
BRIAN THOM PRECARIOUS RAPPORT
Harlan I. Smith and the
Jesup North Pacific Expedition

This paper is an investigation of what
must be some of the darker moments
in the history of anthropology. As part
of the massive Jesup North Pacific
Expedition (1897—1902), Franz Boas
put the young archaeologist Harlan I.
Smith in charge of collecting archaeo-
logical remains, anthropometric mea-
surements, and gave him licence to
collect ethnological materials from the
Northwest Coast. Smith spent three
seasons in the field, undertaking in-
vestigations in Interior Salish (Nlaka-
pamux [Thompson], Stlatlimx [Lilloo-
et]), Secwepemc (Shuswap), Coast
Salish (including Straits Salish, Lushoot-
seed, and Halkomelem speakers at
Katzie, Musqueam, Cowichan, Nanai-
mo), Kwakwaka’wakw (Kwakiutl),
Nuu-chah-nulth (Nootka), Oowekano,
Heiltsuk (Bella Bella), and Tsimshian
communities. Smith’s work in many of
these communities created controver-
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Fig. 1 Locations visited by Harlan I. Smith for the Jesup North Pacific Expedition, 1897—99.
Cartography by Brian Thom, 2000. General language boundaries based on Ives Goddard,
Native Languages and Language Families ofNorth America (map), University of Nebraska
Press, with contemporary names as used in the text.

sies his colleagues frequently had to
resolve. Smith sometimes turned to
secrecy and deception to get results
for Boas and the museum. Smith’s at-
tempts to work in some communities
were quashed by persistent rejection
of his requests for collaboration. Many

of the dilemmas of rapport he found
himself in continue to present them-
selves in the context of modern archae-
ological and anthropological research.

The Jesup North Pacific Expedition
(JNPE) was an important moment in
the development of anthropology in

NATIVE AMERICAN STUDIES 14:1 2000 3



)11 01 FilaJul plopor

Native languages to reconstruct histor-
ical interactions between groups, the
collection of anthropometric data
through photographs, plaster cases,
and the collection of skeletal remains,
and finally the investigation of archae-
ological remains, to infer connections
and differences between groups from
time out of mind.

While incidental archaeological in-
vestigations would be made in North-
east Asia by Gerald Fowke and Wal-
demar Jochelson, major archaeologi-
cal research during the JNPE years
was to be conducted in North America
by Harlan I. Smith. Smith’s work would
be a key component for uncovering the
history of these connections, both
through the examination of “physical
type” represented in skeletons uncov-
ered from graves and through the arti-
facts which represent the cultures of
the people who left them behind. Smith
was additionally charged with making
extensive photographic records of the
communities he visited and with mak-
ing plaster cast and photograph sets of
the ‘physical types” represented in the
North American regions being studied
by the Jesup Expedition (Smith
1897:537). Smith’s archaeological
research was to be “carried on in the
whole region” (Boas 1903:77; see the
map of Smith’s study area and the
communities he visited, Fig. 1), as sys-
tematic regional surveys of archaeo-
logical sites had not yet been done on
the Northwest Coast. Though Smith’s
position in the field was clearly as an
archaeologist, he also undertook at
every opportunity to make ethnological
collections in the communities he
worked in.

Unlike Boas’s important local collab-
orators on Northwest Coast, like
James Teit and George Hunt, Smith
had no abilities in Native languages,
nor any personal, long-term connec-
tions to community members. Smith
was a young man of twenty-five, only six
years into his professional career, who
had been unable to return to complete
a Master’s degree because of the col-
lapse of his father’s business (Smith to
Boas, 17 September 1897, American

insecurity of finances L~~dhis of these people, Smith began hi
sition was with Smith throughout his chaeological excavations at a nu~
sup work, first manifested by a cau- of sites on the bank of the Thom
is manner Boas characterized as River (Smith 1900a:403—405). ~
nith’s curious being and his sensi- quickly ran into opposition at
ty” (Rohner 1969:225—226, with ad- began to unearth human remains

extensive knowledge of the Sec- how they were instructed, by means
pemc (Shuswap) language. Boas of lectures, in regard to the meaning
~aIready arranged for the expedi- of all these objects, and from that

cwepemc people the procedure of
iking plaster casts (Boas to Le
une, 15 April 1897, AMNH). Suc-
ssful in making their work clear with
Jeune’s help, Smith obtained pho-

~raphsand casts of seven people
m the area.1 Upon completing his

ections” (Smith 1 898a: 101—102).
Jeune was trusted and respected,

~MNHcat.nos. of photographs showing
Drofiles of people from Kamloops are
~2745—42755,22696—22708 and 11691.



Dthers making fur

in Fort Rupert - - -

Later in the summer of 1897 Smith met
Boas and George Hunt in Bella Bella,
moving on to Fort Rupert to continue
their Jesup work. Smith, with the aid of
Boas and Hunt, successfully engaged
in photographing and making casts of
people in the communities at Alert
Bay and Rivers Inlet.2 Smith engaged
in little archaeological work in Boas’s
presence and returned to southeast
Vancouver Island area to complete
his 1897 field season.

Smith was eager to return to Fort
Rupert the following year to continue
this work with Hunt’s help. With the
assistance of Hunt, Smith was able to
arrange the taking of casts and pho-
tographs of a number of men from the
community at Fort Rupert, although no
women would take part.3 In addition to
the usual array of profiles and poses
intended to capture the “physical type”
of the people, Smith took photos at a
Fort Rupert potlatch (photograph nos.
42967, 42968), during gambling
(42970, 42999), at a woman’s potlatch
(42992), of several house posts and
totem poles (11905—11907, 42969,
42991), coppers fastened to trees
(42984), and series of “unposed pho-
tos” of an old man “clothed in a blanket
sharpening a stone adze.”4 These form
a significant contribution to the ethno-
logical photos of the Fort Rupert area
of this time.

Although the archaeological investi-
gations in Fort Rupert did not reveal
many human remains, Smith was very
successful in collecting from more
recent graves in tree burials and rock
shelters. At the end of the first week in
Fort Rupert, Smith wrote to Boas:

2 People from Rivers Inlet are listed by name
in photograph nos. 42862— 42885.

~ Smith lists the people photographed by
name and community in photograph
nos. 11853—11903.

“ Smith, Report of Operations of Harlan I.
Smith on the Jesup North Pacific Coast
Expedition, for the Year 1898, p. 3. Ms.
AMNH. Photograph nos. 42986—42990
arid 42994

vve nave secureo iive coiripiete sisters, on tile newspapers~
skeletons and three skulls from tree was enough to make Mr. ~
and box burials. George Hunt got and wife and all my sisters w
permission to take these bones. We speak to me Ever since the
are doing it secretly however, leav- the paper of what Mrs. Srr
ing no traces behind us and will use about them, and Even signed
the oermission to cover a oossible It seems to me that Mrs.

dUCF lvii. ~FiliLiI lOlL roit flU}JOIL 110 ~0U 1IO~LOU 1110111, III l~U1, LuCy ~lO

left all his traps in the care of my sis- taking every opportunity to express
ter and the thank my sister got from how much they are indebted to all of
her, or Mrs. Smith. She went to you. I am quite certain that neither

Smith’s photographs of these tree buri-
als include nos. 42951, 42960, 42961,
and 42993.

6 Photographs of some of the more recent
burials are listed in the photograph cata-
logue as nos. 42951, 42960—42961, and
L1900’3

pose the whole trouble lies with the
meddlesome and nasty newspaper

~ Note that this letter is written in Hunt’s
characteristic style and has not been
edited for grammar, spelling, or other
ot,~ndard,,ad Cnriieh I
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happened to the Smiths” (Stockin~
1974:1 26).8

Boas’s response to the accusations c
the Chiefs is now something of its owi
legend (e.g., Cole 1999:200—201
Briggs and Bauman 1999), sendin(
Hunt the funds to host a feast, give ou
copies of his previously publishe
Kwakiutl work, and make a speech ii
which all their names were cleared
While Boas cleaned up his reputatior
with Hunt and the Fort Rupert commu
nity, Smith avoided further controver
sy by not returning to that communiF
the next year. Such a response couk
only have reinforced Smith’s desire t
keep his grave-digging archaeologi
cal work quiet in future projects.

Rejections, High Prices, and a Gift
from Halkomelem and Straits Salish

Smith’s work with Halkomelem anc
Straits Salish speakers (both offer
referred to as Coast Salish) occurrec
with no local intervener like Hunt or LE
Jeune, as Boas had not had man~
positive experiences in Coast SalisI’
communities in his previous worF
(Rohner 1969). However, there were
number of well-known archaeologica
sites that Smith could excavate with
Out such aid. In his first field season o
1897 the weather did not permit SmitI~
to continue his excavations uninter
rupted. On rainy days he made hit
own contacts in the Katzie and Mus
queam communities near Port Ham
mond and Eburne in order to photo.
graph, cast, and collect ethnographic
objects from the people there. Mem
bers of the Katzie community neai
Port Hammond offered Smith thE
opportunity to purchase a mountain
goat wool blanket, woven hats, ~
sxwayxwey mask, canoes, spindlE
whorls,rush mats, and other utilitariar
items (Smith to Boas, 15 September, ~
October, 30 October 1897, AMNH).

~ Stocking cites this letter as having been
written by Boas to Hunt, 3 February

i-oiiowing his cautious program, smitn etnnoiogicai materials tor tF
did not purchase any of these objects, um. A man offered to sell hir
as he wished Boas to give him direc- whe” (sxwayxwe.~4 mask fo
tion on such acquisitions first. How- horn rattle (syiwméxwtses)
ever, Smith was offered one of the and an entire shaman’s ouffil
beautiful mountain-goat wool blankets (Smith to Boas, 19 May 1898
fnr ~in nn Th Scuruthmh~r and nuur- Th~niutfit was tnn ~inensiv~

sacrea rites. it is possioie mat simitar nost OT convictions aiong me ~orm
concerns contributed to the rejections west Coast, which left communitie~
Smith endured. stinging. Banned with the potlatci

The next spring (1898) Smith re- were the winter dances and other cer

ditional Coast Salish objects that hE
had seen the previous year. Smith vis
ited the Musqueam Reserve on E
rainy May day, looking to purchasE

9 Phrutrurirnnh r~su’~urr1nn~42A—42RRQ

for sale were important in these soda
contexts and with the ban in place
they were more difficult to use pub
holy. Selling the ritual objects at
value that was, for them, fair was bet
ter than having them confiscated o
hi irn~dh~imi~~inn~urku~(~innth~r
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Fig. 2 House post collected by Smith at Musqueam, given as part gift to the museumfrom
Chief Nuxwhailak. A note by Smith (ambiguously referring to this post) reads: “Top row of
circles they say represents stars, then moon, sun, then row of stars. The sun with moon in it.
Below represents ancestors who taught them of sun, moon, and stars—a carved woman.”

mon practice of the day). Nonethe-
less, these important objects would
not be parted with for too little a price.

Smith’s best success in collecting at
Musqueam was a gift of a housepost
presented to him and the museum by
Chief Nuxwhailak. This chief accept-
ed only $10 for it and said that the
pole was “part gift to museum” be-
cause the museum was going to use it
for “educational purposes” (see Fig.
2). Smith received the post on the
condition that it was to be labeled
“from house of Kaplanux, grandfather
of present Chief Nuxwhailak from
whom it was obtained” (Smith to Boas,
18 May 1898, AMNH). Smith attempt-
ed to document the meanings associ-
ated with this post, “as well as they
could give them,” but he was disap-
pointed by the report given by Chief
Nuxwhailak:

“The man figure they say is simply
an ornament or a carving made to

be a carving & has no meaning.
They don’t seem to know as much
of the old times as we wish they did”
(Smith to Boas, 3 June 1898, AMNH).

Smith was not in much of a position to
listen to the stories connected to
these objects. He had no knowledge
of any of the local languages and had
a precarious rapport with community
members who might otherwise be will-
ing or able to share the stories. As to
Smith’s fulfilling the “condition” of
Chief Nuxwhailak’s gift, the pole was
not labeled as it was intended.

Smith tried to collect other posts
that he photographed at Musqueam
during his stay on the lower Fraser
River.t0 He used his technique of
showing community members piG-

10 The pictures of these posts are de-
scribed in the photograph catalogue at
nos. 42923, 42924, 42933, 42936, 42937,
42939, 42940, 42942, and 42944.

tures of the American Museum’s halls
explaining that if the poles were
moved there, they would be kept out
of the rain and weather. However, he
was not able to purchase any of the
others that he photographed, as the
people from Musqueam “would not
sell others at any price except one for
which they wanted $100.00 and it was
some broken [sic]” (Smith to Boas, 3
June 1898, AMNH).

Frustrated, Smith left the Halkom-
elem villages on the lower Fraser River
to conduct his burial work with George
Hunt on northern Vancouver Island (as
discussed above). On his return in
August, he passed through several
Halkomelem villages on the southeast
coast of Vancouver Island. Smith locat-
ed a shell heap on one of the
Cowichan Indian Reserves in Duncan,
but was not permitted by community
members to do any excavation there.
He continued to look for house posts
in four other Cowichan villages he vis-
ited, but did not find any. Feeling
pressed for both time and money, and
pressured by the reluctance of these
Coast Salish communities to partici-
pate in his research, Smith continued
on to Victoria where he found several
Nuu-chah-nulth (Nootka) people who
were visiting Victoria and willing to par-
ticipate in making photographs and
castsY~ Smith continued his efforts in
the local Straits Salish villages around
Victoria, but like in the Halkomelem
communities, no one was interested in
taking part in the photographs or
casts.
~-Ie decided to use the last of his

funds in the Vancouver area, visiting
the Musqueam Reserve in order to
collect the objects he had seen in the
summer:

“Musqueam Indians doubled the
price on the rattle making it $20.00
so I left it. Wanted $20.00 to be pho-
tographed at loom, as did also
Duncan Indians — will try it again at
Port Hammond. Offered $5.00 but
thought $20.00 too much & need it
for shell heap work. Told me 10 disks
game on plate not used & did not
know it or have it. It was lost long
ago they said. Told me bear tooth
game [which Smith earlier had writ-
ten to Boas was played by women]
did not exist. Conclude the man with
bear teeth meant by “he he” that he
was fixing bear teeth for fun. I
thought he meant for a game. I se-
cured a blanket (Mt. Goat), 2 made,

~ These unnamed people are pictured in
photograph nos. 12074—12092.
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house posts and spindle whorls. Al- common with the tribes stretchin~
though most of the objects from Mus- from Columbia River through th
queam were originally high priced, now Cascade Range, up to the Chilcotli

objects to someone who was going t
take them out of the country. Smitl
was not deterred:

“At Eburne I got two carved posts fo
$15.00 each. They would not se~
them last year but I brought photor
of them. I considered that carvingt
from the Lower Fraser are very mud
to be desired. They would not se~
them to New York even this year, bu
they sold them to an Eburne frien
who turned them overto me for cost
The Indians who had the fine spindk
whorl last year were not home so
had that trip for naught ... lndianr
near Eburne have been told not t
sell specimens to people who plar
to take said specimens out o
Canada” (Smith to Boas, 25 Augus
1899, AMNH).

Through this deception, Smith wat
finally able to make a collection fron
Musqueam. It is doubtful that the peo
ole from Musaueam who sold thei

from this area” (Boas to Smith,
August 1899, AMNH).

Smith was successful beyond hi
expectations in collecting skulls fron
the area. However, Smith lowered hi
own ethical standards to undertaku
the work deemed necessary to satisf
Boas’s questions:

“When I began work in the Lillooc
Valley I said ‘If I can only get twi
skulls I will be surprised and pleasec
but in this regard I have succeedeu
beyond my hope. I have (16) sixteei
more or less complete skeletons—
all of them are so old that the In
dians said I might dig. But witl
nearly all, evidences of white con
tact were found. Some were unde
rock piles but not well forme
cairns. Nearly all the skulls an
entire ... By taking skeletons out oi
backs we got them out withou
Indians realizing the bulk & so freu
frnm nhiau’tinn~ Rut wh~ri thu

Indians return from fishing it woulu
not be pleasant to be here” (Smitl
to Boas, 19 August 1899, AMNH).

Although he was pleased about bein~
able to make such a large collectioi
of material, Smith felt concerne
about “running some risks” for thu
Expedition:

“I consider that no trouble will ansi
from my work up the Lillooet and ye
as the work was done while only
few Indians were there, those whu
were absent and have sincu
returned might object. Those tha
were present did not confront m
much and I feel that I would rathe
let the matter be digested by then
before taking up more extensivu
archaeological studies, which musi
of necessity to careful work an
preservation of specimens, be dom
more openly. The skeletons I collect
ed there and at other places are evi
dence that I am not trying to get ou
of running some risks on smal
insurance” (Smith to Boas, 1(
September 1899, AMNH).

Smith realized that the exhumation a
recent graves under the pretext o
their being old was morally problem
atic. He also knew full well that the fey
people left in the community while thE
others were out fishing were not thE
proper spokesmen to give access t(
the old graves. Regardless, not want
ing to be the failure his father ha
been in business, Smith took the risl
and succeeded in securing a largE
collection of Lillooet skulls for Boas
Smith did not return to Lillooet to con
tinue the archaeological work, unwill
ing to face the community whosE
graves he had robbed while they were
away.

Summary of Smith’s Jesup Work

Harlan I. Smith’s contributions to thE
Jesup North Pacific Expedition left ar
important published legacy for thE
archaeology of the North Pacifk
Coast.12 During the Jesup Expeditior
Boas interpreted Smith’s archaeologi
cal results as being suggestive of thE

12 The following articles were published b~
Smith as a direct result of his fieidworl
for the Jesup North Pacific Expedition
Smith (1897, 1898a, 1898b, 1899a
1899b, 1899c, 1899d, 1900a, 1900b
1900c, 1900d, 1900e, 1901a, 1901b
1901c, 1902, 1903, 1904a, 1904b
1904c, 1904d, 1906, 1907, 1909, 1910
1911), Smith and Fowke (1901), Jesur
North Pacific Expedition (1900). For
more complete bibliography of Harlan I
Smith’s works, see Leechman (1949).
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pile rich archaeological reports, de- asked today may be different, but many
scribing the functions of many of the of the issues and situations faced by
objects he collected and the history of Smith one hundred years ago continue

gain the trust of Secwepemc commu-
nity members in making photographs
and casts for his physical anthropolo-
gy work. He provided Smith with
detailed information on the families
and backgrounds of the people he
photographed and cast. Of those pic-
tures of people that Smith took on his
own, most tended not to give any kind
of detail about the subject other then
their linguistic affiliation. Good rela-
tions in the community produced bet-
ter scholarly results. In his work with
George Hunt on the central coast,
Smith gained access to making large
ethnological purchases. However, the
reciprocity of good relations could not
always be maintained, particularly
when community members found out

13 See Ames and Maschner (1999) for a

recent overview of archaeological re-
search oru the Northwest Coast.

A particularly important lesson is the
difference between “access” to a field
site and “acceptance” by the communi-
ty of the research being done. Gate-
keepers like Hunt may not always be
spokespersons for the community at
large, but ultimately have to bear the
consequences of the researchers’
actions long after the fieldwork is over.
While Smith could simply continue his
research by not returning to Fort
Rupert, the trouble surrounding his
visit left more serious repercussions
for Hunt and Boas, who wished to con-
tinue living and working in that com-
munity. In the case of Smith’s work in
Lillooet the community members who
did not protest Smith’s grave-digging
work would have had to answer to the
rest of the community when they
returned.

A second lesson is in the frustration
Smith endured in trying to gain
arr.~ss to Coast Salish communities

to excavate, take photographs, make
casts, and purchase ritual objects.
There is a striking absence in Smith’s
correspondence with Boas of an
attempt to understand why people
were unwilling to collaborate with him.
Being able to engage in a dialogue, as
both Le Jeune and Hunt had done,
may have moved forward his work or
at least saved him time and effort in
trying. However, Smith and Boas’s re-
search strategy of making general sur-
veys of the broad region prevented
Smith from building the kind of rapport
where such a dialogue would have
been possible. When the research
questions are as grand as those pro-
posed by Boas for the Jesup Expe-
dition, clearly a team approach, with
specialists in each community being
worked in, is preferable.

Finally, the results of Smith’s work
on the Jesup Expedition leave the cur-
rent generation of anthropologists and
archaeologists with a dilemma of what
to do about those collections Smith
made under questionable circum-
stances. Repatriation of the skeletal
remains collected in secret or with
inadequate permission may now be
appropriate. Clearly, for the house post
given by Chief Nuxwhailak, the Ameri-
can Museum of Natural History must
honor his request in properly labeling
it for the public. The house posts ac-
quired through Smith’s Eburne friend
pose a more difficult problem. Should
they have been collected even though
Smith and Boas both knew that send-
ing them over the Canadian border
was against the Musqueam people’s
wishes? Would it have been better to
leave them to rot or burn, like so many
other works of Coast Salish art of that
era? The answers to these questions
are not clear. I would suggest that the
answers lie in the ongoing relationship
between the museum and the Native
communities whose collections they
hold. The Musqueam house posts are
now among the very few photo-
graphed or preserved from this region
and have been important for the cur-
rent generation of carvers to study.
Susan Point’s interpretation of some of
these Musqueam posts now standing
at the Vancouver Airport is a good
example. Access to and interpretation
of these collections may ultimately be
an end that can justify the means.
Thus the legacy of Harlan I. Smith’s
sometimes problematic work for the
Jesup North Pacific Expedition can
continue to have ongoing relevance to
Native communities and the public at
large.

NATIVF AMFRICAN STUDIES 14:2 2000



REFERENCES CITED

Ames, Kenneth and Herbert Maschner
1999 Peoples of the Northwest Coast

Their Archaeology and Prehistory.
London: Thames & Hudson.

Boas, Franz
1903 The Jesup North Pacific Expe-

dition. The American Museum Journal
3(5):72—1 19.

Briggs, Charles and Richard Baumann
1999 “The Foundation of All Future

Researches”: Franz Boas, George
Hunt, Native American Texts, and the
Construction of Modernity. American
Quarterly 51 (3):479—528.

Cole, Douglas
1999 Franz Boas: The Early Years,

1858—1906. Vancouver, BC: Douglas
& Mcintyre Press.

Jesup North Pacific Expedition
1900 Ethnographical Album of the

North Pacific Coasts of America and
Asia. Jesup North Pacific Expedition.
New York, NY: American Museum of
Natural History.

LaViolette, Forest
1973 The Struggle for Survival: Indian

Cultures and the Protestant Ethic in
B.C. Toronto, ON: University of Toronto
Press.

Leechman, Douglas
1949 Bibliography of Harlan I. Smith.

Annual Report of the National Mu-
seum, 1939—1940. National Museum
of Canada, Bulletin 112:8—14.

Rohner, Ronald
1969 (ed) The Ethnography of Franz

Boas. Letters and Diaries of Franz
Boas Written on the Northwest Coast
from 1886 to 1931. Chicago, IL:
University of Chicago Press.

Smith, Harlan I.
1897 The Jesup Expedition to the

North Pacific Coast. Science, N.S. 7
(1 45):535—538.

1898a The Jesup Expedition Collection.
The American Antiquarian and
Oriental Journal 20:101—104.

1898b The Natural History Museums of
British Columbia. Science, N.S. 8
(201 ):61 9—620.

1899a Archaeology of Lytton, British
Columbia. Memoirs of the American
Museum of Natural History 1(3):129—
161.

1 899b Stone Hammers or Pestles of the
Northwest Coast of America. Ameri-
can Anthropologist, N.S. 1:363—368.

1 899c Archaeological Investigations on
the North Pacific Coast of America.
Science, N.S. 9(224):535—539.

1 899d How to Take Life Masks. Popular
Science News 3:31.

1 900a Archaeology of the Thompson
River Region, British Columbia.
Memoirs of the American Museum of
Natural History 1 (6):401—442.

1900b The Cairns of British Columbia
and Washington. Proceedings of the
American Association for the Ad-
vancement of Science, Forty-Ninth
Meeting, 313—31 5.

1900c Archaeological Investigations on
the North Pacific Coast in 1899. Amer-
ican Anthropologist, N.S. 2:563—567.

1900d Archaeology of Lytton, British

Columbia. Scientific American Supple-
ment 50:20538—20541.

1900e Archaeology of Lytton, British
Columbia. Monumental Records 1:
76—88.

1901a The Prehistoric Ethnology of the
Thompson River Region. 2nd Report
of the Michigan Academy of Science,
8—10.

1901 b The Archaeology of the Southern
Interior of British Columbia. American
Antiquarian and Oriental Journal 23:
25—31.

1901c Prehistoric British Columbia.
Popular Science News 25:14.

1902 Archaeology of Lytton, British
Columbia. Records of the Past
1:205—218.

1903 Shell-Heaps of the Lower Fraser
River, British Columbia. Memoirs of
the American Museum of Natural
History2(4): 133—191.

1904a Shell-Heaps of the Lower Fraser
River British Columbia. Records of the
Past 3:79—90.

1 904b The Cairns or Stone Sepulchres
of British Columbia. Records of the
Past3:243—254.

1904c Shell Heaps of the Lower Fraser
River, British Columbia. Scientific Amer-
ican Supplement 58:24024— 24026.

1904d Shell Heaps of the Lower Fraser
River, British Columbia. American
Antiquarian and Oriental Journal
26:235—236.

1906 A Remarkable Pipe from
Northwestern America. American
Anthropologist, N.S. 8:33—38.

1907 Archaeology of the Gulf of
Georgia and Puget Sound. Memoirs of
the American Museum of Natural
History2(6):301—441.

1909 New Evidence of the Distribution
of Chipped Artifacts and Interior
Culture in British Columbia. American
Anthropologist, N.S. 11:359—361.

1910 Canoes of the Northern Pacific
Coast Indians. American Museum
Journal 1 0(8):243—245.

1911 Totem Poles of the North Pacific
Coast. American Museum Journal.
11 (3):77—82.

Smith, Harlan I. and Gerald Fowke
1901 Cairns of British Columbia and

Washington. Memoirs of the American
Museum of Natural History2(2):55—75.

Stocking, George W.
1974 The Shaping ofAmerican Anthro-

pology, 1883—1911: A Franz Boas
Reader. New York, NY: Basic Books.

RED INK
A N\FIVI- /\Ml i~lLAN~ ILl)IN I l’LFIiIIC/VIION

MISSION
RED INK’s primarymissionis to provide
an opportunityfor studentsandnonstu-
dentsto publishtheir workin theareasof
poetryshort stories,creativenonfiction,
originalartwork,book& film reviewsand
articles. Whileenhancingastudent’spro-
fessionaldevelopment,RED INK gives
contributorsan opportunityto interact
with otherNative Americanresearchers
andwritersin theirrespectivefields. RED
INK alsoseeksanongoingdiscoursewith
students,professors,tribal leaders,tribal
members,andall interestedcommunities
regardingcurrentNativeAmericanissues.
In anattemptto presenta journal that is
bothchallengingandaccessible,thisjour-
nal is interdisciplinaryin focusandpro-
videsanopenforum for creativeexpres-
sion.

MAILING ADDRESS FOR MANUSCRIPTS
AND SUBSCRIPTION

RED INK
AmericanIndianStudiesPrograms

The UniversityofArizona
1615 EastSeventhStreet
Tucson,Arizona85719

520.622.3504voice,520.791.3735fax
redink@ccit.arjzona.edu(e-mail)

lutE uNrvE~nYoF

ARIZONA,
TUCSONARIZONA

~-‘L(R1l’lLO~1

R~\lL~

I ulli V ui iuil
10.0)) (2 l’~ue’~)

~2i).0()(-I l~LJV~’)
~i1).0i) (~I~u~~)

I Ii~1ii U (it un
52i(.Ou) (2 I~,’~ue~)
~~4i).i)) ~4 ~

10. EUROPEAN REVIEW OF


