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Lewis and Clark Came Lat«

JOHN FRANCIS BANNON, S. J.

Editorial Note:
The following article is a reprint of the
speech delivered by Father John Francis Bannon at the annual
South Dakota State Historical Society meeting. The meeting
was held in the Capitol Building in Pierre on 4 March 1973.
Very often, too often in fact, the United States story has
been and even now is told as if it were simply an Anglo epic,
with beginnings in Virginia and New England in the early
seventeenth century and with one of its midpoint highlights in
the nineteenth century, when the Anglo-American westward
sweep had reached the shores of the Pacific in the Oregon
country and Cahfornia. For long decades no one thought to
challenge this concept; it was simply taken for granted. Was
there any other way of conceiving that story?
Toward the end of the second decade of the present century
the publishing house of Macmillan contracted for a new
American history text to run possibly to several volumes. When
Herbert Eugene Bolton and his associate Thomas Maitland
Marshall submitted the manuscript for the first volume, the
story got no further than 1783. There was no little consternation at the House of Macmillan and quite general agreement
when one of the editorial readers expressed wonderment, not to
say resentment, that the authors took more than one quarter of
their pages to get down to the "beginning of American history,"
namely, the foundation of Jamestown in 1607. The reader
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probably would not have fiinched, had the writers devoted ten
or a dozen pages to background, but 100-plus pages were
ridiculously disproportionate, not to say unhistorical. Macmillan thought of rejecting the manuscript. However, it was
issued in 1920 as The Colonization of North America,
1492-1783, and with its pubhcation the basis for a newer kind
of "American" history was laid. To be sure, contradicting as it
did deeply rooted traditional patterns, this new approach to
early American history did not gain universal acceptance, but it
did cause some interpreters of the American story to wonder if
they might not have been suffering from a touch of myopia,
induced by glasses too heavily Anglo-tinted.
That this broader approach to early American history,
suggested by Bolton and Marshall, did not have immediate
effect on historiography showed very patently in a case that
involved the same House of Macmillan, publisher of the
Colonization of North America volume. When a bit later in the
1920s Macmillan invited one of the leading coloniahsts of the
day, Thomas Jefferson Wertenbaker, to tell the story of the first
settlements and societies along the Atlantic seaboard for its
"History of American Life" series, none of the editors saw any
reason to challenge the title that Wertenbaker chose for his
study. He wrote of the English as The First Americans.
Seemingly, anything that happened in North America prior to
1607 was inconsequential.
This Anglo-slanted version of American history took little
cognizance of the fact that at least two areas of the continent
destined in time to become constituent members of the United
States were already occupied. Florida's beginnings antedate
Jamestown by forty-odd years, and by 1607 the Spaniards were
already extending their line of missions in the future Georgia.
On the other side of the continent by 1607 they were in process
of settling New Mexico. By that late date Spaniards had been in
and often explored sizeable areas of South Carolina, Tennessee,
Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Texas, Oklahoma,
Kansas, Arizona, and the western shoreline of the continentrecall the exploits of Cabeza de Vaca and his three shipwrecked
mates, Hernando de Soto and his m^en, Fray Marcos de Niza,
Francisco Vasquez de Coronado and his hopeful companions,
the West Coast probings of Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo and
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Bartolomé Ferrelo, the many homebound runs of the Manila
Galleon along that same West Coast, and finally the more
serious investigations of Sebastian Vizcaino. All these men and
their exploits belong to the pre-Jamestown chapter of United
States history. But Anglo myopia does not stop with 1607.
This mentality, which might be styled "only-that-which-isAnglo-is-important," has colored the telling of American
history. It has something of an equally ludicrous counterpart in
the Atlantic seaboard mentality that condemns any history
removed from that relatively narrow coastal strip as regional
history—it is strange that American history never seems to
become regional until it crosses the Alleghenies! Frederick
Jackson Turner was much less unhistorical than many of his
overly enthusiastic disciples, actual or later, have contrived to
make him. He knew that there was more to the Western story
than the history of the Old Northwest on which his prime
interest and research centered. Too many frontier historians,
however, have told their story as though the westward sweep of
the Anglo-Americans was something completely unique in
human annals and have spent much time and many pages in
telling how the Anglos went bravely forward to conquer the
"virgin wilderness" beyond the edge of settlement. They seem
blissfully oblivious that there were relatively few areas, vast
though some may have been, that were truly virginal, just
waiting to be deflowered and won by the triumphant AngloAmericans. In historical fact the Anglo-Americans were not
always the pioneers they have been pictured to be: more
regularly they were latecomers. More aggressive, more efficient
and effective, it is true, but latecomers nonetheless.
To be truly correct historically, neither the Anglos nor any
of their American rivals—Spanish, French, Dutch, Swedish, or
Russian—were the real pioneers. All Europeans into North
America were equally arrogant in appropriating the honor of
being first. Long centuries before Columbus uncovered and
introduced to Europe this world beyond the Atlantic, North
America had been a new world for generations of eastwardmoving Asiatics. The Indians were men; their forefathers had
discovered America; they had explored and settled America.
They had been on the ground long enough to have had
civilizations build, flower, and decline long before the white
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man came-a case in point would be the Mound Builders of
mid-continent, the town dwellers of the Southwest, to recall
only two within the boundaries of the United States, and
the pre-Cortesian higher cultures of Mexico and Central
America.
Let us not belabor this point but get back to the virgin
wilderness concept. Francis Parkman had written dramatically
enough about the French that American historians of the
myopic school were willing to acknowledge their presence in
Canada, largely, perhaps, because this put them on the New
England and the New York borders. French pioneering elsewhere tended to be downgraded, if recognized at all, as
unimportant at best-nothing really significant happened until
the Anglos spilled over the Alleghenies after 1763. Strangely
enough, there was some concern on the part of Anglo colonials
of Virginia and Pennsylvania over the claims of Celeron de
Blainville to the Ohio country in 1749. The French established
Forts Presqu'île and Le Boeuf, not to mention Fort Duquesne
at the Forks, where in 1754 were fired the shots that
precipitated what properly was the First World War
(1754-1763)-it was fought in North America, in the Caribbean,
along the African coast, in India, as well as on the European
continent, but its global nature has been obscured by the more
traditional names of the French and Indian War and the Seven
Years' War. The Anglos had to clear out the French before the
nearer Trans-Allegheny was a fit place for Anglo settlement.
The French had long been present on all of the Great
Lakes-their thriving post, Michillimackinac, dates back to the
seventeenth century; Detroit, less thriving, traces its foundation
back to the very early eighteenth. The French knew Wisconsin
well and some of their venturesome coureurs-de-bois had been
over into Minnesota. They had missions on the upper Illinois
River some years before they got really serious about the
Mississippi in its middle course and set a mission at Cahokia
(1699) and a more important mission-settlement complex at
Kaskaskia a few years later and were edging eastward to the
Wabash. French-founded Vincennes in British hands, it should
be remembered, was a matter of concern to George Rogers
Clark and his Virginians during the American Revolution years.
The French had come onto the Gulf Coast in 1699 and a year
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or two later had traded Biloxi for Mobile as their center of
operations and occupation, a dozen or more years before they
established New Orleans on the Mississippi proper.
The Spaniards' prenineteenth-century record is also impressive. By the end of the seventeenth century they were
reestablished in New Mexico, after the lapse of a dozen years
when the revolting Pueblo Indians had temporarily dispossessed
them. The old settlers, in large majority, had come back from
their refugee location at El Paso del Norte and new ones were
on their way north. Several new civilian settlements were
developing; two of these were given the rank and title of villas,
Santa Cruz de la Canada in 1695 and Albuquerque in 1706.
New Mexico had a population of around 30,000 shortly before
Spain yielded to Mexico toward the end of the first quarter of
the nineteenth century. The Spaniards began permanent occupation of Texas in the second decade of the eighteenth
century; the province attracted fewer folk than its neighbor to
the west, but it too had several well-established towns, notably
San Antonio, Nacogdoches, Laredo, and Bahia by the time the
Anglos began to filter in prior to their takeover in the 1830s.
Spaniards were also in southern Arizona, below the Gila Valley;
again, not in large numbers, but they were there when the first
Anglos arrived. And it is well known that California was Spanish
first, before it became Mexican, and then American—its white
man history dates from the last year of the 1760s.
On arriving in the Greater Southwest, the area of Spain's old
Provincias Internas, the Anglos found going societies. Spaniards
had not only explored, they had settled. They had opened some
of the economic potential of this vast area of the continent.
More importantly, they had sought to find a workable solution
to problems inevitably arising from a confrontation of two
diverse peoples and cultures, the European descendant and the
Indian, and they had found at least partial answers; again they
had, and not without a measure of success, set workable
patterns of adaptation to desert environment. In addition, the
French settled in the Dakotas from the north and worked for
the Spaniards from the south. The French and/or Spanish
explored Nebraska and Colorado, and Fray Escalante and his
party ventured into Utah. There are not many states of the
United States, beyond the Atlantic seaboard, in which the
Anglo-Americans can claim "firsts"—they are reduced to Mon-
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tana, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and Nevada. And it should be
noted that in several of these, Anglos of British or Canadian
provenance antedated their Anglo-American cousins.
As a case in point take a look at the Missouri River story
and see how the Anglo-oriented history is not quite the correct
version. This example seems to be a very proper one for a South
Dakota audience, since the Missouri is such a vital and integral
factor in the past and present history of that state.
The history of the Missouri River and the vast area of the
continent, into which the river and its many tributaries drain,
begins, at least by the white man's reckoning, on that early July
day of 1673. Louis Jolliet, Jacques Marquette, and their five
companions, gliding past the mouth of the Illinois, were
intrigued by the painting of a strange birdlike creature (the
Piasa) that scowled down on them from the cliff on their left,
and then suddenly found the placid waters of their river
dangerously churned into a threatening whirlpool as a boisterous stream running at flood tide, shouldered its way into the
Father of Waters. For the moment there was no time to ask
questions; the Frenchmen had to maneuver frantically to avoid
personal disaster. A bit later they learned by questioning the
Indians that this mighty and muddy giant from the west was
called the Pekitanoui or the River of the Oumissoudes. Noting
the existence of the Missouri in their journal, as they had done
for other streams entering their river, they went on downstream, hopeful that the great river on which they were
traveling was each day getting them closer to an outlet into the
Vermilion Sea, that body of water that made an island of
California, with the Western Ocean, that is the Pacific, beyond.
However, the farther south they paddled, the more convinced they became that this Mississippi was heading toward the
Spaniards' Gulf of Mexico. Fearful lest they be picked up for
trespass and thus not be able to report their findings, they
turned back about midway down the Arkansas shore. M. Jean
Talon, the intendant who had sent them out, would be
disappointed, but facts were facts. Talon and the Frenchmen of
the Saint Lawrence Valley had very hazy concepts of midcontinent North America and on these built rosy hopes of being
able to reach the Pacific by this great river to the west"downhill" all the way, as it were.
This geographical concept concerning California is one of
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the curious developments in seventeenth-century American
cartography; from its correct peninsularity, which was established as far back as 1539 and confirmed in the next year, it had
suddenly been credited with insularity. The Spaniards should
have known better, but it seems that their Don Juan de Onate
was the reporter responsible. On his trip to the mouth of the
Colorado, out of New Mexico in 1605, he believed what the
Indians had told him, that the ocean continued beyond; finding
little else of importance on his westward or southwestward trek,
he extolled suitability of what was in reality the northern end
of the Gulf of Cahfornia as a great future ocean port. The
cartographers were thus misled and with them many others. The
name, the Vermilion Sea, began to appear on maps and the span
of the still largely unexplored western reaches of the continent
shrank accordingly. Talon and the French, knowing nothing of
the Rockies, felt that maybe their river of the west, the still
unexplored Mississippi, might well be the river that Onate had
seen along its lower course or at least a mate. After Marquette
and Jolliet returned, they knew better. Then, in that framework
of disappointed hopes, the giant that flowed into their
Mississippi midway down its course assumed new importance.
To be sure, this River of the Oumissouries flowed the wrong
way, but, again, hopes of a passage to the Western Ocean were
reenkindled. The headwaters of this muddy giant might be
within portage distance of Onate's river or of some other that
flowed westward to the Pacific. Marquette himself, back home
at Saint-Ignace on the Isle of Mackinac, confided to his journal,
"I do not despair of discovering it [the VermiUion Sea], if God
grants me the grace and the health, in order that I may preach
the Gospel to all the peoples of this new worid, who have so
long groveled in the darkness of infidelity." God did not grant
Pere Jacques "the health to do so." He died two years later
(1675) after visiting the upper Illinois country.
The next Frenchmen, at least of firm record, down the
Mississippi was La Salle. He noted the entry of the Missouri into
the main stream and described the confluence; but La Salle did
not tarry to explore, since he had another goal and other plans.
He did report that there was a rumor that two Frenchmen, by
his day, had lived as captives for several years among the
Missouri tribes. In 1693 another pair of French traders were

Copyright © 1974 by the South Dakota State Historical Society. All Rights Reserved.

Lewis and Clark

229

reported to have gone down the Illinois and into the Missouri
with a band of Kaskaskia Indians, still in their old location on
the upper Ilhnois; this party may have gotten to the Osage
Indians, with whom they were interested in establishing trade
relations. La Salle's man, Henri de Tonty, had passed the mouth
of the Missouri several times, but was not particulariy interested
in the Missouri or its possibilities. Just before the seventeenth
century closed, one of the seminary priests, Pere Buisson de
Saint-Cosine, told his superior, the Bishop of Quebec, that he
had learned that the lower reaches of the Missouri were rather
heavily populated and could be a potentially fertile field for
missionary activity. In the next year (1699) the good father
opened a mission on the east bank of the Mississippi at Cahokia.
In the next year the Jesuits, shepharding their Illinois converts
to a place of greater safety, made a two-year stop on the right
bank at the mouth of what is now known as River Des Peres,
before proceeding some few miles downriver to the site where
the mission-settlement complex of Kaskaskia grew up after
1702 on the Illinois side. As traders from Canada and soon
settlers from Louisiana came into the Illinois country, Kaskaskia became the quite active focal point of French interest,
trader and missionary, in the Missouri country, its river, its
valley, and its Indians. The fur men saw new regions still
un trapped; the trade-minded dreamed of possible interchange
with New Mexico, legal hopefully but, if not that, then bootleg.
The Missouri River would be the key.
Although the eariy records are spotty, there is enough
information to show Frenchmen on the move upriver. Some of
these eariy adventurers reached the big bend and pushed a
distance to the northwest upriver, adding new Indian nations, to
the growing litany-Missouri, Osage, Kansa, Oto, Iowa, Panimaha, and Pani. Bienville, commanding at Mobile, began to get
information enough to lay plans, which he sent to officials in
France for approval.
Next, occasional trader names and sometimes no names at
all change into historically identifiable persons. First of these is
Etienne Veniard de Bourgmont in the Missouri country around
1714, or maybe a bit earlier. After 1712, when Bourgmont first
became acquainted with a band of Missouri who had come
north to help the French during their altercations with the
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restless Fox Indians, and who had in their company an
attractive Missouri maid, he returned to their homeland with
the Missouri and lived with them for several years, had at least
one child by his Indian girl friend, moved around with his hosts
on their hunting and trapping expeditions, and possibly knew
the Missouri River up to the Arikara country. When he returned
to his own people in 1718 about the time that New Orleans was
being set up as the Louisiana capital, he was able to give
Bienville much information about the Indians and the economic
potential of the middle Trans-Mississippi.
Before Bourgmont came back to the Missouri country as an
agent for the Compagnie and commissioned to go westward
from the river to contact the Comanches and possibly to break
through the barrier to New Mexico, another fascinating character came into the Missouri River story, more interesting as a
person than truly important as a pathfinder. Claude Du Tisne, a
Parisian by birth, of good family, an engaging, ambitious,
resourceful, restless young man in his twenties, had found his
way to New France in quest of wealth and adventure. He had
his apprenticeship in the wilderness in the employ of a Quebec
merchant and quickly proved his ability amd adaptability. In
1718 Bienville of New Orleans commissioned him to contact
the Osage and open trade relations with them, for the French
already recognized the importance of that nation in their
Missouri River plans. The next year Du Tisne left the Illinois
posts and headed upstream. He had long before learned how to
use his magnifying glass to mystify potential customers and,
further, he well knew the value of his firearms. But among the
Osage he had to resort to still another trick of magic. It seems
that after he had displayed his tradewares, he heard whisperings
among his hosts who talked of killing him and his companions
in order to avoid having to barter for the coveted goods.
Unbeknown to the Osage, he knew enough of their language to
discover their planned treachery. Du Tisne, who was something
of a dandy, had compensated for his premature baldness with a
wig. Quick to see the advantage that this gave him, he
dramatically pulled off his hairpiece, tossed it at the chief's feet,
and challenged "pick it up, if you dare!" Needless to remark,
the simple native Missourians could not do enough to cooperate
with their visitors. Du Tisne and his little party had the run of
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the Osage country and were able to bull their way to the
southern Pawnee before returning to the Illinois posts and New
Orleans.
In 1720 there is a Spanish chapter that should be dubbed
into the Missouri Valley story. For a number of years their
Indian friends from the Plains had been bringing to the
Spaniards of New Mexico word of other white men in the West.
Successive governors in Santa Fe had relayed this information
to their viceroy superiors in Mexico City. Already badgered on
their frontiers by the Apache and knowing that beyond were
the dreaded enemies of the Apache, the fierce Comanche; the
New Mexicans were more than mildly apprehensive over what a
French-Comanche alliance might mean-the Comanche with
French guns could push the Apache in terror against New
Mexican borders, already poorly enough defended. Frightened
in their turn, viceregal officials finally acted; they ordered the
establishment of a presidio-garrison at El Cuartelejo, beyond the
friendly Jicarilla, and the dispatch of a military reconnaissance
expedition onto the buffalo plains. In 1720 Governor Antonio
Valverde gave his lieutenant, Pedro Villasur, this latter assignment. In June Villasur set out from Santa Fe with his small
force, forty-two soldiers, sixty Indian allies. Fray Padre Juan
Minguez as chaplain, and Jean de L'Archevêque as interpreter.
They all hoped that L'Archevêque still remembered enough of
his native tongue, since the days when they had picked him up
as one of the youthful survivors of the abortive La Salle
colonization attempt on the Texas coast some three decades
before, to be of service if some of his native countrymen were
encountered. In August disaster awaited the Spanish party on
the Platte at the hands of Francophile Pawnees. The episode is
important in showing that Spaniards as well as French were
becoming interested in the broader Missouri Valley.
Bourgmont, back from France, is the key figure in the next
chapter. The subheads of the chapter would run something like
this: Bourgmont and party up the Missouri; the foundation of
Fort Orleans in mid-Missouri, with Pere Jean Baptiste Mercier as
chaplain and missionary; Bourgmont beyond the bend of the
Missouri and out into Kansas before illness forced his return to
Fort Orleans for recuperation; his next venture beyond the
bend and onto the Plains; contact with the Comanche, alliance
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with them, but their adamant refusal to allow him to proceed
further toward New Mexico; the retirement of Bourgmont;'the
ultimate abandonment, at the end of the decade, of Fort
Orleans; the Illinois posts once again the staging area for further
Missouri River ventures.
During most of the decade of the 1730s whatever French
activity there was on the Missouri is that of poorly recorded or
even unrecorded Frenchmen. Not until the last year of the
1730s was there another official move. Meantime, the Frenchmen of the Ilhnois country were much distracted by the Fox
Wars; the Fox and the Sac were threatening the lines of contact
with Canada, which still was the prime market for their
furs-other Illinois products went down the Mississippi to
Louisiana, principally the breadstuffs that they found could be
grown profitably on the lush prairie lands. In 1739 the Mallet
brothers, Pierre and Paul, with a few companions set out upriver
to learn more about the upper Missouri. For reasons not wholly
clear, they left the Missouri and pushed westward along the
Platte to its forks. They chose the South Fork and before too
long were moving' along the Front Range of the Rockies and
ultimately created consternation among the Spaniards by
showing up in Santa Fe. Almost too surprised to react
belligerently against this trespass, the Spaniards treated them
well and then hurried them on their way back to the Mississippi
Valley. The Spaniards were not as hospitable to the French who
came some few years later. Frenchmen up the Red River and
along the Gulf of Mexico coast, coming out of Louisiana, were
already worrying the Spaniards of Texas, and nowhere in the
Indies were they minded to alter their "foreigners keep out"
policy.
Then in November 1762 came a new development. France
had already been decisively defeated by her colonial archrival in
North America. Hoping against a possible better day and
endeavoring to keep if not a foot, at least a footprint, in the
vast territory that soon would not be hers, she persuaded Spain
to accept the Trans-Mississippi half of her Louisiana. Spain
reluctantly went along with the deal, intellectually persuaded
that England at the Mississippi would be a far less worrisome
neighbor than across the Red or the Canadian rivers or at the
headwaters of the Rio Grande. Spain did not act to take
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possession formally of her new borderland until 1766, when
Antonio de Ulloa came to New Orleans and Francisco Rui
appeared in Upper Louisiana. Meanwhile, Frenchmen had gone
north and in early 1764 had laid the foundations of Saint Louis,
destined to be from its very beginning the new key to the
history of the Missouri Valley.
Ulloa in New Orleans was far from successful in winning
enthusiastic allegiance for Spain among the French in New
Orleans, who resented what they saw as their abandonment by
France. When he tried to impose Spanish trade policies and
regulations, they revolted and expelled him from the colony in
1768. His man Rui had not met with violent resistance in Saint
Louis, but he was disliked enough to be recalled. Before his
successor, Don Pedro Piernas, had a chance to smooth ruffied
feelings in upper Louisiana, his appointing superior was forced
out and Piernas himself had turned back downriver. Piernas was
back in 1770, after Don Alejandro O'Reilly restored Spanish
authority with a heavy hand—for his actions Don Alejandro was
dubbed "Bloody O'Reilly," but in fairness it should be noted
that after this first show of Irish temper, he proved himself a
most capable organizer and manager. Although his first interest
was in the lower valley, the policies that he set there were soon
adopted in the north. An indicative tip-off of a new orientation
to Spanish thinking was his overtures to Athanase de Mezieres,
who had proved to be a successful Indian agent and trader
among the Red River tribes.
Even before the Louisiana turnover, the Spanish in Texas
had begun to recognize that their traditional mission approach
to the Indian problem on the frontier was proving less and less
valid and they were taking a hard look at the successful
trade-and-presents technique of the French. Having inherited
thousands of Indian subjects like the Texas Indians by the
stroke of a pen in November 1762, far-sighted officials knew
what they had been considering for Texas must be more widely
extended. Relatively soon after 1763 Spain worried over reports
of British aggressiveness in the farther northern reaches of her
Louisiana claims. The British were quick to build on the French
groundwork already laid in the lands west of the Great Lakes
where a quarter-century before the La Verendrye clan had
opened the way to upper Missouri River nations. And not only
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concern over the southward drift of the Russian traders out pi
Alaska, but also a fear lest the aggressive Britons might also
push across Canada and appear on the Pacific, moved Spain in
1769 to occupy Alta Cahfornia.
It was not until late in the 1780s that Spain was free, so to
speak, to extend her defenses, through Indian alliances, in the
upper Missouri Valley. In the 1770s her French traders out of
Saint Louis sought to hold the good will inherited, but, if one
can use as an indication the handout hsts of Piernas, Cruzat, and
Leyba, one must conclude that influence did not extend much
beyond the Platte. These lists regularly ran, in upriver progression, the Missouri, the Big and Little Osage, the Kansa, the Oto,
the Maha, and the Pani. About the time Spain might have
backed a renewed effort up the Missouri, she became involved,
as an ally of France and a less than wilhng cooperator with the
young colonies, in the Anglo-American War for Independence.
During these war years Spain's principal interest had to be
centered on the Mississippi Valley proper. There was always a
potential English threat from the Gulf. British and Indians made
an actual, but abortive, attack on Saint Louis in 1780. To
counter a possible repeat performance the Spaniards in the next
year took the offensive and caught the British off guard at Fort
Saint Joseph (Michigan) the following year. Still apprehensive,
they sought to shore up the fortifications of their mid-valley
capital and to keep alert as Clark and the British jockeyed for
control in the lands to the east of the Mississippi. The Spaniards
had neither the men nor the resources to do more than one
thing at a time in Upper Louisiana.
At the end of that decade the Spaniards were able to turn
their attention back to the Missouri. Now they were worried
about the British in the upper valley and more recently their
new neighbors across the Mississippi since 1783, the Americans
who, rumor had it, were I fanning out from Prairie du Chien,
winning the friendship of the Iowa, and edging up the strategic
Des Moines River. In 1789 Manuel Perez, lieutenant-governor in
Upper Louisiana, since succeeding Cruzat two years before, sent
one Jean Munier and party upriver. They added the Ponca to
the roster of Spanish friends, as they got to the Niobrara. In
1790 Jacques d'Eghse got up to Mandan country and confirmed
with firsthand testimony, furnished by a Frenchman, Menard
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by name, the report that the Britishers were frequently in the
area, operating from a base that was reputedly flfteen days
away. D'Eglise and Joseph Garreau tried to return in 1793, but
their party was turned back by the Arikara and the Sioux. Next
came the several attempts by the Spaniards and French Saint
Louisans of the "Company of Explorers of the Upper Missouri." Jacques Clamorgan and other prominent Saint Louis
traders and merchants formed that company, 1793-1794, at the
instigation of Governor Carondelet and witii the cooperation of
Zenon Trudeau, who in mid-1792 replaced Perez at Saint Louis.
Jean Baptiste Truteau, part-time schoolmaster at Saint Louis,
headed the company's 1794 venture. Truteau and his party not
only could not break through the Arikara barrier, but they also
found themselves in competition with Jacques d'Eglise and
agents of Jean Munier. Truteau wintered in the country, to
await new supplies promised for the next trading season; during
those months he and his men picked up information about the
Upper Missouri and one of its tributaries beyond the Mandans,
namely, the Yellowstone.
The next major figures, with Spanish connections, on the
Missouri were James Mackey and his man John Evans. Besides
the commission from the company to develop the Indian trade,
they had a further order, to search out the headwaters of the
Missouri. It was still beheved by all parties concerned that the
source of the Missouri was somewhere in the Rocky Mountains
far enough south to put Americans who might ascend it within
striking distance of the fabled "mines of New Mexico." There
were other Frenchmen working for Spain and, whether they
knew it or not, after 1800 working for France in the Upper
Missouri Valley in the next few years. Then in 1804 came Lewis
and Clark to announce that the Missouri River had still another
owner.
All this has been noted, not to detract from the achievements of Lewis and Clark and the Anglo-Americans in general,
but rather to set them in proper historical order and perspective. Without question, Lewis and Clark were the first wiiite
men to reach the sources of the Missouri and the first to trace a
way to the Pacific from the headwaters of the Missouri. Theirs
was an epic adventure in the annals of American exploration.
But over a sizeable section of their way they were latecomers.
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and from the most casual perusal of their journals one finds
them admitting this fact. One is not seeking to set the record
straight for them, but rather for us of a later date whose
evaluations have been warped and beclouded by Anglo historical myopia or misguided patriotism or, maybe, by an unconscious Anglo superiority complex. The American story is
often one or more chapters old before the Anglos make their
first appearance in its pages.
Biographical Note
This short study makes no claims to being based on
extensive personal research and, therefore, on such grounds of
being new or original. The writer has borrowed liberally and
shamelessly from the research of others. At best it may offer a
fresh overall point of view.
The most knowledgeable interpreter of the role of the
Spaniards in the Mississippi and Missouri valleys is Abraham P.
Nasatir. His many studies over the years, short and long, in
articles and books, have been largely responsible for opening
this field. Notable is the introduction to his two volumes of
documents published under the fitle oí Before Lewis and Clark:
Documents Illustrating the History of the Missouri, 1785-1804
(St. Louis: St. Louis Historical Documents Foundation, 1952);
currently he has in advanced stage of preparation a longer and
more thorough study. He had an illustrious predecessor in
Baron Marc Villiers du Terrage, La Découverte du Missouri
(Paris: H. Champion Co., 1925). Pierre Margry, John Gilmary
Shea, and Louise Phelps Kellogg have been at least indirectly
helpful. The latest and to date the best biography of Marquette
is Joseph P. Donnelly's Jacques Marquette, S.J., 1637-1675
(Chicago: Loyola University Press, 1968); the same may be said
of Jean Delanglez, Life and Voyages of Louis Jolliet, 1645-1700
(Chicago: Institute of Jesuit History, 1948), on Marquette's
companion. Old but useful is Louis Wouck, History of Missouri,
3 vols. (1908; reprint ed.. New York: Arno Press, 1971); recent
and excellent are the early chapters of William E. Foley, A
History of Missouri, Volume I: 1673-1820 (Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 1971). A general survey of merit is John
A. Caruso, The Mississippi Valley Frontier (Indianapolis:
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Bobbs-Merrill Co., 1966); the same to be said of Henry Folmer,
Franeo-Spanish Rivalry in North America (Glendale, Calif.:
Arthur H. Clarke Co., 1953). Several of the individual studies in
Gilbert J. Garraghan, Chapters in Frontier History (Milwaukee,
Wise: Bruce Publishing Co., 1934), deal with the Missouri
Valley. Old but still interesting is Phil E. Chappell, "A History
of the Missouri River," Kansas Historical Collections, 9
(1905-1906): 237-94.
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