a civilian aircraft that takes off or lands in a country 
other than the one in which it is registered. The 1971 Montreal Convention made 
hijacking a criminal rather than political act. The Anti-Hijacking Act of 1974 empow-
ered the president of the United States to suspend air transportation between the 
United States and nations that abetted skyjackers, and authorized the secretary of 
transportation to impose sanctions against nations that did not maintain minimum 
aviation security standards. 

The 1974 act also required the FAA to continue the screening procedures initiated 
in 1972 and 1973. Though this legislation was not enacted without controversy, these 
measures appear to have achieved some measure of success—no hijackings were suc-
cessfully achieved on American soil in 1973, and the number of attempts decreased 
after that point. 

The United States’ answer to aviation security has often been reactive rather than 
proactive. While Cooper and his imitators served as the catalyst for dramatic changes 
within security agencies, the hijacking of Northwest Orient Airlines Flight 305 was 
indicative of the ongoing issues faced by the nation in combating danger in the skies. 
These issues are present today but with new challenges as the motives behind skyjack-
ing and the nature of terrorism evolve. 

reasons to subvert authority. Even to-
day, the belief held by many that “Coo-
per didn’t hurt anyone” lends a Robin 
Hood-esque air to the crime. However, 
it is impossible to know Cooper’s moti-
vations and intentions. Whether or not 
he actually carried explosives with the 
intent to destroy the 727 and its occu-
pants, the aircrew had to assume that he 
did. In this regard, the threat presented 

by Cooper was as great as any other hi-
jacker of the time.

Investigators working the case un-
derstood a second level of threat as 
well—that of public admiration. Agent 
Himmelsbach was keenly aware of the 
situation: “He wouldn’t be the last to try 
it, not if he got away with 200,000 bucks. 
Crimes of this kind always spawned imi-
tators, and I knew we had to get Cooper 

and get him fast if we were going to be 
able to control this sort of extortion.”

h
immelsbach’s fears became 
reality. Thirteen extortionist 
skyjackings followed in 1972 
alone, some closely mimick-

ing Cooper’s scenario. These hijackings 
spawned others. Garrett Trapnell, for 
example, hijacked TWA Flight 2 over 
Chicago; he was captured and sent to 
prison. His girlfriend Barbara Oswald 
hijacked a helicopter to rescue him in 
May 1978 and died during the attempt. 
Oswald’s 17-year-old daughter Robin hi-
jacked TWA Flight 541 in December of 
the same year in an unsuccessful attempt 
to gain Trapnell’s freedom.

Following the mandatory passenger 
screening enacted by the FAA at U.S. air-
ports beginning in 1973, the Division of 
Air Security’s flight security force was dis-
banded and its personnel absorbed within 
the Customs Service. By 1974 armed sky 
marshals were a rarity on U.S. aircraft, 
and former customs security officers had 
been reassigned as customs patrol officers, 
inspectors, and special agents. 

In subsequent years, while the FBI 
carried on its search for Cooper, the 
FAMS continued to exist with varying 
numbers of officers, depending on the 
perceived level of threat and funding 
availability. Only 33 officers were ac-
tive on September 11, 2001, when all 
the air security measures then in place 
were sidestepped by 19 hijackers who 
commandeered four domestic airliners 
and carried out the worst terrorist attack 
in U.S. history, giving flight security an 
entirely new layer of meaning.Y

Fred F. Poyner IV is digital collections curator 
for the Washington State Historical Society and 
cocurator of COOPER, on display at the Wash-
ington State History Museum through January 5, 
2014. Gwen Whiting is education specialist at 
the Washington State Historical Society and co-
curator of the COOPER exhibition. She recently 
received the John McClelland Jr. Award for her 
article “Dreamland: The Lost Worlds of James 
Tilton Pickett” (COLUMBIA, Summer 2012). 

Cooper’s polite, calm demeanor—not to mention his incredible escape—endeared him to a 
public that was already looking for reasons to subvert authority. 

As transcontinental rail lines continued 
west through sparsely populated areas, 
construction manpower became 

scarce. This frequently meant advertising in 
the East to lure unemployed men West with 
the promise of good wages plus room and board 
at a reasonable cost. This rare November 1890 
broadside, recently acquired by the Washington 
State Historical Society, was distributed by the 
Lancaster (New Hampshire) agent of the Concord 
& Montreal Railroad to attract laborers for the 
Great Northern Railway then under construction 
through Montana and Idaho, headed for Seattle. 
In the winter of 1892–93 the project reached 
completion, and the last spike was driven for 
Washington’s second transcontinental railroad, 
the Great Northern, on January 6, 1893. 
Acquisition of this rare broadside was made possible 
through the Dr. John Hunt Walker bequest. R
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ty & ArtSpecimens, Celebri
M owachaht artifacts that Captain James Cook 

collected in the 1770s are highly prized and 
continually of interest to museum visitors 
around the world. Not only are they valued 

as artistic works and ethnographic specimens of a pre-
contact Pacific culture, they gain importance as relics of 
Captain Cook’s celebrity. 

The Mowachaht tribal community, situated on the western 
coast of Vancouver Island, British Columbia, makes up one 
part of the Nuu-chah-nulth cultural-linguistic group (his-
torically referred to as Nootka) and half of the Mowachaht-
Muchalaht First Nation (MMFN). According to tribal tradi-
tion, the Mowachaht have resided on the northwest coast of 
Vancouver Island since “the very beginnings of time.” Their 
traditional lands include the harbor Yuquot, or  Friendly Cove. 

Archaeological evidence shows that people have been using 
the Yuquot village site for over 4,300 years. 

In the 1770s, the native cultures inhabiting modern-day 
Alaska, British Columbia, and Washington enjoyed a rich 
existence and culture based on whaling and river fishing. 
The Mowachaht were known among the Nuu-chah-nulth 
cultures as particularly skilled traders. They gained advantage 
through competitive and controlled exchanges, inserting 
themselves as middlemen whenever possible. 

The objective of Captain Cook’s 1776–80 expedition was 
to discover a Northwest Passage, or sailing route, through 
North America. The Northwest coastline, which Cook 
called New Albion, seemed the most appropriate place for 
a continental passage, but so far it had yielded only rocky 
coastlines. In 1778 Cook and his crew—made up of British 

sailors, a dozen career naval officers, and one expedition 
artist—approached Vancouver Island after three months at 
sea in bad weather. 

Cook’s two ships, Resolution and Discovery, were in urgent 
need of refitting. After 25 days of exploration along the coast, 
Cook ordered the ships into what he called Nootka Sound, 
in the belief that the name for the Mowachaht people was 
“Nootka.” The sound offered a respite with fresh water and 
an abundant timber supply. As Cook’s ships sailed into calmer 
waters, the Mowachaht inhabitants came out to welcome 
them, eager to initiate trade. 

Mowachaht memories of the moment of first contact were 
recorded in oral histories. Cook and his officers recorded 
theirs in log books. Both native oral histories and European 
journals represent first-hand accounts created with their 

respective audiences in mind. Read together, they form a bal-
anced picture of the first interaction. 

Mowachaht oral history describes this most curious arrival: 

On a foggy day in 1778, the people of Yuquot heard strange 
noises coming from the sea. They went out to investigate and 
discovered a large boat drifting around, lost in the fog. The 

Three Facets of the Mowachaht Artifacts Collected by Captain Cook By Lara Davenport-Ray

ABOVE: Painting by expedition artist John Webber depicting the 
Resolution and Discovery at Yuquot (Friendly Cove), where Captain 
James Cook and his crew encountered the Mowachaht people. 

INSET: This detail and those on pages 15, 17, and 18 are from a Webber 
drawing of Mowachaht artifacts created during Cook’s exploration of 
the northwest coast of North America.
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possession went beyond physical objects. The Mowachaht also 
claimed ownership of names, songs, and dances. When expe-
dition artist John Webber attempted to paint the interior of a 
local longhouse, a village elder held him back. The man would 
not allow the likeness to be rendered until he had relieved 
Webber of all the metal buttons on his jacket. 

The British crew also acquired numerous articles that 
had no established European value and no means of assisting 
them on their journey. These were stored away for unpack-
ing on their return to Europe. While Cook’s main object 
was geographic exploration, not ethnography, trade that 
resulted in the accumulation of Mowachaht material culture 
was a means of creating a working relationship. 

Trade in local artifacts could also support British empire 
building. A £20,000 reward awaited the crew that discovered 
the Northwest Passage. While Cook appeared eager to follow 
local notions of ownership and trade by abiding with native 
customs, he was under clear orders to locate and claim specific 
geographic locations for the British Empire. Nootka objects 
would be material evidence that a crew member had been 
part of a successful voyage, and leaving British parapherna-
lia behind might strengthen future British territorial claims. 
Upon departing the coast of Vancouver Island, Cook initiated 
a gift-giving session with a chief (probably Chief Maquinna, 
although neither Cook nor his officers recorded the names of 
any Nootka residents). Cook sought to ensure that the gifts 
exchanged were equal. Cook parted with a brass-hilted broad-
sword in an attempt to match the chief’s gift of a valuable 
beaver skin cloak. The respect and cooperation shown by the 
Mowachaht conveyed their hope that the British would return 
regularly. Both parties had discovered a valuable trading part-
ner with whom it was important to maintain a good working 
relationship. The Resolution and Discovery sailed back out to 
sea to a chorus of native songs. 

W hen the expedition arrived back in London 
in 1780, the objects collected by the crew 
entered a new chapter in their existence. As 
anthropologist Igor Kopytoff explains, there 

is a biographical story behind every object. The artifacts col-
lected in Nootka Sound retained their physical characteristics, 
but human consideration of their qualities shifted focus once 
they reached Europe. In this new chapter of their life, meaning 
and value were determined using new criteria. 

The expedition returned to London 
without a captain, Cook having been 
killed in a skirmish on the 
shores of Hawaii 

noises they heard were the bells on the ship. The Mowachaht 
guided the ship to Yuquot where they welcomed and fed the 
 visitors, who were not in good health. Captain Cook and his 
crew stayed to repair their ship and to do some trading…. The 
story of this encounter has been passed down for generations to 
the present day.—Ha-Shilth-Sa, March 9, 1978 

Cook found the local people to be welcoming, hos-
pitable, eager to trade, and unafraid of their visitors. 
In a journal entry dated March 29, 1778, he wrote: 

We no sooner drew near the inlet than we found the 
coast to be inhabited and the people came off to the 
Ships in Canoes without shewing the least mark 
of fear or distrust. We had at one time thirty two 
Canoes filled with people about us, and a groupe of 
ten or a dozen remained along side the Resolution 
most part of the night. They seemed to be a mild inof-
fensive people, shewed great readiness to part with any 
thing they had and took whatever was offered them in 
exchange, but were more desireous of iron than any thing 
else, the use of which they very well knew and had several 
tools and instruments that were made of it.

A fter studying firsthand accounts of this encounter, 
J. C. H. King, former curator for the Americas at 
the British Museum, concluded that some oral 
Mowachaht histories paint the white men aboard 

as “fish come alive into people.” The Mowachaht believed 
salmon were supernatural beings that lived beneath the sea 
and sometimes took the form of men. If the salmon were 
given proper respect, they would return each year exclusively 
to Mowachaht territories. The behavior of the Mowachaht in 
the exchange interactions that followed supports King’s ob-
servation. However, the idea that Europeans were conflated 
with local deities, especially in first encounter situations, is 
actively debated in modern anthropology. 

Clues to Cook’s motives and opinions can be found in his 
journals. He took advantage of the calmness of the cove and 
its peaceful inhabitants to caulk and rebuild the ships with re-
sources from the heavily forested environment. The long process 
of replacing the fore and mizzenmast of the Resolution ensured 
further trade opportunities with the local people and time for 
expedition artist John Webber to capture several striking im-
ages. In this agreeable environment, Cook and his crew quickly 
learned local concepts of property rights and trading practices. 

Although Cook appears confident and comfortable in his 
encounter with the Mowachaht, he may have been writing with 
future readers in mind. Back in Great Britain, the public was 
fascinated with exploration of the Pacific Ocean. Cook’s first 
two expedition journals had been best sellers across Europe, and 
he had become a famous personage in London. The writing in 
Cook’s third journal shows a noticeable effort toward achieving 
a narrative style. He began to write with the intent of convey-
ing the emotion and excitement arising from the exploration 

and discovery of each new location. He filled in great portions 
of his journal after the fact, while on the open sea, with the 
background of other locations for comparison. 

Cook both denigrated and idealized the various Pacific peo-
ples he encountered in order to make each newly discovered 
community distinctive. He described the natives of Nootka as 
avid traders with strong notions of property, unsurprised by the 
Europeans’ arrival. This was in direct contrast to the hostility 
and fear Cook had encountered on other Pacific shores. These 
descriptions set the “Nootka” apart, but like most explorers of 
his time, Cook was ill-equipped to document the multilayered 
societies he encountered. The Mowachaht society he visited 
and the meaning behind the objects he collected were much 
more complex than he understood or documented. 

From the Mowachaht perspective, first contact with the 
British began with a binding ceremonial phase. Tribal leaders 
greeted the ships by paddling up in canoes and delivering an 
oration while throwing feathers and red ochre into the sea. Fol-
lowing the official welcome, the British joined with the Mowa-
chaht into a permanent relationship of exclusive trade, and the 
Mowachaht began to coax the Europeans into trading away 
their valuable metals. As J. C. H. King describes, “Some artifacts 
were acquired as part of a process of testing and trading by the 
Mowachaht with these new visitors…designed to exploit Brit-
ish naiveté and avarice.” The Mowachaht must have found the 
British naïve indeed. 

From the British perspective, barter began almost imme-
diately. This was followed by intermittent trade in both raw 
materials and ethnographic objects. Entertainments were in-
terspersed throughout the interaction. Neither party had any 
significant understanding of the preexisting meaning behind 
the objects they acquired. The Mowachaht placed high value 
on metal objects. Hooks, buttons, and metal instruments had 
practical purposes onboard ship. Melted down and made into 
tools, they would change the Mowachaht way of life, making 
cutting and carving easier. Nuu-chah-nulth communities re-
lied on masks and rattles to help convey cosmologies to their 
children as well as to illustrate social status. British sailors saw 
these objects as unique souvenirs, curios that would entertain 
and fascinate people back home. 

The materials exchanged were subject to two contrasting 
systems of valuation. By 1778 the Mowachaht were part of a 
large system of trade and gift-giving that stretched along the 
Northwest Coast. Metal was also a valuable good for trading 
with neighbors. The Mowachaht hoped the British would trade 
exclusively with them, ensuring a metal monopoly for their tribe. 

The British placed high value on things that were immediate-
ly useful to the refitting of their ship. This included raw materials 
like timber for masts and grass used in caulking. The Mowachaht 
claimed ownership of these local natural resources. Cook relates 
in his journal (April 22, 1778) that the procurement of timber or 
grass required the permission of an owner and payment: 

The Moment we landed I sent some to cut grass not thinking the 
Natives could or would have the least objection, but it proved oth-
erways for the Moment our people began to cut they stoped them 
and told them they must Makook for it, that is first buy it…[there 
was] not a blade of grass that had not a separated owner. 

Through trade the crew acquired locally constructed arti-
facts that were both useful and ceremonial in nature. Some 
were everyday objects, such as fishing hooks and lines. Other 
objects, like a dish or blanket, held both practical and cer-
emonial purposes and symbolized the status of commu-
nity members. As Captain Cook and his crew quickly 
discovered, Mowachaht concepts of ownership and 

AN EXHIBITION IN THE MAKING

The Anchorage Museum in Alaska and the Washington State His-
tory Museum have partnered to present an exhibition in 2015 on 
James Cook’s third voyage to the Pacific Ocean. 

As the principal goal of Cook’s voyage was to 
search for the navigable passage assumed 

to exist between the Pacific and Atlantic 
across the top of North America, the 

main focus of Arctic Ambitions: Cap-
tain Cook and the Northwest Passage 
will be on the North Pacific, the 
Bering Sea and the Arctic Ocean. 
Cook and his companions not only 
mapped much of the American 
coastline for the first time, but 
also encountered different groups 
of native peoples, in most cases es-

tablishing first contact. The exhibition 
will explore this survey of the coast and 

these encounters, using Cook’s experience 
in the Arctic as a lens through which to look 

at the Northwest Passage today, which due to 
the rapid melting of sea ice is becoming navigable for longer peri-
ods of time each year. Parallels will be drawn between the legacy 
of Cook’s “opening” of the Northwest Coast and global warm-
ing’s “opening” of the Arctic, with its implications for aboriginal 
cultures, resource exploitation, the need for credible charts and 
the complex issues surrounding sovereignty. 

Arctic Ambitions will feature as many as 300 original items––
models, navigational instruments, charts, maps, manuscripts, 
and pieces collected from Native Americans encountered dur-
ing the voyage––borrowed from museums, libraries, archives, 
and private collections in England, Europe, Australia, New Zea-
land, Canada, and the United States. It will be complemented 
by educational and public programming, an interactive website, 
a symposium, and an extensively illustrated companion book 
with essays by today’s leading scholars in the relevant fields of 
history, anthropology, and science. 

MOWACHAHT CONCEPTS OF OWNERSHIP AND POSSESSION WENT BEYOND PHYSICAL OBJECTS. 
THEY ALSO CLAIMED OWNERSHIP OF NAMES, SONGS, AND DANCES.

Captain 
James 
Cook
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more than a year earlier. His celebrity gained momentum after 
news of his death reached England. It made the front pages of 
contemporary newspapers like the London Courant, albeit 11 
months after the fact. His fateful third voyage ensured Cook’s 
fame. Europeans believed that the Hawaiians had glorified 
and elevated him to a divine level, that he had not simply 
died at the hands of locals in a fit of rage. This encouraged the 
glorification of Cook’s memory to the highest order of celebrity 
in Britain. As a result, the entire first edition of Cook’s post-
humous voyage journal was reportedly sold out in three days. 

The popularity of Pacific materials in European museum 
exhibits was closely linked to the increasing popularity of 
Cook, the man and myth. As J. C. H. King explains: 

On arrival in London in 1780 these things from Cook’s last 
voyage provided, for the very first time in a public museum, a 

comprehensive display of material from Pacific North America. 
At the time a gallery was created, the South Seas Room, for 
the display of this Mowachaht material [along] with Polynesian 
collections. It was designed not as an explanation of Native life 
but as a silent memorial to Cook. 

T he many objects Cook collected at Nootka 
Sound became curiosities and icons for 18th-
century Europeans. Western academics be-
lieved that they could understand faraway 

peoples from the accumulated material culture at hand. 
Travel to the Pacific for firsthand experience was unat-
tainable for most. Cabinets full of tangible examples of 
Pacific cultures would have to suffice. Immediately after 
their arrival in London in the 1780s, items acquired from 
Cook’s contacts in the Pacific became the core of popular 

exhibits at both the Leverian and British Museums, feed-
ing European hunger for the exotic. 

Objects collected on Cook’s third expedition also pro-
vided an opportunity for viewers to reflect on what it meant 
to be European. They exhibited characteristics completely 
exotic compared to objects used in everyday British life. As 
writer Edward Said and others have described, exotic foreign 
peoples represented an “other” against which the concept of 
Britishness was actively created. 

When Cook’s crew returned to Britain, the country was 
experiencing significant advances in science and technology. 
On the other hand, crime and poverty were rampant. Some 
researchers believe that Cook’s observations contain uncer-
tainties as to the positive effects of exporting the European 
value system to newly encountered peoples. Thus the objects 
brought back and displayed from Cook’s voyages would have 
met with two simultaneous interpretations of Pacific peoples: 
as models of simplicity untainted by European vice and as sav-
age pagans in need of civilization. 

Cook remains a celebrity. Exhibits of objects associated 
with Cook continue with great success. In a recent article, 
Steven Hooper described the frenzy that arose surrounding 
a walking stick purportedly made from the club used to kill 
Captain Cook at Kealakekua Bay, Hawaii. It eventually sold 
at auction in 2003 for $250,000, despite the lack of any sup-
porting evidence as to its provenance. 

Hooper attributes this to the “Captain Cook phenomenon,” 
which generally results in a tenfold increase in value for any ob-
ject associated with Cook. Hooper speculates that because no 
actual corpus and burial site remain, there is no focus for cult-
like behavior. Extra emphasis is therefore placed on objects 
associated with the man, especially his death. Dealers strive 
to prove Cook ties in order to gain status through association. 
Today’s museum visitors and antique dealers have as much in-
terest in Captain Cook as did his contemporaries. 

Cook collection artifacts entered a third “chapter” in their 
existence when the function of the objects as ceremonial in-
struments and their status as Captain Cook mementoes were 
put aside. Their form came to be analyzed with solely aesthetic 
criteria, and they acquired new meaning as art. Northwest 
Coast style and form were defined and cataloged by 20th-
century scholars such as Franz Boas and Bill Holm. In his text 
Primitive Art, Boas describes the shapes and forms used to con-
vey specific ideas. Some artisans and craftsmen of the day began 
to use these works as textbooks, and their artwork 
often followed the prescribed forms. 

Art scholars and dealers now had defini-
tive texts by which to evaluate the authen-
ticity and quality of Northwest Coast art. 
Through defining and cataloging, Boas and Holm may 
have inadvertently placed strict limitations on native 
creativity. Interest in Northwest Coast art by academics 

and anthropologists appears to have dramatically affected the 
production of modern First Nations material culture. 

Objects collected by Cook and his crew are held in espe-
cially high regard by historians because they display unique 
precontact proto-Northwest Coast characteristics. Researchers 
believe that prior to European contact, remarkably similar styles 
of decoration were used in communities as far north as the Alas-
kan coast and as far south as Puget Sound in Washington. Pre-
contact Nuu-chah-nulth objects show little surface decoration. 
After European contact, styles all over the Northwest Coast 
evolved quickly. Decoration using patterns and slits was used 
to enhance central icons and symbols. The reason behind such 
dramatic stylistic change after European contact is a matter of 
speculation. Perhaps more intricately decorated objects were 
found to fetch more highly valued goods at barter. 

Northwest Coast art pieces remain popular. Artists and 
craftsmen from this geographic and cultural group continue to 
produce high-quality creative and traditional objects. Potlatch 
traditions expand and new objects are continually needed for 
ceremonies. Outsiders are still fascinated by Northwest Coast 
artifacts, and the market for them keeps grow. 

T oday Western museums often seek to portray Cook 
collection objects simultaneously as ethnographic 
specimens and mementoes of Cook’s expedition. 
This most recent “chapter” of their history has 

proved to be the most complex. At the British Museum, some 
Mowachaht objects from the Cook contact period appear in 
the “Enlightenment Gallery.” This room is decorated to reflect 
the 18th-century style of European cabinets of curiosity. In this 
environment, the museum hopes to tell the story of the forma-
tion of the British Museum collection. Eighteenth-century 
ethnographic specimens are housed next to navigational chro-
nometers, sextants, and compasses. 

Exhibit panels explain that early explorers gathered ethno-
graphic collections intended to represent “customs and cul-
tures from around the world.” One case holds a Wedgewood 
cameo of Captain Cook along with a Mowachaht bowl, comb, 
and bark beater collected by his crew. The ornamentation on 
the Mowachaht objects is described along with possible uses 
and social status associated with their ownership. In this en-
vironment, the artifacts shed part of their character as Mowa-
chaht objects and gain cultural significance as mementoes of 
British heritage and the cult of Captain Cook. However, the 
curators are careful to explain that while they may have been 
considered “curiosities” when collected, “we now see them as 

examples of the art and culture of 
the people he met.” 

Other Mowachaht ob-
jects held by the Brit-
ish Museum are exhib-

ited in the North American 

ABOVE: Captain Cook found the Mowachaht people at 
Yuquot friendly and welcoming. Expedition artist John 
Webber drew this scene of crew members interacting—
probably trading—with the village inhabitants in front 
of their dwellings.

LEFT: Mowachaht man and woman, rendered by Webber 
during the Cook expedition’s sojourn at Yuquot. The 
Mowachahts were shrewd traders. Most likely, Webber 
had to offer something in exchange for being allowed to 
draw their likenesses.

ITEMS ACQUIRED FROM COOK’S CONTACTS IN THE PACIFIC BECAME THE CORE OF 
POPULAR EXHIBITS...FEEDING EUROPEAN HUNGER FOR THE EXOTIC.
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Temple of Justice Centennial

IN EARLY 1913, when the Supreme Court, Attorney General’s Office, and State Law Library 
moved into the Temple of Justice, it looked much different from the way it does today. In 
commemorating the 100th anniversary of the Temple of Justice this year, we look back at the 

partially completed building that did not receive its sandstone exterior and marble interior finishes 
until 1919 and 1920 (inset), and waited until the early 1920s for its fine furnishings. Nevertheless, 

it was the first of the Capitol Group, designed by 
architects Wilder and White, which transformed 
“Capitol Place”—Olympia’s acropolis—into the 
majestic assemblage of buildings we have today. 
For more information about the Temple of Justice 
Centennial and associated events, visit www. 
templecentennial.wa.gov/. ◆

HISTORY IN THE NEWS

anthropological gallery. This room displays both historic 
and contemporary examples of material culture from tribes 
in Canada and the United States. One section of the gallery 
focuses specifically on the Mowachaht. Text panels explain 
Nuu-chah-nulth regional movement, social stratification, 
and population changes since European contact. Descrip-
tions of the items explain their traditional ceremonial uses. 
Half the objects selected for display were collected during 
the Cook expedition. This includes wooden rattles that were 
shaken at the British ships as they approached Nootka Sound 
and wooden masks given to Cook by tribal elders. 

Here the Cook collection objects represent excellent ex-
amples of precontact First Nations material culture. Although 
this gallery falls within the ethnographic department of the 
British Museum, a large amount of historical information on 
Captain Cook is included in the display. The museum must 
have many examples of Northwest Coast tribal material, yet 
curators have specifically chosen to illustrate the Mowachaht 
tribe. Many Cook objects are displayed in the limited space 
available to showcase all U.S. and Canadian cultures. No 
doubt the exhibit curators understand their visiting public. 
These particular objects pique visitors’ interest and feed the 
public’s insatiable fascination with celebrity. Even today, these 

items have failed to shake off their associa-
tion with the persona of Captain Cook. 

Modern museum displays emphasize 
the links between early Mowachaht 

materials and European history. 

Cook collections continue to provide a focal point of 
disagreement between Mowachaht and European systems of 
knowledge. In Europe, the Mowachaht objects have come 
to act as ambassadors of a faraway culture. They are tangible 
yet somewhat detached from the Mowachaht people, having 
become entrenched in the celebrity of Captain Cook. Once 
Cook objects left Vancouver Island on the Discovery and Res-
olution, they did not meet Mowachaht eyes again for two cen-
turies. In 1979 the British Museum held an exhibition com-
memorating Cook’s death. On this occasion, Jerry Jack was 
probably the first Mowachaht ever to visit the museum. Some 
First Nation communities still hold Europeans accountable 
for the great change and population devastation that took 
place soon after first contact. Evidence of early encounters, 
like Cook objects, accentuates these negative emotions. 

By the time Cook entered Nootka Sound in 1778, the Pacific 
coast of North America had been inhabited by Native Ameri-
cans for hundreds and in some cases thousands of years. From 

the Mowachaht perspective, the future of objects collected by 
Cook and his crew is clear. Long before Cook arrived, the Mowa-
chaht had a developed idea of property rights. Regardless of the 
fact that the terms of the 1778 exchange were agreed upon by 
the trading Mowachaht, the objects that were brought back to 
Britain are regarded by the Mowachaht-Muchalaht First Na-
tion (MMFN) as part of the direct inherited rights of specific 
chiefs. Their status as “Cook Collection” objects obscures their 
importance as part of Nuu-chah-nulth cultural heritage. As a 
nation, they would prefer to build tribal facilities where they can 
safely house their own cultural heritage. If the objects cannot 
be returned, the MMFN believes the tribe should at least have 
authority over their presentation and interpretation. 

T he future of Cook collection artifacts is compli-
cated by contrasting Mowachaht and European 
perspectives. Objects collected at Friendly Cove 
in 1778 have come to represent both the cultural 

group that constructed them—precontact Nuu-chah-nulth 
people—and the cultural group that collected them—English 
explorers of the 18th century. In addition, they exhibit unique 
artistic aesthetics. During each chapter of their existence, 
the objects acquired new meanings and values. They are not 
simply ethnographic specimens, reminders of Cook, or pieces 
of art. They have the ability to represent every phase of their 
life history. By manipulating the environment in which they 
are displayed and selecting interpretive information, museum 

curators influence how people view the artifacts. To 
facilitate relationships between museums and 
tribal groups, many museums welcome tribal 
guidance on interpretation and presentation of 
objects in their collections. The museums act as 

cultural middlemen, attempting to transmit knowl-
edge from tribal groups to their visiting public. 

The Washington State History Museum and Anchorage 
Museum have embarked on a joint exhibition focusing on 
Captain Cook’s time on the Northwest Coast. As this exhibi-
tion unfolds, it will be interesting to see how the Mowachaht 
artifacts are interpreted. Will they be displayed as remnants 
of Cook’s celebrity, as examples of 18th-century precontact 
tribal culture, as art, or a mixture of all three? To what extent 
will Mowachaht advice influence interpretation and display? 
In developing a plan for their joint endeavor these two mu-
seums face an interesting challenge, but they also have a 
unique opportunity to inaugurate an exciting new chapter 
in the “biography” of these historic artifacts. The ownership 
status and interpretation of the objects Cook collected have 
become the new unknown edges of the map. u

Originally from Washington, Lara Davenport-Ray now lives in the United 
Kingdom. She developed an interest in Captain Cook and the Mowachaht 
while completing a masters degree at the University of Cambridge.

OBJECTS COLLECTED AT FRIENDLY COVE IN 1778 HAVE COME TO REPRESENT BOTH THE CULTURAL 
GROUP THAT CONSTRUCTED THEM AND THE CULTURAL GROUP THAT COLLECTED THEM....
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P
opular ameriCan Culture seems to view Native American tribes 
as traditionally male dominated, led by warrior chiefs. History 
shows, however, that at least in the Northwest, the roles of men 
and women have been “complementary but equal,” as cultural 

anthropologist Lillian Ackerman put it in her well-regarded study of 
Columbia Plateau tribes. Ackerman explains that women owned the 
food they gathered and could trade any surplus for whatever they wanted. 

The female role of gatherer was seen as 
being on a level with the male roles of 
hunter and fisher. Women “appeared to 
have a great deal of informal political 
influence,” Ackerman wrote. Although 
most village chiefs were men, she found 
instances of women serving in that ca-
pacity before the reservation era.

Jumping to the more recent past—
beginning in the 1950s—we find that 
a number of forceful and effective 
Northwest Indian women have at-
tained tribal leadership positions and 
played key roles in furthering the in-
terests of their people. 

Lucy Covington (Colville)

Born in a tepee on the Colville 
Indian Reservation in north cen-
tral Washington, Lucy Covington 
(1910–1982) attended reservation 
elementary schools and graduated 
from Haskell Indian Boarding School, 
then continued her education at Kin-
man Business College in Spokane. 
She married fellow tribal member and 
construction worker John Covington 
in 1935, when Grand Coulee Dam was 
rising across the Columbia River on 
the edge of the Colville Reservation. 
She must have known that backwater 
from the dam would flood some of the 
Indians’ most productive farmland.

 With the entry of the United States 
into World War II, the Covingtons 

moved to Portland, where both worked 
in the shipyards. John Covington later 
went into the SeaBees—the U.S. Navy 
Construction Battalions—and served 

WOMEN OF POWER

in the Pacific while Lucy Covington 
continued to weld new ships in Port-
land. After the war, the couple moved 
to the reservation and began raising 
cattle, a major enterprise on Colville 
lands. “If an Indian doesn’t have land, 
he has nothing” became Lucy’s abiding 
principle, according to Charles Wilkin-
son in Blood Struggle, the Rise of Modern 
Indian Nations.

Between the mid 1950s and mid 
1960s, the U.S. government focused 
its Indian assimilation efforts on “ter-
mination”—of tribal status and ties to 
the federal government. Covington 
was vehemently against termination. 
She won her initial term on the Col-
ville Business Council—the govern-
ing body of the Colville Confederated 
Tribes—in 1956 as the first termina-
tions were taking effect and members 
of Congress were pushing additional 
legislation to end more tribal ties to 
the federal government. Her elevation 
to a position of tribal leadership was 
something of a rarity for women in the 
mid 1950s. John Covington’s death 
in an auto accident in 1958 left Lucy 
to manage the cattle ranch alone, but 

she remained on the council, serving a 
term as president.

Many Colvilles favored termination 
in the 1960s. So did Senator Henry M. 
Jackson, D-WA, chair of the Senate 
Interior and Insular Affairs Commit-
tee, which then had jurisdiction over 
Indian legislation, and Representative 
Tom Foley, D-WA, elected in 1964 and 
on his way up the ladder to becoming 
speaker of the House. To many tribal 
members, especially those living in 
poverty, the idea of money to be gained 
by liquidating the reservation and di-
viding the proceeds looked good. The 
Colvilles estimated that selling their 
reservation would give each member of 
the tribe around $30,000.

Although internal and external 
pressure on the Colvilles to accept ter-
mination mounted steadily through the 
1960s, Covington remained adamant—
the tribe should keep its land for future 
generations. In hindsight, the Colville 
situation seems almost an anomaly, 
considering that the policy was losing 
its appeal nationally. 

In 1970 the Colville Business Coun-
cil appeared to be on the verge of ap-
proving termination. Covington, who 
had been financing lobbying trips to 
Washington, D.C., by selling some of 
her cattle, called for reinforcements. 
She asked Charles Trimble, a founder 
of the American Indian Press Associa-
tion, to come to the Colville Reserva-
tion, publish a newspaper, and help 
her mount a campaign to promote 
anti-termination candidates for the 
business council. Covington met him 
in Spokane where, he said, “She sat me 
down in a room at the Indian Center 
there and told me what she expected of 
me. She wanted a newspaper that would 
tell what a tribe means to its people and 
its true worth to them in terms of land, 
natural resources, and most of all their 
cultural heritage.” She had a name for 
the paper, Our Heritage, and described 
the logo she wanted for it.

Both the newspaper and the accom-
panying advertising campaign empha-
sized that termination was no guarantee 
that tribal members would get rich; in 
fact, the real gains would go to timber 

interests, paper mills, land developers, 
and banks. In an appeal to voters in Our 
Heritage, Covington wrote, 

I have been against termination—the 
giving up of Indian rights, the selling 
out of Indian lands from Indian owner-
ship. In fighting against the termination 
bills, I have worked against the strat-
egy of misleading public opinion polls, 
against inaccurate promises to Indian 
people, and against an inert majority 
on the council.

When votes were tallied for the 
May 8, 1971, election, nine of Coving-
ton’s anti-termination candidates were 
elected to the 14-member council. The 
termination issue was dead, an outcome 
that effectively brought the termina-
tion era to a close nationwide.

The Association on American In-
dian Affairs created an award in Cov-
ington’s honor. A council member for 
24 years and chair for one term, she 
remained on the council until 1980, 
advocating for Indian rights and im-
proved Indian education. Since then, 
more than half a dozen Northwest 
tribes have elected women to their top 
executive post.

Dee Pigsley (Siletz)

A niCHe for women leaders opened 
along the Oregon Coast when tribes 
that had been terminated began efforts 
to win back their tribal status and to 
establish a government and economic 
stability. One of the first of these women 
was Delores (Dee) Pigsley, of the Siletz 
Tribe. She grew up on the grounds of 
the Chemawa Indian School at Salem, 
Oregon, where her parents were em-
ployed. She worked there for a time at 
the post office and was employed by the 
Social Security Administration in Sa-
lem when the Siletz became the second 
tribe in the nation to attain restoration 
of its federal status. 

Pigsley won election to the interim 
council for planning, organization, 
and development. Three years later, 
in 1980, when the tribe adopted a 
constitution and elected a permanent 
governing council, she became its 

Pacific Northwest Women in Roles of Tribal Leadership

By Roberta Ulrich

BELOW: Lucy Covington (right) poses 
outside a teepee with her mother, 

Nellie Moses Friedlander, (center) and 
grandmother, Mary Moses (seated), 

widow of the famed Chief Moses. The 
woman standing at left is tentatively 
identified as Emily Penner. Covington 

was a successful cattle rancher as well 
as a fierce defender of tribal sovereignty. 

FACING PAGE: Dee Pigsley, one of the 
longest-serving tribal chairmen in the 

Pacific Northwest, has led the Siletz  
into innovative programs.

Sam
 Beebe, Ecotrust

#
cg

19
6b

17
f1

90
, W

ill
ia

m
 C

om
pt

on
 B

ro
w

n 
C

ol
le

ct
io

n,
 W

SU
 L

ib
ra

ri
es

, M
A

SC



COLUMBIA 25 FALL 2013COLUMBIA 24 FALL 2013

chair. It fell to her to lead the tribe as 
it established social services and an 
economic base.

The Siletz faced enormous problems. 
A survey by a consulting firm showed 
that more than a third of tribal mem-
bers within its eight-county service area 
were living below the poverty level. 
Median family income for all tribal 
families was less than half the state aver-
age. There were severe alcohol-related 
health issues in nearly every family. 
More than a quarter of tribal families 
lived in substandard housing. 

As Pigsley’s tenure began, the tribe 
settled its dispute with the state over 
fishing and hunting rights—an issue 
that had come close to derailing the 
tribe’s restoration efforts. Another 
agreement, this one with the federal 
government, provided the tribe over 
3,000 acres of forest land, supplying the 
basis for a modest logging business. 

 Pigsley led the tribe through a 
major shift in its relationship with 
the federal government. Called self-
governance, the policy permits a tribe 
to manage the money allocated for its 
programs, such as health care and edu-
cation, without government supervi-
sion. Although the tribes must account 
for the money, they are free to design 
their own programs. The Siletz Tribe 
was among the first few dozen in the 
nation to take on full responsibility for 
its own programs. 

Pigsley also led the tribe through the 
long, contentious process of developing 
a casino. Governor Barbara Roberts ve-
toed the tribe’s first choice of a site near 
Salem. Residents of Lincoln City, on 
the Oregon Coast, raised a storm of pro-
test when the second choice, just north 
of the town, was approved. Criticism 
died down as the tribe, including its 
casino, became one of the area’s major 
employers and casino visitors brought 
additional commerce to the seaside 
town. It also helped that the Siletz, like 
other tribes, contributed large sums of 
money to local causes.

A no-nonsense administrator, Pig-
sley, who remains chair, keeps her 
tribe focused on the future. She told 
the crowd at a tribal gathering held 

to celebrate the 25th anniversary of 
restoration, “We’ll continue to ad-
vance our social, economic, and po-
litical initiatives in a manner that 
respects the sovereign rights of other 
Indian tribes, the state of Oregon, and 
 local governments.”

Sue Shaffer (Cow Creek Band)

Seemingly, sue sHaffer was born to 
be chair of the Cow Creek Band of the 
Umpqua Tribe of Indians in southern 
Oregon, a position she held for over 
a quarter century (1983–2010). Her 
grandmother, mother, and then Shaf-
fer herself kept the tribal records while 
the government ignored the band for 
most of a century, despite a ratified 
treaty. A small, slender woman, she 
uses facts and figures to make her argu-
ments. She does not raise her voice. 
She sees goals clearly and does not let 
anything deter her.

Ironically, termination gave Shaf-
fer the opportunity to attain the tribal 
recognition she had been seeking for 
so long. The government had included 
the Cow Creek Band among the tribes 
in the Oregon Termination Act of 
1954—a fact tribal members learned 
years later. When other tribes began 
seeking to reverse their terminations in 
the 1970s, Shaffer saw a chance. 

Gathering historical fact and legal 
expertise, the band first filed suit seek-
ing compensation—promised but never 
paid—for 800 square miles of land the 
Cow Creeks ceded to the government 
in 1853. The band then began seeking 
recognition from the federal govern-
ment. While the government negotiated 
a settlement of the Cow Creek claim, 
it balked at recognizing the tribe, even 
though it had tacitly admitted recogni-
tion when it included the Cow Creeks 
in the 1954 termination act.

Led by Shaffer, the Cow Creeks went 
to area congressman Jim Weaver. He 
introduced a bill, which was quickly 
passed, granting the Cow Creeks recog-
nition as of December 1982. Banking its 
$1.5 million settlement, the tribe drew 
only the interest and used that money 
to purchase small pieces of land as sites 
upon which to establish businesses.

Shaffer then set about making the 
Cow Creek Band a major economic and 
social factor in Douglas County. After 
Congress passed the Indian Gaming 
Regulatory Act in 1988, the Cow Creeks 
became the first Oregon tribe to get into 
the gambling business, building a modest 
establishment in 1992 and later expand-
ing it into a major casino and hotel that 
drew travelers off busy Interstate 5. 

With Shaffer at the helm, the tribe 
asserted its sovereign right to be free of 
state and local taxes and regulations. 
Then it scrupulously built all its projects 
to state and local building code stan-
dards, paid local fire departments the 
equivalent of taxes for fire protection, 
and paid state police for some regulatory 
activities on tribal land. Even before 
its casino-fueled affluence, the tribe 
donated $25,000 when the city of Can-
yonville needed $103,000 in match-
ing funds to obtain a federal grant for 

water system improvements. Since then 
the tribe has shared its profits with its 
neighbors, granting millions of dollars 
to local nonprofits.

While overseeing the tribe’s es-
tablishment of a dozen enterprises, 
construction of a tribal headquarters 
building and a medical clinic, Shaffer 
also participated in a number of service 
organizations, including the National 
Congress of American Indians, the Can-
yonville Park Board, Affiliated Tribes 
of Northwest Indians, Oregon Council 
for the Humanities, Native American 
Rights Fund, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
Auxiliary, and a host of others. She has 
been honored by numerous organiza-
tions for her civic contributions.

In keeping with Shaffer’s philosophy, 
the Cow Creek Band has produced job 
opportunities and instituted low-cost 
health insurance for tribal members 
and a college scholarship program, but 
it does not make regular payments to 
tribal members. She commented at a 
1998 congressional hearing: 

Tribal development efforts continue 
to focus on benefiting our surround-
ing communities as well as our tribal 
membership, and we have not asked 
for any handouts or bail-outs…. It has 
always been our tribal philosophy and 
practice to build our communities (tribal 
and nontribal) in a cooperative manner 
for the common good in furthering our 
desire to help build and support strong 
and independent families.

Shaffer was officially Cow Creek chair 
from restoration in 1982 until 2010. Prior 
to recognition, she was de facto chair. 
Now in her 90s, she continues her in-
volvement in civic activities.

Kathryn Harrison (Grand Ronde)

KatHryn Harrison spent most of her 
childhood and adult life some distance 
from her father’s tribe, the Grand Ronde, 
but she always knew she was would go 
home someday and help her people. The 
road there was long and difficult. She 
was orphaned by a flu epidemic, raised in 
foster homes, sent to Chemawa Indian 
School, and married at a young age to 

a husband who returned from World 
War II an alcoholic. Divorced with five 
children still at home, she became a 
licensed practical nurse and a drug and 
alcohol counselor.

As the Siletz Tribe began efforts 
to reestablish itself during the void 
of termination, it invited Harrison to 
help create a tribal alcohol treatment 
program. In doing this, she became 
active in tribal affairs and was eventu-
ally elected to the tribal council, even 
though she was not a member of that 
tribe. As a council member she traveled 
to Washington, D.C., to plead for the 
tribe’s restoration. The Siletz became 
the first tribe in Oregon to win re-recog-
nition. That experience, Harrison said, 
helped prepare her for the Grand Ronde 
restoration efforts a few years later.

 She was working in Coos County as 
a counselor dealing with county jail in-
mates when a drunken threat propelled 
her home to Grand Ronde as the tribe 
was beginning its efforts to regain rec-
ognition. Although a core group had 
continued to hold meetings during the 
termination years, many members had 
scattered in search of jobs. As enroll-
ment clerk, Harrison set out to find 
them. She started with people she knew 

and got them to make lists of people they 
knew. She went door to door in search of 
those on the final tribal roll in the 1950s 
or their descendants. She drove down 
every road in the Grand Ronde area 
and eventually collected 1,000 names. 
When Congressman Les AuCoin agreed 
to sponsor legislation to restore the tribe, 
he said he would need material to show 
that the surrounding community ap-
proved of the tribe’s return. Harrison, by 
that time community coordinator for the 
tribe, went back to knocking on doors. 
She and others collected 103 letters of 
support from city and county officials, 
civic groups, business people, and neigh-
boring tribal governments.

 When she and four other tribal 
members paid their own way to Wash-
ington, D.C., to testify in support of 
the restoration, she took her son and 
daughter along to witness the historic 
moment. Harrison led off the tribal tes-
timony saying, “We are speaking up to-
day for our right to exist.” She made the 
point that the land given up by the tribe 
beginning in the 1800s could have been 
supporting tribal members all those 
years and that the services the govern-
ment provides to Indians is payment for 
that land. “We feel we paid, more than 

ABOVE: Sue Shaffer led the tiny Cow 
Creek Band to financial success that also 
boosted the economy of Canyonville and 

Roseburg, Oregon. 

FACING PAGE: Kathryn Harrison (in 
foreground) is flanked by her daughter 

Karen and son Frank at a 1983 congressional 
hearing on the Grand Ronde tribal 

restoration. Harrison took Karen to witness 
the historic event and the girl wound up 

testifying on behalf of tribal youth.
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adequately, when we gave up valuable 
land in exchange for smaller, less valu-
able parcels,” she said. “These services 
are due for our people; we’ve already 
paid dearly for all of them.” The restora-
tion breezed through Congress without 
opposition, and the Grand Ronde Tribe 
was restored in 1983.

 Harrison was elected to the tribal 
council and served 27 years, including 
three terms as president, before she 
retired in 2001 at the age of 77. The 
tribe then named her an ambassador 
to other tribes, non-Indian organi-
zations, and government agencies, 
where her friendly, low-key approach 
won friends and allies for the Grand 
Ronde people. While chair she presid-
ed over the tribe’s eye-popping growth 
as its Spirit Mountain Casino, 60 
miles west of Portland, became Ore-
gon’s top tourist attraction. The profits 
were poured into construction—a 
handsome tribal headquarters, hous-
ing subdivisions, a full-service medi-
cal clinic, plus services for tribal mem-
bers and donations to community 
organizations and projects. By 2006 
the Grand Ronde Tribe had donated 
more than $35 million to nonprofit 
organizations. 

Harrison served on the tribal coun-
cil from 1984 to 2001, and chaired the 
council from 1995 to 2001. She managed 
to remain deeply involved in state and 
intertribal organizations where her com-
mon sense approach gained widespread 
respect for both herself and her tribe and 
served on the boards of numerous Indian 
and non-Indian civic entities, receiving 
achievement and service awards for her 
contributions. She remains active in or-
ganizations and continues to speak her 
mind at tribal meetings.

Lavina Washines (Yakama)

AltHougH wasHington tribes did not 
face the trauma of termination, as did 
so many of their Oregon neighbors, 
they had other battles to fight. The Ya-
kama Nation, whose 1.13-million-acre 
reservation spreads across south central 
Washington, has had its own struggles, 
many of them related to salmon fish-
ing. The late Lavina Washines (1940–

2011), who served as tribal chair in 
2006 and 2007, was in the thick of those 
battles, both in and out of office. While 
growing up she learned the traditional 
ways of gathering and preparing food 
and insisted that young tribal members 
learn those skills to pass on to future 
generations. Yet she embraced modern 
American culture when it would en-
hance the lives of the Yakama people.

Salmon remain central to Yakama 
traditions, and their diminishing num-
bers have been a primary concern of 
the tribe. As chair, Washines could 
point with pride to the three tribal 
hatcheries already in operation and 
the fourth being constructed under 
her tenure. She was equally support-
ive of the modern technology used to 
can and freeze fish at the intertribal 
facility on the Columbia River’s north 
shore. She delighted in the revival 
of a traditional skill, the making of a 
steelhead-based food called “sumpts.” 
Washines described the delicacy as 
dried, coarse like bran—sometimes 
with huckleberries added—and mixed 
into other foods.

One of the highlights of her tenure 
as chair was the tribe’s acquisition of 
Lyle Point, a traditional fishing site on 
the north shore of the Columbia near 
Lyle. Washines had long been active in 
the river tribe’s decades-long effort to 
replace traditional Yakama fishing sites 
that had been destroyed in 1939 by the 
construction of Bonneville Dam. When 
development of a housing complex 
was planned for one of the proposed 
replacements—privately owned Lyle 
Point—in the early 2000s, Indians and 
environmentalists both objected. The 
development plan was halted when the 
Trust for Public Land purchased the 
property. Two years later the Yakama 
Nation bought it and restored its status 
as a tribal fishing site. 

Throughout her life, particularly as 
council chair, Washines was adamant 
about protecting the Yakamas’ sover-
eignty and challenging the state gov-
ernment’s attempts to exert jurisdiction 
over Indian lands. While remaining 
wary, she also worked at promoting 
good relations with the state. 

Washines sometimes took a concil-
iatory view. Tempers ran high in March 
2007 when the mayor of Toppenish, 
the city adjacent to Yakama Nation 
headquarters, made public remarks 
that were interpreted as disparaging 
to Indians. Washines stepped in, “The 
Yakama Nation people and the citizens 
of Toppenish must coexist in harmony 
on the same landscape the best we 
possibly can, regardless of political dif-
ferences, as we have since the city was 
incorporated in 1907. We don’t want 
to make a big issue or have this nega-
tively impact the tribe any more than 
it already has.”

In an interview, Washines later 
said, “We respect everybody. We want 
to live in harmony with all people. 
We’re here for good; we are not leav-
ing. We must learn to get along. We 
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will never consent to assimilation. 
Our way is strong.”

Fawn Sharp (Quinault)

THe Quinault indian Nation elected 
one woman, Fawn Sharp, to succeed 
another, Pearl Capoeman Baller. Sharp 
is an attorney who was introduced to le-
gal issues as a child attending Northwest 
Indian Fisheries Commission (NWIFC) 
meetings with her mother. Sharp’s 
mother worked for longtime Quinault 
chair Joe DeLaCruz, and Sharp was 
exposed to innumerable discussions re-
lated to the Boldt Decision, which was a 
key element in the Indian fishing rights 
conflicts of the 1970s. She graduated 
from Gonzaga University in Spokane at 
the age of 19. After receiving her juris 
doctorate from the University of Wash-
ington Law School in 1995, she worked 
as a private attorney in Aberdeen and 
served as an administrative law judge for 
the State of Washington before going to 
work for her tribe. 

Sharp told UW Law, the University 
of Washington Law School’s alumni 
magazine, that she always planned to 
return to her tribe but did not concen-
trate on Indian law. Instead, she studied 
commercial, contract, and tax law with 
an eye to helping the tribe become eco-
nomically independent. A classmate 
recalled her as “the class dynamo.” She 
joined the Quinault government as a 
staff attorney and became, in succes-
sion, managing attorney, associate judge 
of the Quinault Tribal Court, and direc-
tor/secretary of the tribal Enterprises 
Board. The tribe owns a casino-resort 
on the Washington Coast and encour-
ages tribal entrepreneurs.

Sharp was elected president of the 
tribe in March 2006. Like officials of 
most small governments, she deals 
with finding sources of revenue to sup-
port government administration and 
human services. There are also the 
health and poverty issues that affect 
most tribes, but she has one problem 
few tribal leaders face: with 23 miles of 
Pacific Ocean shoreline, the Quinault 
people are especially vulnerable to a 
tsunami like the one that struck Japan 
in 2011. Under Sharp’s leadership the 

tribe has developed a detailed coastal 
evacuation plan.

In addition to her work for a number 
of local, national, and even interna-
tional associations and service organi-
zations, in 2012 Sharp became the first 
woman elected president of the Affili-
ated Tribes of Northwest Indians, made 
up of 57 tribes in the region. Back in 
December 2010 she introduced Presi-
dent Obama at a news conference after 
his meeting with national tribal leaders. 
In 2011 she served as spokesman for her 
tribe in opposing construction of two 
dams on the Chehalis River. “We fear 
that constructing the dams would add 
to the sad legacy of problems caused 
by decades of neglect and damage to 
ecological processes that are vital to 
the salmon resources protected by our 
treaty with the United States,” she 
said. This issue brings her full circle to 
the days when she sat with crayons and 

coloring book, listening to discussions 
of the Boldt decision. 

THis is only a sampling of Pacific North-
west women who are or have been in 
roles of tribal leadership. There are many 
others, including Rebecca Miles, who 
at 32, became the youngest chair in the 
history of the Nez Perce Tribe. Lillian 
Ackerman wrote that early missionaries 
found tribal women “haughty and inde-
pendent.” Today’s women tribal leaders 
could hardly be described as “haughty,” 
but they do carry a proud tradition of 
self-confidence, strength of character, 
and determination. {

Roberta Ulrich grew up in Pullman and gradu-
ated from Washington State University. Her 
50-plus years of newspaper reporting included 
25 years with United Press International and 
13 at The Oregonian. She is author of American 
Indian Nations from Termination to Restoration, 
1953–2006 (University of Nebraska Press, 2010).

BELOW: Lavina Washines clung to 
traditional Yakama ways while using 
modern methods and technology to 

improve the lives of tribal members and 
protect tribal sovereignty. She was a 

particularly forceful advocate of  
the Yakamas’ fishing rights. 

FACING PAGE: Fawn Sharp is part of a 
new, mostly college educated generation 

of tribal leaders taking on myriad legal, 
environmental, and social issues at local, 

regional, and national levels.



CALL FOR PAPERS
 The theme of the 65th Pacific Northwest History Confer-
ence is “Citizenships in the Pacific Northwest.” The con-
ference is set to take place April 3–5, 2014, in Vancouver, 
Washington. Proposals are due October 28, 2013.

 The Washington State Historical Society, perma-
nent sponsor of the conference, invites proposals for 
sessions, panels, posters, and workshops on the “Citi-
zenships” theme and on topics related to next year’s 
125th Anniversary of Washington Statehood. For 
more information, visit: www.washingtonhistory.org/
support/heritage/pnwhc/.
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Lincoln and Oregon Country 
Politics in the Civil War Era 
By Richard W. Etulain. Corvallis: Oregon State 
University Press, 2013; 244 pp., $19.95 paper.

Reviewed by Michael F. Conlin.

In Lincoln and Oregon Country: Politics in the Civil War Era, 
Western historian Richard Etulain argues that not only 
did the 16th president have “persisting political links” to 

the modern-day states of Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and 
Montana, but also that “no national figure did more than 
Abraham Lincoln to shape regional politics in the Oregon 
Country in the 1860s.” Etulain succeeds brilliantly on the 
first point; on the second, he is less convincing.

Etulain opens his narrative with President Zachary Taylor 
rewarding Lincoln, a loyal western Whig, with first the secre-
taryship of Oregon Territory, and then, after the frontier lawyer 
declined that offer, the governorship of that far-flung place. Of 
course, Lincoln chose not to become an Oregonian, but several 
of his close friends and political confidants did. It is through the 
political activities of David Logan, Anson G. Henry, Simeon 
Francis, and Edward D. Baker that Lincoln received news about 
the Oregon Country. These four men were first Whigs and then 
Republicans, swimming against the prevailing Democratic cur-
rent in Oregon and Washington Territory. 

As most Pacific Northwesterners favored the solution to the 
vexing problem of slavery in the western territories offered by 
Lincoln’s rival Stephen A. Douglas—popular sovereignty—
even Lincoln’s personal friends and political allies compromised 
the Republican Party’s and Lincoln’s free soil stance in the run-
up to the election of 1860. As president, Lincoln’s influence 
came almost exclusively by appointing officials to territorial 
governments for Washington, Idaho, and Montana. This ten-
sion between Lincoln’s principles and the conservatism of the 
Democratic majority in the Oregon Country meant that many 
of Lincoln’s appointments—Caleb Lyon as Idaho’s second ter-
ritorial governor is a classic example—were unable to win the 
support of their constituents and thus were ineffective at best.

Etulain uses Lincoln’s links to the “Far Corner” as a way of 
effectively demonstrating how Americans in the Oregon Coun-
try closely followed and fully participated in the national debate 
over the westward expansion of slavery in the 1850s and war, 
emancipation, conscription, and taxation during the Civil War 

years. In doing so, Etulain challenges Robert W. Johannsen’s 
depiction of Pacific Northwesterners as taking little interest in 
the sectional conflict between the North and the South during 
the 1850s and early 1860s and instead focusing on local and 
regional matters like internal improvements, Indian subjugation 
and removal, and so on. Indeed, Pacific Northwesterners reacted 
to national developments in much the same way as Americans 
from the Lower North, in particular the southern third of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois; and also from the Upper South, in particu-
lar Missouri. As many Oregonians originally hailed from those 
states, Etulain’s findings make perfect sense.

Etulain’s fine study of politics during the Civil War era 
will surely find a place in the classrooms of instructors in the 
Northwest keen to show how Pacific Northwesterners reacted 
to the same issues that stirred their eastern compatriots to 
secession, civil war, and emancipation during the tumultuous 
years from 1848 to 1865.

Michael F. Conlin is an associate professor of history at Eastern Washington 
University. He received his Ph.D. from the University of Illinois. His current 
project shows how the popular understanding of the Constitution shaped 
and fueled the sectional conflict over slavery that culminated in Southern 
secession and the Civil War.

Nisei Soldiers Break Their Silence
Coming Home to Hood River
By Linda Tamura. Seattle: University of Washington 
Press, 2012; 368 pp., $24.95 paper.

Reviewed by Dr. Eric Cunningham.

This fine oral history recounts the struggles and long-
delayed satisfactions experienced by several Nisei—or 
second-generation Japanese—veterans upon their 

return to Hood River, Oregon, after World War II. In filling 
a “gap” in studies on Japanese Americans after World War II, 
Tamura takes up the neglected issue of Nikkei resettlement. 
(The term “Nikkei” refers to Japanese emigrants and their 
descendants.) Using interviews, local histories, and govern-
ment documents, Tamura gives us a comprehensive narrative 
of displaced Japanese who returned to a community that both 
maligned them as traitors and sought to deny them their consti-
tutional rights. Despite the fidelity with which its Nikkei sons 
had served in combat, Hood River treated wartime returnees 
with an alarming measure of bigotry and racism. Tamura, whose 

father and uncle are among the interviewees, succeeds in giving 
us a rich, multilayered story of a particularly dark episode in the 
tragic history of Japanese relocation.

Part I provides a history of Japanese settlement in the 
Hood River Valley, emphasizing the cultural hardships 
endured by immigrants whose industriousness served as a 
stabilizing force in the community, yet also earned them the 
animosity of their white neighbors. In Part II, Tamura takes 
the reader through the outbreak of war and the promulga-
tion of Executive Order 9066, which lead to the relocation 
of Hood River’s Nikkei to internment camps throughout the 
West. As families endured the privations of camps in Mini-
doka and Tule Lake, young men enlisted in the U.S. military, 
serving with distinction both in Europe and the Pacific.

Part III narrates the community’s attempt at preemptive 
exclusion of its Nikkei returnees. As early as November 1944, 
the Hood River American Legion Post 22 tried to prevent the 
sale of property to Japanese and to purchase all Japanese-owned 
real estate. The American Legion also removed the names of 
Nikkei soldiers from a community memorial, a move which 
triggered an immediate backlash. Despite condemnation from 
around the country, town leaders and the local press remained 
adamant, even publishing warnings to “Japes” not to return to 
the area. The final section of the book describes the changed 
status of Hood River today, and by way of a meditation on the 
nature of otherness, public courage, and private determination, 
revisits the remarkable (and remarkably forgiving!) men who 
make up the core of this oral history.

Nisei Soldiers is a superb read, an excellent source of North-
west social history, and a welcome addition to the literature 
on Japanese internment.

Eric Cunningham earned his doctorate in history at the University of Ore-
gon. He is author of Hallucinating the End of History: Nishida, Zen and the 
Psychedelic Eschaton (2007).

Oregon’s Doctor to the World
Esther Pohl Lovejoy and a Life in Activism
By Kimberly Jensen. Seattle: University of 
Washington Press, 2012; 346 pp., $26.95 paper.

Reviewed by Blake Slonecker.

Esther Lovejoy began to fight for pure milk legislation 
as soon as she became the first female Portland City 
Health Officer in 1907. The battle was in part personal. 

Just a few months earlier, her son had died—likely due to 
impure milk. But the battle was also political. Lovejoy consid-
ered such protective measures for children to be “the business 
of women.” In March 1909, the Portland city council passed 
an ordinance that shifted milk inspection authority from the 

state dairy commissioner to the local city health board. Eight 
months later, the city council passed an even stronger pure 
milk ordinance. The victory validated Lovejoy’s tenure in 
office. But Kimberly Jensen illustrates that Lovejoy’s fight for 
pure milk also revealed the shortcomings of Progressive Era 
politics: “Policy makers would never really attend to ‘the busi-
ness of women’ if those same women did not have the political 
clout of the vote and the consequent ability to hold elected 
officials accountable.” Within months, Lovejoy turned her 
attention to the fight for women’s suffrage in Oregon, a battle 
that won women the right to vote in 1912.

Lovejoy’s fights for pure milk legislation and women’s 
suffrage are compelling early examples of what Jensen terms 
constructive resistance, “the ability to take effective action 
against unjust power.” Most remarkably, Lovejoy practiced 
constructive resistance on every conceivable scale. At home, 
she helped her mother escape from a painful relationship before 
divorcing her own second husband. Lovejoy became one of 
the first female graduates of the University of Oregon Medical 
Department, soon establishing a medical practice focused on 
maternity cases in Portland’s Russian German neighborhood. 
Lovejoy next rose to the appointed position of City Health 
Officer and nearly won election to the United States Congress 
in 1920. Throughout these early chapters, Jensen masterfully 
grounds a Pacific Northwest narrative in the national political 
and social contexts of the early 20th century. 

Like many Progressives who supported American involve-
ment in the Great War, Lovejoy became disgusted by milita-
rism after 1919. In particular, she detested how war impacted 
women, a lesson brought home to her throughout her activ-
ism in France during World War I and Smyrna during the 
Greco-Turkish Civil War. Lovejoy thereafter completed her 
best work outside the Pacific Northwest, traveling all over the 
world under the aegis of the American Women’s Hospitals and 
the Medical Women’s International Association. Those mis-
sions all centered on her desire to help women and children 
impacted by poverty, natural disaster, and war. Oregon’s Doctor 
to the World illuminates how sex discrimination motivated one 
woman to promote feminism, social justice, and public health 
around the globe. Jensen also argues that we can appreciate 
Lovejoy’s international work because it continued the projects 
she began in Oregon decades earlier.

A native of Oregon, Blake Slonecker teaches American history at Waldorf 
College. He is author of A New Dawn for the New Left: Liberation News Ser-
vice, Montague Farm, and the Long Sixties (2012) and is working on a variety 
of projects about activism and counterculture in the Pacific Northwest.



AddiTionAl ReAding
Interested in learning more about the  
topics covered in this issue? The sources 
listed here will get you started.

noTiceS

Call for Nominations
The Historical Society invites nomi-

nations for its annual awards recognizing 
excellence in advancing the field of his-
tory in Washington. The honors to be 
presented include: the David Douglas 
Award, Robert Gray Medal, Governor’s 
Award for Excellence in Teaching History, 
and Peace and Friendship Award.

The awards ceremony will take place 
at the Society’s annual meeting in June. 
Nominations are due February 3, 2014. 

For details, visit:  www. washingtonhistory.
org/about/awards/ or contact Shanna 
Stevenson (360-586-0171).

Correction
We failed to note in the Summer 

2013 issue of COLUMBIA that Charles 
Burgess’s article, “Harry ‘Kid’ Matthews,” 
was based on a lengthier version originally 
published on the Highline Historical So-
ciety’s website (www.highlinehistory.org/
oral_histories/ HarryKidMatthews.html).
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Before it was a Western-themed 
town, Winthrop, Washington, was 
a Western town. And it still is. 

Aside from the replica storefronts, designer 
vacation homes, and stream of RVs and 
Harleys that have arrived since the North 
Cascades Highway opened in 1972, the 
fundamentals of year-round living in and 
around Winthrop have changed little in the 
past 100 years. There’s no better testament 
to this fact than Mrs. Hugh Fraser’s Seven 
Years on the Pacific Slope (1914), a first-hand 
account of life there from 1905 to 1912.

Mrs. Hugh Fraser was the name under 
which Mary Crawford Fraser (1851–1922), 
an American raised in England and Italy, 
published several novels and memoirs based 
on her experiences abroad with her hus-
band, a British foreign diplomat. A decade 
after her husband’s death, she followed her 
son (who coauthored Seven Years) to the 
Methow Valley. He had settled there two 
years earlier through a connection with Guy 
Waring, the Harvard-educated pioneer who 
owned Winthrop’s general store and mill.

Fraser either alters the names of or gives 
nicknames to the historical figures she 
portrays in the book. Winthrop’s leading 
businessman, Guy Waring, known for his 
high-handedness, is dubbed the Owner. He 

was the nemesis of Dick McLean (called 
Mackenzie), a savvy and freewheeling trader 
who ran the store in the rival settlement of 
Heckendorn, now part of Winthrop. Along 
with his wife and rambunctious six children, 
McLean is a central figure in Seven Years—as 
is Martha Filer (called Old Lady Tiler), who 
leased Fraser a house on the bench above 
the town and kept her current on all the 
local goings-on. Then as now, Winthrop 
was a small town, and it did not take long 
for Mrs. Fraser to become acquainted with 
“the cream of Winthrop society.”

A hundred years ago, just as today, the 
Methow Valley was comprised of small fam-
ily farms and ranches situated on the edge of 
the wilderness. The most prized acreage in 
this dry region had irrigation—or, as locals 
say, was “on the ditch.” Alfalfa was the main 
crop. “Of all pretty sights, that of a well-
watered alfalfa meadow is the prettiest,” 
Fraser writes. Along with good irrigation, a 
dependable well was essential, which meant 
the services of an honest dowser, someone 
like Bill, who had “a gift of ‘feeling water.’” 
Hence, as Fraser remarks, “he and his cleft 
stick were in great request.”

Being a Western town, Winthrop has 
always had a passion for horses. In Fraser’s 
day, the lowly yet versatile cayuse was the 

mainstay of steeds. It has a streak of “out-
lawry” in it, according to Fraser, but it “can 
climb like a cat and live through a blizzard.” 
Whether packing into the backcountry to 
a mining claim or making the 40-mile trek 
down valley to board the steamer for We-
natchee, a sturdy team was invaluable. This 
reliance on horses meant that everyone, 
including Fraser and her son, partook of 
horse trading and horse breeding.

In addition to reporting on land and 
livestock, Fraser carefully observes how 
valley residents conduct themselves. She 
notes the independent-minded valley’s 
thorny dealings with county commission-
ers, as well as the rivalry between Winthrop 
and Twisp, the larger, officially chartered 
town nine miles downriver. She com-
ments on the speculative land deals that 
take place (“The town, like all its kind, 
was spattered with real estate offices”) and 
the lapses into lawlessness (“I suppose a 
little lawlessness is inevitable in a huge 
new country”). She also acknowledges 
the valley’s more trustworthy institutions, 
including its post office, bank, and newspa-
per—as well as its most famous saloon, the 
Duck Brand in Winthrop, then owned by 
Guy Waring and today by a much-admired 
immigrant family from Mexico.

Fraser also captures the daily humor and 
neighborliness of valley residents, their will-
ingness to laugh at themselves and help one 
another. At the same time, she recognizes 
their self-reliance and penchant for solitude, 
which derives from the region’s remoteness 
and overwhelming natural splendor. “The 
pressure of the tremendous surroundings 
induced melancholy,” Fraser writes, adding 
that “the contemplative nature is a peculiar 
one, and it is not to be acquired.”

mrs. HugH fraser’s 
Seven YearS on the Pacific SloPe

By Peter Donahue

Despite the pressure of the surround-
ings—or because of it—Fraser stayed in the 
Methow beyond the short visit she origi-
nally intended. When friends from more 
populous, more accessible locations would 
ask why she lived in the Methow, she would 
give the pat reply, “Because it’s God’s coun-
try.” Then, to herself, she would answer, 

Because of the green glory of its summer 
mornings, the awesome beauty of its winter 

nights, the bloom of its unrifled soil; because 
our tired souls can breathe more freely under 
the vast circle of the Methow sky; because 
every star and tree and hilltop has become 
a landmark on a journey of rejuvenation 
for minds deafened by the warring noises of 
the world; because (perhaps, the strongest 
reason of all) the mental atmosphere of the 
“Home Valley” is as untrammeled as its air.

According to Sheela McLean, great-
granddaughter of Dick McLean and 
editor of the Methow Grist, “Mrs. Fraser’s 
book caught values still shared in my 
family and community. She gave me new 
‘memories’ to enjoy.”

The trappings of contemporary life aside, 
the Methow Valley that Fraser portrays in 
Seven Years on the Pacific Slope—the pines, 
cottonwoods, aspen, mountain vistas, sum-
mer lightning, winter quiet, river thaw, 
spring calving, deer herds, cougar encoun-
ters, alfalfa fields, and the valley residents 
themselves—remain mostly the same.

Peter Donahue is editing an edition of Seven 

Years on the Pacific Slope for the Shafer Historical 

Museum in Winthrop, a division of the Okanogan 

County Historical Society. 

LEFT: The town of Winthrop, c. 1910.

FACING PAGE: Mrs. Hugh Fraser.

The Civil War in America’s Collective Memory
American Oracle: The Civil War in the Civil Rights Era, by David Blight. Boston: Harvard 

University Press, 2011.

Race and Reunion: The Civil War in American Memory, by David Blight. Boston: 
Harvard University Press, 2002.

Danger in the Sky 
Norjak: the Investigation of DB Cooper, by Ralph P. Himmelsbach and Thomas K. 

Worcester. West Linn, Oregon: Norjak Project, 1986.

 Skyjack: The Hunt for D. B. Cooper, by Geoffrey Gray. New York: Broadway Books, 2012.

 The United States Federal Air Marshal Service—A Historical Perspective, 1962–2012: 
Fifty Years of Service, by Clay W. Biles. Published by Wendy De La Cruz, 2013. 

Specimens, Celebrity & Art
First Peoples, First Contact: Native Peoples of North America, by J. C. H. King. London: 

British Museum Press, 1999. 

“The Cultural Biography of Things: Commoditization as Process,” by Igor Kopytoff. 
In The Social Life of Things: Commodities in Cultural Perspective, edited by Arjun 
Appadurai. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986.

Women of Power
Women and Power in Native North America, edited by Laura E. Klein and Lillian A. 

Ackerman. Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1995.

American Indian Nations from Termination to Restoration,1953–2006, by Roberta 
Ulrich. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2010.

Empty Nets: Indians, Dams and the Columbia River, by Roberta Ulrich. Corvallis: 
Oregon State University Press, 1999.
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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, or contact Fred Poyner IV, digital collections curator (253/798-5911 or fred.poyner@wshs.wa.gov).

HISTORY ALBUM

A group of Lincoln High School students, c. 1914, test fabrics as part of their chemistry 
classroom work. Lincoln High, in Seattle’s Wallingford neighborhood, was the city’s 
second high school when it opened in 1906 with 900 students. More than half of the 

first graduating class of 1909 was composed of girls. This photograph by Curtis & Miller is part 
of the Historical Society’s Asahel Curtis collection. Walter P. Miller later ended his partnership 
with Curtis and opened a commercial photography business under his own name in Seattle. 

—Maria Pascualy

#
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SPECIAL GIVING 
(gifts of $100 or more, as 
of August 15, 2013)
Ben B. Cheney Foundation, 

$60,000, Development 
Capacity-Building Initiative

Sequoia Foundation, $39,000, 
Outreach Capacity-
Building Initiative

Grindstone Foundation, 
$25,000, Washington State 
History Day Program

Columbia Bank, $10,000, 
Third Thursday program

U.S. Bank Foundation, 
$10,000, In the Spirit 2013

The Gottfried & Mary Fuchs 
Foundation, $5,000, 
community programs

The Oregonian, $5,000 
in-kind, COOPER exhibit

Buffalo Soldiers Motorcycle 
Club, $2,392, Field Trip 
Transportation Fund

The Robert & Georgia 
Anderson Charitable Fund, 
$1,500, History Fund

Robert & Melanie Dressel, 
$1,000, History Fund

Alex & Linda McGregor, 
$1,000, History Fund

Blackbaud, $900, History Fund
Port of Tacoma, $750, Model 

Train Festival 2013
Tacoma Public Utilities, $500, 

Model Train Festival 2013
Randolph & Barbara Schnabel, 

$300, Washington State 
History Day Program

Microsoft Matching Gifts, 
$257.36, Washington State 
History Day Program

Robert & Barbara Danielson, 
$250, History Fund

Global Motor Sports Inc, $250, 
Field Trip Transportation Fund

Coralee Mattingly, $250, 
History Fund

Carolyn A. Simonson, 
$205, History Fund

Association of Washington 
Historians, $200, Washington 
State History Day Program

Rex & Reva Bates, $200, 
History Fund

Molly Tuohy, $150, 
History Fund

Peter & Ann Darling, 
$125, History Fund

Victor & Janice Anderson, 
$100, History Fund

Goldie Balch, $100, 
History Fund

William & Janice Baxter, 
$100, History Fund

Paul Berendt, $100, 
History Fund

Richard & Mary Boulanger, 
$100, History Fund

William M. Garvin, 
$100, History Fund

Michael & Ivy Green, 
$100, History Fund

Daniel Kerlee & Carol 
Wollenberg, $100, 
History Fund

George Lackermayer, 
$100, History Fund

Coralee Mattingly, $100, 
History Fund

Gerald Monahan, $100, 
History Fund

Raymond James, $100, 
History Fund

William Reed & Linda Tieman, 
$100, History Fund

Helen Roberts, $100, 
History Fund

Mary A. Sanguinetti, 
$100, History Fund

Kathy Seel & Fred Gardner, 
$100, History Fund

James & Barbara Sells, 
$100, History Fund

MEMBERS (as of 
August 15, 2013)

Curator’s Club ($1000 level)

Redmond J. & Suzanne 
Wilson Barnett

William & Sandra Cammarano
Dave Edwards & Pat Shuman
Alex & Linda McGregor
Jim Milgard

Patron Members ($500 level)

John & Sally Barline
David Lamb
Dave & Misa Olsen
Stanley & Sharon Palmer

John & Sherry Stilin

Business Members ($300 level)

Janice H. Baker
Johnson-Cox Company
Dennis & Joan Peterson

Sustaining Members 
($125 level)

Richard & Constance Albrecht
David & Sarah Alger
David Ammons
Kent & Karen Anderson
Victor & Janice Anderson
John & Karen Arbini
Meri Arnett-Kremian
Doug & Sharon Aukland
Stephen & Patricia Auyong
Goldie Balch
Michael & Kristine Bartanen
Eric & Marianne Bastin
Rex & Reva Bates
William & Janice Baxter
Thomas L. Blanton
Richard & Mary Boulanger
Mary Bowlby
Gregory & Cathy Brewis
Terry & Phyllis Buckridge
Tom & Carol Cabe
Michael Campbell
Donald & Gretchen Campbell
Scott & Mary Chapman
Nicholas B. Clinch
Sharon Coleman
Scott A. Copeland
Foster & Patricia Cronyn
Robert & Barbara Danielson
Peter & Ann Darling
Linda J. Dougherty
Robert & Melanie Dressel
Patrick & Susan Dunn
F. Talmage & Molly Edman
Roger C. Edwards
G. Thomas & Nanette Edwards
Scott & Julia Ernest
Lynn & Patrick Faherty
Norris & Alice Faringer
Jerry & Susan Ford
Charles & Karla Fowler
Joe & Carolyn Ghilarducci
Kit Gillem & Deborah Horrell

Sandra & Joe Gordon
Michael & Ivy Green
Neal & Frances Grenley
Daniel K. Grimm
William Hagens
Glen Hager
H. DeForest Hardinge
Michael B. Harrison
Phyllis Harrison & Steph Farber
Frederick & Catherine Hayes
Robert & Colleen Hitchcock
David Huelsbeck & 

Barbara Schmieden
Hutton Settlement Inc.
Ralph & Marie Jackson
Richard E. Jardeen
Jim & Lynda Juneman
Paul & Alice Kaltinick
Daniel Kerlee & Carol 

Wollenberg
Jennifer & Derek Kilmer
Carol B. Kirstein
Peter & Nancy Kmet
Emil Korjan
George Lackermayer
Kurt S. Laidlaw
Charles & Pauline LeWarne
Edward & Gay Liesse
Sharon Lofton
Mark Ludvigson & 

Carol Kovanda
Kathy Manke
William & Errollynne Marsh
Robert & Mary Martin
Mason County Historic 

Preservation Commission
Mason County 

Historical Society
Coralee Mattingly
Larry & Suzi McKinney
Roger D. McLennan
Ted & Marjorie Meisberger
John & Guelda Messina
Elaine Miller
Marie & Kathleen Monahan
Danford & Frances Moore
Rex & Laurel Morgan
Eugene & Martha Nester
David L. Nicandri
Herman K. Nickel
Nick & Gloria Nickolas

Fred & Hilva Novota
Allison Odenthal
David Owens
Jan & Carole Pauw
PCS Structural Solutions
Harold & Marilyn Peterson
Shirley Phinney
Doris & John Pieroth
Andrew & Marianna Price
Roslynne Reed
Stephen & Gloria Ricketts
Forrest Rodgers
John Rosenberg
Roger Rue & Judith Smith
Richard D. Scheuerman
Dave & Mary Sclair
Kathy Seel & Fred Gardner
James & Barbara Sells
Laura Sevin
Jane Shafer
M. Darrel & Barbara Sharrard
Robert & Ruth Shedd
Carolyn A. Simonson
Robert & Helen Skidmore
Samuel & Patricia Smith
Warren & Nancy Smith
Edward & Jean Springer
Paul Stanek & Kara 

Stanek-Heaphy
Jackie Stenger
David & Susan Suess
Virginia Thorson
Jeff & Sheri Tonn
Kris Townsend
Teresa M. Tuel
Molly Tuohy
Elizabeth E. Verhey
Mary A. Walters
Barbara Webster
George & Marie Weis
David & Wendy Welch
Mar-Le Wendt
William M. Wheeler
Charles & Barbara White
Frances A. Williamson
Michael Winans
Chris & Lisa Woodley
John & Judy Woodworth
Bernice L. Youtz

The Washington State Historical Society invites nominations for its annual awards 
recognizing excellence in advancing the field of history in the state of Washington 
through writing, teaching, historic projects, and understanding cultural diversity in 
2013. Awards include: 

David Douglas Award: Recognizes the significant contribution of 
an individual or organization through projects, exhibits, digital 
presentations, or programs such as documentaries, apps, websites 
or blogs, educational products, or any other vehicle that informs 
or expands our appreciation of any field of Washington history 
during the previous year. No book nominations permitted.

Robert Gray Medal: The highest award bestowed by the Washington 
State Historical Society, the Robert Gray Medal recognizes distin-
guished and long-term contributions to Pacific Northwest history. 

Governor’s Award for Excellence in Teaching History: Presented to an outstanding 
certified teacher of Pacific Northwest history in an accredited K–12 school in 
Washington or to a nonprofit organization. 

Peace and Friendship Awards: Presented to a Native American and a second 
individual, each of whom has advanced public understanding of the 

cultural diversity of the peoples of Washington.

The awards are presented at the Society’s annual meeting in 
June. Nomination letters (and 10 copies of any supporting 
documentation for each nomination) are due February 3, 
2014. Mail to: WSHS Awards, ATTN: Shanna Stevenson, 211 
21st Avenue SE, Olympia, WA 98501. For more details, visit 

www. washingtonhistory.org/about/awards/.

Washington State Historical Society Annual Awards – Call for Nominations




