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ABSTRACT

Twentieth century California Indians have receiwaated attention from
scholars. The sheer size and diversity of Califoindians can be overwhelming.
Geographically, California is the third largesttetand home to one hundred and ten
federally recognized tribes. California Indiansatesl alliances across the state among
diverse tribal groups. Indian advocacy and activagithe twentieth century has been a
limited discussion focused on four major eventsaftlaz occupation of 1969; Trail of
Broken Treaties and subsequent occupation of tmedBuof Indian Affairs building of
1972; Wounded Knee of 1973; and the “Longest Walkl978. These four major
developments should not be ignored. However, theudision should be broader and
include diverse forms of advocacy and activism.

In 1964 Rupert Costo, Cahuilla, his wife Jeannd#ary-Costo, Eastern
Cherokee, and thirteen Indians from diverse triteggely from California, founded the
American Indian Historical Society (AIHS). Costaed as president of the organization
until its dissolution in 1986. The San Franciscedzhgroup sought to improve education,
communication, and cultural development among Imglia

Members of this activist organization challengedteoks, testified at
congressional hearings, created an Indian contrplldlishing house, coordinated
community meetings, and lobbied for protection wfidl grounds. It also circulated,
Wassajaone of the first national Indian newspapers witiginal content. Through its
publications, the AIHS sought to inform and promimtigtual understanding between

Indians and non-Indians.



The AIHS’ philosophy centered on the belief thatiéms could, through their
own initiative and innovation, lead the fight irdian affairs. Through the years, the
AIHS supported Indian issues and efforts of indinattribes to preserve their rights.
Thus, the AIHS defended tribal self-determinatiod aejected pan-indianism.

The federal government policy of relocation encgathnon-California Indians to
move into California. Relocation caused frictiorntlas focus by many in the mainstream
media turned its attention to relocated IndianscWimcreasingly rendered California
Indians invisible. However, with conscientiouscetithe AIHS worked towards

informing and educating Indians and non-Indians.



DEDICATION

Dedicated to the memory of my grandfather, Willidiillie” Soza, and to California
Indians, past, present, and future.



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

| owe my deepest gratitude to numerous individaal$ institutions, which have
been instrumental to the completion of this disgemh. Numerous mentors have offered
an overwhelming amount of support, assistancegaidhnce. Dr. Steven Crum, Dr.
Lorena Oropeza, and Dr. Clarence Walker at the éisity of California, Davis (UCD)
inspired me to pursue my educational endeavors.

Dr. Peter Iverson welcomed me to Arizona State ehsity (ASU) and supported
my decision to pursue a topic which has receivitlé ittention. His commitment to
Indian history as a story of strength and surviatther than demise should serve as an
ideal for every attentive scholar to strive towafthank you to Dr. Donald Fixico for
lending his keen insights, and for generously aggem® join the committee. Dr. Annette
Reed, with grace and humor, has always pushed wsds sharpening my ideas. |
deeply admire her dedication to teaching and ajgdeeber constant encouragement.
Thank you to Dr. Matthew Whitaker for always chafieng me to reflect on the
definitions of race and activism. In preparationtiEaching at ASU, | observed his
exceptional teaching style and credit him for reicey a Graduate and Professional
Student Teaching Excellence award. Thank you taJ&mnes Riding In, an early
supporter of my topic and an outstanding role model

| wish to thank: Dr. Terri Castafieda, who genenpabbred her copies of
California Indian NewsDr. Edward Castillo; the Costo family; Dr. JeramiDenetdale;
Andrew Galvan, who kindly shared stories and phe@tplgs of his father, the late Philip
Galvan; Carrie Garcia, Cultural Center Program Mgnat Soboba; Dr. Joyce Kievit;
Dr. Amy Lonetree; Dr. Kathryn Manuelito; Vince M@ai; Dr. Beth Rose Middleton;

Vv



Dr. Susan Miller; Jack Norton; Dr. Joely Proudfizcquelyn Ross; Dr. Matt Sakiestewa
Gilbert; Dr. Clifford Trafzer; Dr. Myla Vicenti Cg@io; and Dr. Angela Wilson
(Waziyatawin).

| appreciate the librarians, archivists, staff, ahdlent workers who all patiently
assisted me and went above and beyond to locatg sverce. My gratitude to Sarah
Allison and Eric Milenkiewicz from the Special Cettions and Archives at UC
Riverside; Sara Gunasekara and John Sherlock frmenid Collections at UCD;
Thomas Philo from the Department of Archives andcsy Collections at CSU
Dominguez Hills; and Joyce Martin from the Labridlational American Indian Data
Center at ASU. Thank you to Jun Fung-Chueh fomtlaes she created.

Many thanks to friends and colleagues | met at ABOnica Butler, Kara
Carroll, Brian Collier, Kishan Lara, Matthew Makldyiana Meneses, Azusa Ono,
Joanne Robertson, Tamrala Swafford, and Bonnie Ppsom | found friendship and
camaraderie with several graduate students fromi&fe department at UCD. Thank
you to Amber Bill, Jerold Blain, Lori Laiwa, and MJorley.

My heartfelt gratitude to the Soboba Band of Laséndians for providing
financial assistance. In addition, thank you ® khax Millett Family Fund Research
Grant and ASU for providing a University Graduatih&ar Award.

My deep appreciation to the Delgado family, Saraify, and my extended
family. To my mother who has always stood by ndesand never let me forget my
priorities, thank you. Lastly, to my dachshundgwverick and Willow, for being my
constant companions and reminding me sometimesetstething to do is go outside and
play.

Vi



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
LIST OF FIGURES. ... e e e e e e e e e WV
CHAPTER
1. INTRODUCTION :*WE ALL ARE ACTIVISTS BUT WE DON'T CARRY
BANNERS”: CALIFORNIA HISTORY .o e 1

2. “WE'VE NEVER FAILED AT ANYTHING”: RUPERT COSTO, JEANNETTE
HENRY-COSTO, LEADERSHIP AND ACTIVISM.......cccoii i g

3. “WITH THE EYES OF THE INDIAN": THE AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL

SOCIETY AND SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA.......cccooiiii.0
CALIFORNIABAY AREA. ... 000 108
ALCATRAZ: SITE OF UNITY AND PROTEST .......ccivviiiiieens 116

4. “SOMETHING LESS THAN A HUMAN BEING”: CALIFORNIA EDUCATION,
CURRICULUM AND TEXTBOOKS. ... .ot e e 128
5. “ADOPT A POSITIVE ATTITUDE AND CONDUCT ACTIVE WORKAMONG
TEACHERS AND EDUCATORS”: WORKSHOPS FOR TEACHERS.......171
6. “WE HAVE NO TIME TO LOSE. WE HAVE TO HAVE A BODY OF
LITERATURE BEHIND US”: PUBLISHING AND FACILITATING
COMMUNITY THROUGH COMMON READERSHIP..........cceviiinne. 192
OHLONE REPRESENTATION IN THE PRESS...........ccooi i 227
7. “COMMUNICATIONS IS THE DESPERATE NEED AMONG INDIANS

A S S AT A e 244



Page
8. “LET THE SCHOLARS SPEND THEIR VERY LIVES AND ENERGE IN THE
SERVICE OF THEIR PEOPLE”: CONVOCATION OF AMERICANDIAN
SCOH O L AR S ... e e e 294

9. CONCLUSION: “TO TAKE POSITIVE AND EFFECTIVE ACTION"THE

LEGACY OF ACTIVISM. ..o e e e 331
REFERENCES. ... e e 348
APPENDICES

A. MEETING MINUTES OF PRELIMINARY AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL
SOCIETY MEETING ... ... e e e e e 368
B. MEETING MINUTES OF FIRST AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL
SO T Y i 371
C. THE INDIAN HISTORIAN POLICY STATEMENT ..., 373

D. AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL SOCIETY INCORPORATION AND BY-

E. INDIAN HISTORY STUDY COMMITTEE PROPOSED CRITERIA A®
CALIFORNIA TEXTBOOKS. ... oot e e e e 386
F. LIST OF PARTICIPANTS, CONVOCATION OF AMERICAN INDIAN
SCHOLARS IN 1970 . ettt e e e e e e e e e 389
G. RUPERT COSTO KEYNOTE ADDRESS AT CONVOCATION OF AMEFAN

INDIAN SCHOLARS IN 1970... .. e 395

viii



Figure

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

LIST OF FIGURES

Page
AlCALraz ISIaNd ......cooueiiiiii e 20
Gluck gateway Mural ... 52
Rupert Costo, Cahuilla ..........ooeieee e 55
Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherakee..........cccccccoeeiiiiiiiiiiinnn, 60
Rupert Costo practicing football ..o, 63
Chautauqua House, formal headquarters............occuveeeveeiiiiiiieeneennns Q6L
BaY Ar€a MaApP .....cooi et erememe e 111
Philip Galvan, ORIONe ... 119
CalifOrNIia MAP ....ccoee e et e e e s smmnenre e e e e e eas 176

Jack Norton, Hupa/CheroKee...... . veeeeeeeiiiiiiieeneeiiiiiieeneeseieeen. 199

Ohlone arch at burial grounds ... 231
Wassaja inaugural edition ........ccccceeoiiiiiiiieiiiiiieiee oo 245
Rupert Costo SPeaking ..........cceaooiiiiiiiee e e 333
Costos holding hands ..o 336
COSEO Hall ..o e 345



CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION: “WE ALL ARE ACTIVISTS BUT WE DON'T CARRY
BANNERS”: CALIFORNIA HISTORY

The reasons for the selection of my dissertatipictare personal and varied. My
mother’s people are Mountain Maidu from northeast@alifornia in the Susanville area
located in the Sierra Nevada mountains and my fatpeople are Cahuilla and Luisefio
from the Soboba reservation located in the foctluflthe San Jacinto mountains of
southern California. My grandfather, William “WdlI' Soza, former tribal spokesperson
of Soboba Band of Mission Indians (later renamelld®a Band of Luisefio Indians),
testified at the 1968 Senate Special Subcommitt@ergs on Indian education in San
Francisco as did Rupert Costo, Cahuilla, founddrgresident of American Indian
Historical Society (AIHS or “The Society®).Additionally, my father displayed his
artwork at the first AIHS organized ConvocationAgherican Indian scholars in 1970.
These personal touchstones offer a familial conoed¢d the AIHS organization. |
consider my mother my first, and best, history besic She raised me surrounded by
books and stories. As a result, | grew up witbweelof books but with the insightful
understanding that simply because something apgp@apint did not inherently make it
the “truth.” | received teachings on my peoplenfrmmy mother, extended family and
community. | heard stories that did not appeanyntextbooks or lesson plans at public

school.

! Costo referred to the American Indian Historicati®ty as “The Society.” However, | will use The
Society and the acronym AIHS. To view a news repaorthe Subcommittee hearings with portions of
Costo and Soza testifying see: KRON-TV, Januaho48, Courtesy of The Bay Area Television Archive,
Archives and Special Collections of J. Paul Leordbdary, San Francisco State University.
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The dual experiences of my education, at home aad@ol, imparted lessons on
what formal western educational systems validatethalued as “knowledge” and
“truth.” Education at home emphasized the intenemtedness of all living beings and
centered on experiences and observation of cusfma&jces, and rituals.
Comparatively, formal western education stressedustry” with a goal of transferring a
skill set to students in preparation of their gapttion in the existing economic and
political infrastructure of the United States of &rica’ Further, the construction of
history upholds a “master narrative” of equalitgntbcracy, and freedom for all peoples.
The experiences of Indians appeared either alaagfichl trajectories of progress
towards equality, democracy, and freedom or méwedylj as simply nonexistent.

Formal western education tends to define the wamidi Indigenous people
through formal knowledge that appears in textbaoid lesson plans to benefit and serve
the mainstream society and state. Educator PaalceFargues the purpose of formal
education is to promote authentic thinking whictlules critical consciousness to
engage in “problem posing” education and praxist isrto indoctrinate people to
passively adopt the world of oppressfofRupert Costo and his wife Jeannette Henry-
Costo, Eastern Cherokee, assert in their bdatkves of the Golden Stataistory holds

the potential to serve as a powerful ideological.foFurther, the Costos note the field of

2 Gregory Cajetel, 00k to the Mountain: An Ecology of Indigenous Eatiom (Skyland, NC: Kivaki Press,
1994); Vine Deloria Jr. and Daniel R. WildcBower and Place: Indian Education in Amerigaolden:
Fulcrum Resources, 2001); Teresa L. McCarty andnisa K. Lomawaimalo Remain an Indian:
Lessons in Democracy From a Century of Native AtaerEducatior(Columbia: Teachers College Press,
2006).

% Paulo FreirePedagogy of the Oppress€&d70; reprint, New York: Continuum, 2003), 71-86.

* Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry-Casttjves of the Golden State: The California IndigBan
Francisco: Indian Historian Press and the UniveiitCalifornia at Riverside, 1995), xvii. Mrs. Jeeette
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history is not benign but rather a site of powet palitics. The power they discuss is the
ability of history and historians to erase andomdilize past actions of peoples or the
state. Sociologist Janet Abu-Lughod describespbiger as intellectual hegemony
because, “If history is written by the victors, themust, almost by definition, ‘deform’
the history of the others.”Distorted stories thus created by mainstreamespbiave
become accepted as universal truths while reduoitign history to a caricature or
invisibility.

The representation in formal education is of patéicsignificance since it
implies a “truth” inherent in the expertise of tears, textbooks, and lesson pléns.
Maori scholar Linda Tuhiwai Smith describes theitasimpact of early educational
systems: “Through the curriculum and its underlyimgory of knowledge, early schools
defined the world and where indigenous peoples wesitioned within the world”
Approved curriculum and textbooks representedrtermalization of a perceived racial
hierarchy and assumed superiority of the dominaciesy. My dissertation will not
focus on the construction of race and racial havias. However the perceived position

of Indian peoples as culturally, morally, physigaiocially, and mentally inferior relates

Dulce Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee, published umetemaiden name “Henry” or “Henry Costo” but in
the hopes of avoiding confusion | will refer to hprior to marriage as “Henry” and after marriage a
“Henry-Costo” and to both her and Rupert Costdhas'€Costos.”

® Janet Abu-Lughod, “On the Remaking of History: HmaReinvent the Past” iRemaking History:
Discussions in Contemporary Culture ngeds. Barbara Kruger and Phil Mariani (Seattley Beess,
1989), 118.

® For discussions on the construction of “knowledged! “truth” in history see Renato Rosal@uilture
and Truth: The Remaking of Social Analy@sston: Beacon Press, 1989); Edward W. Sartentalism
(New York: Vintage Books, 1978); Edward W. Saijlture and ImperialisnfNew York: Knopf, 1993);
Linda Tuhiwai SmithDecolonizing Methodologies: Research and Indigerespleg1999; reprint,
London: ZED Books, 2001).

" Tuhiwai Smith,Decolonizing Methodologie83.



to formal western education curriculum and its @pton of “knowledge” and defining
Indigenous peoples as “other” “savage” and “unizeit.”

An example of the imperial discursive field of “kmi@dge” may be observed
with the chronological timeline used in teachingtbry of the western hemisphere. The
majority of texts and lesson plans start with thesalled “discovery” of the “new world”
in 1492. Inherent within this chronology is a dissal of Indigenous peoples who
resided on the land prior to contact with Europessa people without history as
illustrated with the commonly used term “pre-higtaio describe Indigenous peoples,
experiences, and cultures prior to contact. Thaiteslogy reveals an assumption that
Indigenous peoples are without a history until fpeens reached their lands. The
difference places a value on the experiences lasreitpeople remembered or those
dismissed as irrelevant to the human story.

The construction of the “new world” created an agponal “old world.” The
oppositional nature of the “knowledge” establislaetblonial Eurocentric discourse
which supported and justified colonization. Edw8ald asserts at its core imperialism is
a “struggle over geography."Therefore, the consolidation of power within teminant
society occurs largely to the detriment of Indigenpeoples’ lands, resources, cultures,
and self-determination. Metis scholar Howard Adaiserves, colonization is the
process of total domination through exploitati@gism, and national oppression. Adams

contends Eurocentric history is a major contributio the devastation of Indian peoples

8 Waziyatawin Angela Cavender Wilson, “Reclaimingr®wmanity: Decolonization and the Recovery of
Indigenous Knowledge” ilndigenizing The Academy: Transforming Scholarstmgd Empowering
Communitieseds. Devon Abbott Mihesuah, and Waziyatawin Aagedvender Wilson (Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 2004), 69-87.

® Said,Culture and Imperialism?7.



because if continued unchallenged it spreads idiamcommunications, popular
opinion, and internalized by all citizef.

History holds the unique position of being inhehgpblitical because it is
constructed and contested by writers and readdristiry. The political nature of
history is revealed in what is and what is not miigdd or taught in the classroom.
Waziyatawin Angela Cavender Wilson (Waziyatawingkbta, addresses the double
standard used in western history in which the avgdsccepts works where a scholar
does not consult Indian sources or speak with adighs:* Wilson points out if Indians
are not consulted, the end product is inherenttgnmplete.

Directly tied to history is the concept of humartigcause history is the story of
humans and terms such as “pre-history” divorcedngieoples from humanity. Tuhiwai
Smith, argues the people who “made” history haperaeived humanity because
historians considered members of the dominant goagenaturally being “fully rational,
self-actualizing human beings capable, therefdrereating social changé? The
separation between Indian peoples and history peates the othering of Indigenous
peoples to the point of near erasure. Accordinfuioiwai Smith, the negation of

Indigenous views of history served as a criticat pathe creation of a colonial ideology

1 Howard AdamsTortured People: The Politics of Colonizati¢t995; revised, Penticton, British
Columbia: Theytus Books Ltd., 1999), 21.

1 Angela Cavender Wilson, “American Indian HistoryNon-Indian Perceptions of American Indian
History?” inNatives and Academics: Researching and Writing ABouerican Indiansed. Devon A.
Mihesuah (Lincoln, University of Nebraska Pres98)9 23-26.

12 Smith,Decolonizing Methodologie$2.



because Indigenous views would be automaticallyidised as “primitive” and thus
disregarded as inherently and immediately wrbhg.

Stories on twentith century California Indians haseeived muted attention from
scholars. The sheer size and diversity of Calibolndians can overwhelm scholars.
Within the boundaries of what is now called Caliiarover one hundred tribal nations
spoke over three hundred distinct dialects. Tldégenous diversity both culturally and
linguistically distinguishes the area from any ottegion in the United States of
America. Geographically, California is the thieddest state and is home to one hundred
and ten federally recognized tribes. Additionalhg highest number of “terminated”
tribes during the 1950s federal government polesyded in California. As a result there
are a significant number of federally unrecogniizézks fighting for years to regain
federal recognition?

According to the 2010 federal census, Californis the largest number of
American Indians and Alaskan Natives compared yoadiner state. Of course, many of
these individuals are not native to Californiatelmarriage across tribal communities
has increased multitribal people too. Moreovegmmacial relationships and marriages
led to multiracial people. For example, anti-mgeeation laws and low numbers of
Filipino women led to relationships between Filipimen and Indian women largely in
the California central coast and the Pacific Noghkty The term “Indipino” was coined

to describe their biracial children. Many Calif@indian organizations, as a result, were

13 Smith,Decolonizing Methodologie£9.

14 Heather Ponchetti Daly, “Fractured Relations amdoThe 1953 Termination Act’s Effect on Tribal
Relations throughout Southern California Indian @oy” American Indian Quarterh3 (Fall 2009):427-
439; Roberta UlrichAmerican Indian Nations from Termination to Restimna, 1953-200§Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 2010), 111-129.
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diverse and inherently intertribal or multitribaddause of the participation from Indians
from throughout the state.

The roots of California Indian activism relate tedty rights and self-
determination. Many intertribal or multitribal @gizations emerged after the public
disclosure in 1905 of the United States Senatéiseat to ratify eighteen treaties
negotiated 1851-1852 with California tribes. Manriyhese early California Indian
organizations sought restitution. In 1928 the Ebhiftates Congress passed the
California Indian Jurisdictional Act, known as thea Act, which provided California
Indians had a right to sue the federal governmaniahd claims compensation. The
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) completed its firstajor judgment enrollment list
(commonly referred to as The Roll) with a spec28 California Indian census to
document California Indians with family living wheime eighteen unratified treaties were
negotiated. Unlike earlier BIA census rolls, tf82& roll included California Indians
living off reservation lands and counted a totgbylation slightly over 21,008

Compared to other underrepresented communitiegimeoples hold a unique
relationship with the federal government basedreaties, presidential executive orders,
congressional acts, and court decisions. As dtrdésderal, state, and local governments
interact with federally recognized Indian tribeHetiently than with any population.
Federal recognition means the federal governmeograzes a government-to-
government relationship with a tribe, maintainsustt responsibility, and tribal members

are eligible to access rights and services inclytliealthcare and education funds.

15 Sherburne F. Cook, “Historical Demography,” intRat F. Heizer, edGalifornia: Handbook of North
American Indiansvol. 8 (Washington D.C.: Smithsonian Institutid9,78), 91-98.
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California Indians, like all Indians, maintain Anean citizenship. IAnderson v.
Matthewsthe California Supreme Court ruled in 1917 thataBtAnderson, Pomo, was a
United States citizen and eligible to registerated® In part, the justices came to this
decision because California had no treaty relabignwith the Pomo tribe. In addition,
Anderson resided off reservation lands and pagteigh in the local economy as a wage
worker receiving his earnings outside the reseowatiHowever, the decision did not
speak to the citizenship of Indians residing ommneations orancheriasand not until the
United States Congress issued the 1924 Citizesttipvere all Indians considered
American citizens.

California is home to reservations aaahcherias a term unique to the state.
After learning of the unratified treaties, reformeympathetic to the economic distress of
California Indians urged for the passage of a safeappropriation bills. The bills
provided funds to purchase small areas of landelgrin central and northern California,
for “landless” and “homeless” Indians which becdmewn agancherias Many
rancheriasand reservations in California are multitribalfiwdifferent tribal nations
sharing a land bagé.

The United States Congress targeted fortyraneheriasfor termination with the

CaliforniaRancheriaAct of 1953. The BIA targeted the smallest andstmsolated

16 Anderson v. Matthew§]74. Cal., 537; 163 Pac., 902, Cal. 1917).

" For example, Round Valley has enrolled citizensnfitwelve tribal communities. For information dret
Round Valley reservation see William J. Bauer,\Gfe, Were All Like Migrant Workers Here: Work,
Community, and Memory on California’s Round ValR®servation, 1850-194Chapel Hill: University of
North Carolina Press, 2009); Frank H. BaumgardhgKIlling for Land in Early California: Indian Blood
at Round Valley, 1856-1868lew York City: Algora Publishing, 2006). For imfoation on Pomos
purchasing land see: Khal Schneider, “Making Indiand in the Allotment Era: Northern California’s
Indian RancheriasWestern Historical Quarteriy1 (Winter 2010): 429-450.
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rancheriasand persuaded them to accept termination. Inangdthe federal
government promised to provide improved water, spadd sewage infrastructure. Tillie
Hardwick, Pomo from the Pinolevillancheria served as the lead plaintiff with thirty
four others who challenged their termination stang sued the federal government in
1979. In 1983, the landmaiikllie Hardwick et al. v. United Statekecision reversed
termination status for seventemcherias A California district court ruled the federal
government failed to deliver promised servitédhese seventeeancheriasregained
federal recognition but tribal lands were not re&ated, resulting in landless tribes. The
complex history of the state under three diffefeags of Spain, Mexico, and the United
States, along with complicated federal governmeiities towards California Indians,
and the majority population of out of state Indiamskes the story of California Indians
dynamic and different from any other area of thentry. It is the reason, perhaps,
scholars hesitate in approaching California Indiestory.

Due to my encounters in public school | became@sted in history. My
teachers offered the occupation of Alcatraz Isliant©®69 as the only Indian activism that
occurred in California during the twentieth centuiyhe narrative presented in my
schools promoted California Indian peoples as dagibups who passively accepted
colonization and the inevitable nature of conquesth a narrative ignored and
disregarded the overt and covert forms of resigtgmacticed by many California Indian

peoples® For example, the clay tile roofs commonly assediavith California mission

18 Tillie Hardwick et al. v. United State€ivil No. C-79-1910-SW (N.D. Cal. 1983).

¥ George Harwood Phillip&hiefs and Challengers: Indian Resistance and Cradjms in Southern
California (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1975%)elR. Hyer,"We Are Not Savages”: Native
Americans in Southern California and the Pala Reagon, 1840-192(East Lansing: Michigan State

9



architecture became popular only after the buroingission San Luis Obispo in 1776
when Indians attacked it and shot flaming arrow® dime dry tule thatch roof.

The inclusion of the Society in the historiogragmylndian activism and
urbanization illustrates that activism is not irdrety physical or violent. Instead,
activism may be powerfully quiet and promote whaialake Alfred, Mohawk, calls
“creative contention,” the strategies and tacticshe middle path between armed
rebellion and conventional prote&t. Challenging textbooks, testifying at congressiona
hearings, creating an Indian controlled publistiongse, coordinating community
meetings, and lobbying for protection of burial gmds are all examples of activism with
inherent political purpose though they may be peeteby some as less dramatic or
mundane. As Henry-Costo commented, “We all anwiats but we don’t carry banners.
If we could get 5,000 Indians into a demonstratianight help us. But five Indians with
picket signs does nothing™ The comment illustrates her belief every AIHS rbem
worked as an activist in his or her own way. Haservation reveals a common
sentiment among Indians in which they assume aresipility to be activists and

support future generations of Indians.

University Press, 2001). There were numerous giedrevolts led by medicine woman Toypurina to
destroy Mission San Gabriel. An eight villagealite of Kumeyaayas (Ipai-Tipai) burned down San
Diego Mission in 1775 and killed three Spaniardsuding Father Luis Jayme. In 1824 Chumash peoples
seized control of the Missions Santa Inés and LiésPoa, partially burned them down, and held them f
over a month. The news spread to Mission SantadBanvhere the Chumash also burned the mission and
fled. Covert forms of resistance included hundmeuising away, destroying mission property, refasal
work, poisoning Franciscan priests, and women nefut® bear children while residing in the missions
Additionally in defiance of decrees California lads retained their languages, ceremonies, songds, an
stories.

 Taiaiake AlfredWasése: Indigenous Pathways of Action and Free@ieterborough: Broadview Press,
2005) 228.

ZLWallace Turner, “Paper for Indians Issued on Gbaste New York Time§ebruary 15, 1977, 11.
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The purpose of my work is not to critique the vigrief actions taken by a broad
spectrum of organizations during this period suckha National Congress of American
Indians (NCAI); American Indian Movement (AIM); Nahal Indian Youth Council
(NIYC); Indians of All Tribes Inc. or United Nativdmericans (UNA) among others.
Indeed, Lehman Brightman, Sioux/Creek, was a membire AIHS before he departed
and co-founded the San Francisco-based UNA in ¥8t8LaNada Boyer,
Shoshone/Bannock, also an early member of the AfHSather, my dissertation seeks
to add the Society to the discussion of Indiarvagti and urbanization. Hopefully it will
open the door for more studies on twentith cen@adifornia Indian history.
Furthermore, my goal is to contextualize and fraingeSociety’s activism as a continuing
movement in California among California Indianshwiihe addition of educational
components. Some organizations may have promotethganism, a collapse of
sociocultural tribal identity to assume a genemndidn identity. In contrast, the AIHS
committed to fostering unity among Indian peoplescultural uniformity.

Although the Society noted in its formal organiaatbbjectives it would serve as
a “nonpolitical,” inherent within the creation dfe organization is activism. | use the
broad definition of the term “activism” to mean aations leading to any cultural,
social, political change. By extension, the teantivist” refers to a person actively
working towards bringing cultural, social, politicdhange. The cultural maintenance by
Indian peoples and the continued identity as a neermba tribal community is in itself a
political act. Therefore, the continued culturaiséence of Indian peoples in the

twentieth century who established an organizatirirfdians is a political declaration

224 ehman Brightman, The WarPathSpring 1970, 3.
11



since former formal governmental policies soughgltminate and destroy Indian
peoples’ cultures. Some scholars may disagreemytbroad definition. Yet members
of the Society interjected themselves and agitededhange and that is activist work.
The Costos served not necessarily as leaders detegihe activist agenda for
California Indians; rather they served as participand facilitators of activism.

The AIHS carefully noted the organization would fatnally engage in
“political actions” of attempting to influence lesiators or legislation or promote any
political parties, groups, or societies. Accordiagts formal articles of incorporation,
the Society specifically reserved exceptions tcagegn politics if the organization
deemed it necessary to “protect and promote thergewelfare of Indian peoples,”
“defend the policies and objects,” or to “protdu assets and purposes” of the
organization. The political rhetoric utilized dyet AIHS focused primarily on examining
education targeting Indians and non-Indians.

Within the context of rising social movements ie #960s, it seemed almost
certain Indians would enter into the realm of paipliotest movements. Further, the
country appeared prepared to listen to Indian pteteln 1961 anthropologist Sol Tax
organized the American Indian Chicago Conferend€(@, the first national meeting of
Indians from across the counfiy.The Chicago conference culminated with the isseian

of the “Declaration of Indian Purpose” which Taxp&ined allowed Indians to voice

% For information on the Chicago American Indiam@uence see Joan Ablon, “The American Indian
Chicago ConferenceCurrent Anthropology (1961): 478-500; Nancy Lurie, “American Indiahi€ago
Conference,Journal of American Indian Educatidy no. 2 (January 1962): 17-23; Thomas A. Niermann,
The American Indian Chicago Conference, 1961: AMdaResponse to Government Policy and the Birth of
Indian Self-determinatianDiss. University of Kansas, 2006.
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their opinions and desiré$. In addition to the estimated 460 Indian partioigarom
roughly ninety tribes, the conference attractedualid5 non-Indian people largely
scholars, religious, and government employees. &/Rwoits, Maidu and member of the
Federated Indians of California (FIC) and editoit®ihewsletteEmoke Signalserved
as the only California Indian participant on th@bnating committee. The closest
regional meeting to California, occurred in ReneyBda, a short distance to those
residing in the northern interior of California duindreds of miles away for others.
The “Declaration of Indian Purpose” received vanesponses. Executive
secretary of the Southwestern Association on Indi&airs Charles Minton responded to
Tax’s assertion that for the first time Indians &vexpressing themselves. Minton
commented, “If he [Tax] knew anything about Indigms would have known that they
have been expressing themselves for a very long immeetings under their own
auspices and under those of this Associatfdn&nthropologist Nancy Lurie, co-
coordinator of the Chicago conference noted, “l fieat the feelings and strivings of
Indian people created the American Indian Chicagof€ence, rather than the other
way around....The Indian views were there befoeectinference® Many college
students in attendance believed it did not encomfhesr goals and subsequently

organized the National Indian Youth Council (NIY®@Jthough an important meeting,

% The Voice of the American Indian: Declaration odiam PurposgChicago: University of lllinois,
Chicago), 1961.

% Daniel M. CobbNative Activism in Cold War America: The StruggleSovereigntfLawrence:
University Press of Kansas, 2008), 55.

2 bid.
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the Chicago gathering proved less important tof@alia Indians. Only nine California
Indians participated, many from the Agua Calieetervation of southern California.

The creation and actions of the Society hold sigaifce for a more full
understanding of Indian activism and organizati@iocacy in an urban setting. My
work builds on the work of Reyna Ramirez who argtiges serve as “native hubs” for
Indian peoples. These “native hubs” serve as gatipeenters for the exchange and
sharing of ideas, information, culture, and comrhuwihich is then shared with home
reservationd’ Urbanization is not about living in closely builbuses rather it is about
substantial interaction between and among peoples.

Through familial, social, and cultural connectiolmlian residents of cities
maintain connections and ties to their traditidmainelands. For example, historian
Myla Vicenti Carpio, Jicarilla Apache/Laguna/Isletasserts the Albuquerque Laguna
Colony built bridges to the city which assistednaintaining a strong tribal cultural
identity, language, and cultural obligations. Téony also organized events and
programs for families and friends to socialize inuaban setting® Thus, residing in an
urban setting does not necessarily cause onedolos's tribal identity in lieu of a broad
pan-Indian identity. In many instances urban Indiadvocate to non-Indians on political
issues and communicate a need for positive chatrgssalndian country. Many times
the recipients of these efforts and support gathef@on-Indian allies are Indian peoples

living on and off reservations.

2" Renya K. RamireZ\ative Hubs: Culture, Community, and Belongingilité Valley and Beyond
(Durham: Duke University Press, 2007), 2.

% Myla Vicenti Carpio,ndigenous Albuquerqug.ubbock: Texas Tech University Press, 2011).
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Indians have long resided in urban enclaves. Hewehke growth of urban
Indian populations occurred largely because ofe¢deral government Relocation policy
beginning in the 19505. California stood at the center of the new fedpaddicy. By
1958, four out of the eight relocation cities weré€alifornia: Los Angeles, Oakland,
San Francisco, and San Jose. Many works have egdrttie experiences in cities such
as Boston, Chicago, Denver, Detroit, Los Angeles, Rhoenix’

The rise in non-California Indians relocating tdifdania caused some friction.
Many in the mainstream media turned their attentiiorelocated Indians. California
Indians appeared increasingly invisible. SylvisRdChuckchansi, addresses this
sentiment in her poem “Tribal Identity Grade Thtee which she writes “Sister talked
about the Plains Indians/We saw a film on the Nas/&y/e colored a ditto of a pueblo”
but when she shares her tribal identity while anglayground, the children turn away in
laughter after informing her, “That’s not a trib&.The silent implication for a young
Ross is her tribe is not recognized as “legitinfatdany out of state Indians gained
leadership positions in Indian affairs limiting thecess to any positions by California
Indians. In addition, some mistakenly identify @ahia Indians as Mexican Americans

because many have Spanish surnames, the legaagsabnization or names received

% Donald L. Fixico,Termination and Relocation: Federal Indian Polid@45-1960(Albuquerque:
University of New Mexico Press, 1990); Kenneth Rilf Termination Revisited: American Indians on the
Trail to Self-Determination, 1933-195Bincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1999).

%9 Edmund J. DanzigeSurvival and Regeneration: Detroit's American Indi@ommunityDetroit: Wayne
State University, 1991); Jeanne Guillenilthan Renegades: The Cultural Strategy of Americaiians
(New York: Columbia University Press, 1975); JaiBesaGrandndian Metropolis: Native Americans in
Chicago, 1945-7%Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2002); Jo&fkibel-Orlando)ndian Country, L.A.:
Maintaining Ethnic Community in Complex Sociétyrbana: University of lllinois Press, 1991).

31 Sylvia Ross, “Tribal Identity Grade Three,"Tine Dirt is Red Here: Art and Poetry from Native
California, ed.Margaret Dubin (Berkeley: Heyday Books, 2002), 46.
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while held as slaves. Thomas Largo, Cahuilla,@&rpld his family acquired its surname
because missionaries named his grandfather “Lawgioich means “tall” in Spanish
because he stood over six feet tall.

Prior to the federal policy of Relocation Indiaropées lived in towns and cities.
For example, some Indian peoples moved into ditiesork in the war industry during
World War Il. Indeed some families and individuaisved to towns and cities prior to
World War 1l in search of jobs. In 190the San Francisco Catlublished a story about
the life of Elijah Brown, an Indian who arrived $&an Francisco from Indian Normal
School (later renamed Haskell Indian Nations Ursiitgy and worked as a newsbdy.
Rupert Costo’s family held land on the Cahuillaergation but lived in the nearby town
of Hemet, California because there were no jobthemeservatiori? During the 1940s
Rupert Costo farmed about 700 acres and ran al2@utdad of cattle on the Cahuilla
reservatiori> In some instances towns and cities sprouted aymnarreservations or
rancheriaseffectively surrounding them.

Future national Indian leaders raised in Califoinduded Russell Means,
Lakota, and Wilma Mankiller, Cherokee. Their fasslmoved to California searching

for better economic opportunities. Former CherdReecipal Chief Mankiller described

32«Fascinating Ancestry of Hearing Participants Tolthe Oakland Tribunelune 29, 1954, 10.
33«An Indian Talks of Civilization as it Appears Kim,” The San Francisco CalMarch 25, 1900, 8.

% Martina Costo in an interview recorded by Geordimawn, May 31, 1971, 11652 East Everson Norwall,
CA home of Costo, O.H. #558, Indian Urbanizatioent@r for Oral and Public History, California State
University, Fullerton.

% Cahuilla Tribal Business Committee Biographicaé®k of Members 1962, Cahuilla Elections 1947-
1962, Tribal Elections 1947-1972 from Augustindvtesa Grande, Southern California Agency, Record
Group (RG) 75; National Archives and Records Adstmaition-Pacific Region, Laguna Niguel (NARA,
Laguna Niguel).
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living in the Hunter’s Point neighborhood of Sameisco and recalls the impact and
influence of Black culturd® Mankiller refers to what cultural anthropolog&isan Lobo
describes as the “invisible population” of urbadiéms. Urban Indian communities
generally hold no land base but rather hold spat¢iea form of buildings or
neighborhoods. For example, Mankiller describesAmerican Indian Center in San
Francisco as an important location because thahése Indian peoples met, “to discuss
the issues and formulate our plans.” The Centani¥ler concludes, “helped to give us
direction and boost our pridé” Karuk writer and poet, Julian Lang, visits plazeSan
Francisco where Indians congregate because heesKiog inand checking it out.” He
observes embedded social networks located in wabeas noting, “Wherever we go, we
are known by someone there. Wherever we go, veeds that we know someone
there.®® A common cultural practice when meeting somesrte introduce yourself by
name, tribe, and tribal reservation, then for m@alifornia Indians, to determine if you
are related, or if you know people in common t@leksh cultural ties.

Many scholars have concluded that Indian urbamnativolves a loss of tribal
identity replaced by a general pan-Indian idenfityrough analysis of the AIHS, | reveal
a cultural whole of Indian peoples by removing éatsichotomies of reservation v. urban
or tribal v. Indian. Through the story of the AIHSalso expand the conversation on

Indian education. My work examines the role ofipigzhools, rather than reservation or

% Wilma Mankiller and Michael Walligviankiller: A Chief and her Peopi@New York: St. Martin’s Press,
1993), 108.

37 Mankiller, Mankiller, 162.

3 Julian Lang, “The Cid” ildrban Voices: The Bay Area American Indian Comnyyeid. Susan Lobo
(Tucson: The University of Arizona Press, 2002)3.11
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boarding schoold® My work builds on the overview of Indian educatioolicy by
David Wallace Adams who while discussing boardicigo®ls noted that, “The next
Indian war would be ideological and psychologieald it would be waged against
children.”® Additionally, | utilize the history of Indian edation by Jon Reyhner and
Jeanne Eder to inform my wofk.

Scholarly works on Indian activism during the twetit century generally focuses
on Red Power with a particular emphasis on theabtee American Indian Movement
(AIM) founded in Minneapolis, Minnesota in 1968Réd Power,” emerged as a term
first used regularly by members of the NIYC inatdls for self-determination, tribal
pride. This was quickly adopted as a slogan byynyaning Indian activists, who clearly
borrowed the language from “Black Power” employgdilirican American activists.
Prominent scholar, Vine Deloria Jr., Standing RBakux, in his 1969 seminal
publication,Custer Died for your Sins: An Indian Manifestescribed the NIYC as “the
SNCC of Indian Affairs,” the Student Non-violent @dinating Committee became an
important a civil rights organization. It speartied the sit-in protests across the South.

The term came to be associated with Indian actiwsthe late 1960s and 1970s, and

%9 For more discussion on Indians in public schoe&sStephen Kent Amerman, Urban Indians in Phoenix
Schools, 1940-200Qincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2010); $té&umerman, “I Should Not Be
Wearing a Pilgrim Hat”: Making an Indian Place irbdn Schools, 1945-75American Indian Culture

and Research Journ&ll, no.1 (2007): 39-62.

0 David Wallace Adams£Education for Extinction: American Indians and Bearding School
Experience, 1875-1928 awrence: University Press of Kansas, 1995), 27.

“1 Jon Reyhner and Jeanne Edenerican Indian Education: A HistoffNorman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 2004).
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reported by mainstream media outlets includingvisien, newspapers, and
newsmagazine¥.

Indian activism of the twentieth century has laydeten limited to a discussion
focused on four major post World War Il events: &faz occupation of 1969; Trail of
Broken Treaties and subsequent occupation of Buselmdian Affairs building of 1972;
Wounded Knee of 1973; and the “Longest Walk” in8.97These four events should not
be ignored. However the discussion should broadémctude diverse forms of advocacy
and activism. In the historiography these four ¢sdar eclipse other events and forms of
activism. Furthermore, the strict adherence tomblogy implies earlier and additional
forms of activism served only as a prelude to the@ved real Indian activism of the

late 1960s and 1970s.

“2 Sociologist Joane Nagel argues the rise of Ins@hidentification during the 1970s correlatesising
ethnic awareness and pride due to the media atteR&d Power received. Joane Nageherican Indian
Ethnic Renewal: Red Power and the Resurgence ofitdand Culture (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1996), 121-178.
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Figure 1 Alcatraz Island in San Francisco Bay. dmeourtesy of author.

The emphasis on these four primary events, adugrt@ninadvertently,
overlooks the intellectual background of broadeat emntinuing activism and struggle by
Indian peopleé® Recent work by scholars reconsiders the plateesfe four events.
Hhistorian Daniel Cobb, for example, has brougterdion to activism post- World War

Il to the late 1960s with special attention to ¥dar on Poverty’s Community Action

43 For more information see Daniel M. Cobb and Ler&wler, edsBeyond Red Power: American Indian
Politics and Activism Since 19@¢8anta Fe: School for Advanced Research, 2007haRicAlan Hanks,
“This war is for a whole life”; The Culture of Restance Among Southern California Indians, 1850-6196
Diss. University of California, Riverside, 2006; &tker Valdez Singleton, “Surviving Urbanization:€Th
Gabrieleno, 1850-1928Wicazo Sa Revie®9, no. 2 (Autumn, 2004): 49-59.
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Programs. These provided Indians with politicgenience, skills and opportunitiés.
Additionally, historian Paul C. Rosier has argueel €old War and decolonization
movements in Africa and Asia assisted in develogingnternational perspective among
Indian peoples influencing their perspective towsaldmestic concerns over treaty
rights®> Scholar Julie Davis has examined AIM survivalaalk in Minneapolis and St.
Paul, Minnesota. Her research has furnished acaabexamination of AIM cultural and
educational activities? Bradley Shreve has traced the roots of Red Ptwitre
establishment of the NIYC in 1961 and highlightedraportant point. Unlike other
college based social movements, the NIYC lookddd@n elders for guidance and
knowledge?’

Too narrow a focus on Alcatraz and AIM has encoedagany scholars to
suggest Indian activism occurred with bodily foat®sent of cognizant thought,
reasoning, or reflection. This perspective implieian peoples lacked an inability to
reason intellectually. Such approaches perpethatdehumanization process that Indian
peoples could not and did not use their intelléttsThrough this process, activism

becomes a story of bodies as objects without afligence and thus implies a reactive,

“4 Daniel M. CobbNative Activism in Cold War America: The StruggleSovereigntfLawrence:
University Press of Kansas, 2008).

5 Paul C. Rosier, “They are Ancestral Homelandst&R#lace, and Politics in Cold War Native America,
1945-1961,"The Journal of American Histo82 (March 2006): 1300-1326.

“ Julie L. DavisSurvival Schools: The American Indian Movement@athmunity Education in the Twin
Cities(Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2013).

" Bradley G. ShreveRed Power Rising: The National Indian Youth Colaed the Origins of Native
Activism(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2011).

“8 Tuhiwai Smith,Decolonizing Methodologie&5.
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disorderly, unfocused, and chaotic movement ovesrti. By extension, Indian peoples
do not have historical or political reasons foritlygievances.

During the era of Red Power of the late 1960s &%04, Indian advocacy and
activism included more than physical occupatiors e formation of AIM. It also
encompassed intellectual and educational endeawoch challenged the historical
record. | am not suggesting that the AIHS begasdilcritical intellectual and
educational movements. These discussions occuncedantinue to occur within Indian
families and communities across Indian countryth&t 1968 Special Senate
Subcommittee Hearings on Indian Education at threF8ancisco Indian Center, my
grandfather William Soza commented, “We must boagthe true history of the country
as it relates to Indians. For example, the Ingdtadent today is asking: Why do we
celebrate Columbus Day? Did he really discover Acag*® These are issues and
guestions still being discussed and debated todiag. yearly arrests and confrontations
at the Columbus Day parade in Denver, Colorado adetnate the salience surrounding
contemporary Columbus Day celebrations and protésts

Some scholars argue Red Power, with its call flirdsgermination, is directly
linked to urbanization and an emerging pan-Indagemtity. The historiography of

activism during Red Power may generally be diviohdd three themes. The first of these

49U.S. Congress, Senate Special Subcommittee oarlrigtiucation of the Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare,Hearings on Indian Education: The Study of the Edioo of Indian Children Part 190 Cong., 1
and 2 sess. (1968), 251.

%0 Conor Dougherty and Sudeep Reddy, “Is Columbus $xiling off the Calender?rhe Wall Street
Journal October 10, 2009, Al; James Riding In, “The Rudibf the Columbus Celebration: A Perspective
of Myth and Reality in United States Societjfherican Indian Research and Culture Jourha| no. 3
(1993): 1-9; Azusa Ond;rossroads of Indian Country: Native American Comityin Denver, 1950--
2005. Diss. Arizona State University, 2008.
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overlapping subjects is Alcatraz.The second is AIM? The third is first hand
accounts?® Red Power as defined by historian Troy Johnsommegth the successful
1969 occupation of Alcatraz island in the San FsoecBay Area. He argues it sparked
all subsequent national activisth.Johnson contends Alcatraz served as powerful
political symbol but Alcatraz participants did @ve one demand fulfilled. However,
he overlooks the Indians of all Tribes, Inc. of &i@z called for the establishment of an
Indian University. Therefore he minimizes the bBslament in1971 of DQ University,

California’s only tribal college located about siles west of Davis, Californi.

*1 Sandra Baringer, “Indian Activism and the Ameni¢adian Movement: A Bibliographical Essay,”
American Indian Culture and Research Jour@a| no. 4 (1997): 217-250; Troy R. Johnson Attatraz:
Indian Land Foreve(Los Angeles: University of California Americandian Studies Center, 1994); Troy
R. Johnson, edY,ou are on Indian Land!: Alcatraz Island, 1969-19EZbs Angeles: University of
California American Indian Studies Center, 19953yBn Mihesuah, “Activism and Expression as
Empowerment,Indigenous American Women: Decolonization, Empowatmctivism(Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 2003); Jeff SklansRgck Reservation and Prison: The Native American
Occupation of Alcatraz Island&merican Indian Culture and Research Jourh3| no. 2 (1989): 29-68.

*2 paul Chaat Smith and Robert Allévarrior, Like a Hurricane: The Indian Movement from Alcattaz
Wounded KnefNew York: The New Press, 1996); Kenneth S. Steondhawk:The United States Versus
the American Indian Moveme(iorman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1994).

*3 Dennis Banks and Richard Erdo€§ibwa Warrior: Dennis Banks and the Rise of thesfioan Indian
Movemen{Norman: University of Oklahoma, 2004); Peter BQieud, ed.Alcatraz is not an Island.
(Berkeley: Wingbow Press, 1972); Mary Crow Dog &idhard Erdoed,akota WomarfNew York:
Harper Perennial edition, 1991); Adam Fortunatel&@gordwall), with Tim FindleyHeart of the Rock:
The Indian Invasion of Alcatrg®orman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2002); Adaontunate Eagle
(Nordwall), Alcatraz! Alcatraz!: The Occupation of 1969-19Blerkeley: Heyday Books, 1992); Russell
Means and Marvin J. WolfvVhere White Men Fear to Trea@ew York: St. Martin’s Press, 1995);
Leonard Peltier and Harvey ArddPrison Writings: My Writing is my Sun Dand®lew York: St. Martin’s
Press, 1999).

** Troy R. Johnson, “The Occupation of Alcatraz IslaRoots of American Indian ActivismyVicazo Sa
Reviewl0, no. 2 (Autumn, 1994): 63-79; Troy BahnsonThe Occupation of Alcatraz Island: Indian Self-
Determination and the Rise of Indian Activifldrbana: University of lllinois Press, 1996); TrRy
Johnson, Joane Nagel, and Duane ChampagneAeasrican Indian Activism: Alcatraz to the Longest
Walk (Urbana: University of lllinois Press, 1997).

% In 2005 DQ University lost its accreditation arastbeen inoperative. Conflict has plagued atteiopts
reopen it with two competing Board of Directoranc® 2009 a number of California Indian tribes have
supported a California Tribal College initiativedstablish a new tribal college. At the 2013 @alifa
Indian Conference, Marshall McKay, tribal chairger®f the Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation, announced
plans, working with dozens of California Indiarb&s, to open a nonprofit tribal college in 2014hie
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In a co-edited collectioAmerican Indian Activism: Alcatraz to Longest Walk
Johnson along with Joane Nagel and Duane Champagrtks Mountain Chippewa, use
the term “Alcatraz-Red Power Movement” to illus&réihe occupation of Alcatraz
galvanized Red Power and overlooks previous actbesarlier Indian organizations and
communities® With such an emphasis on Alcatraz many historéamsd illuminating
the continuation and extension of activism with@ifdrnia and Indian country. For
example, many early California based organizatfongsed on self-determination and
the eighteen unratified treaties. Thus, their deasdor treaty rights and calls for
restitution from organizations established in tB20s and 1930s reverberated during the
late 1960s and 1970s.

Johnson further exaggerates the occupation of FzatHe asserts it “marked the
first time different Indian groups had banded tbgeto form a multitribal
organization.®” Of course multitribal organizations existed ptiothe occupation of

Alcatraz though some Indian organizations are alimwisible in the historical record.

Sacramento area. For more information on DQ Unityesge Steven J. Crum, “Indian Activism, the Great
Society, Indian Self-Determination, and the Drige &n Indian College or University, 1964-1971,"
American Indian Culture and Research Jour84| no. 1 (2007): 1-20; Jack Forbes, Kenneth Marti
David Risling, The Establishment of D-Q University: An Exampl&oa€cessful Indian-Chicano
Community Developme(Davis: DQ University Press, 1972); Hartmut LuBzQ University: Native
American Self-Determination in Higher Educati@avis: Native American Studies/Applied Behavioral
Sciences, Tecumseh Center, University of Califgrbiavis, 1980); Steven V. Roberts, “University for
Indians and Chicanos Faces Problermifig New York Timeday 9, 1971, 45; To view a news report on
the occupation which leads to the establishmer®@f University see: KPIX-TV, November 3, 1970,
Courtesy of The Bay Area Television Archive, Araiévand Special Collections of J. Paul Leonard
Library, San Francisco State University.

%6 Johnson, et al., edémerican Indian ActivisirL.

>’ Troy R. JohnsorThe Occupation of Alcatraz Island: Indian Self-Detmation and the Rise of Indian
Activism(Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1996), 219.

%8 Steven J. Crum, “Almost Invisible: The BrotherhaafdNorth American Indians (1911) and the League
of North American Indians (1935)Wicazo Sa Reviel, no. 1 (Spring 2006): 43-59; For example, the
AIHS does not appear in a listing of Indian orgatizns despite the editor’s criteria to includednigal
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Some organizations prove difficult to trace throygiblished records, others are well
known. Some organizations had national prominertuéewthers had regional influence.

A few of the Indian organizations of the twentiedntury include: the Society of
American Indians (SAI, founded in 1911), Americadian Progressive Association
(AIPA, founded in 1914); Mission Indian FederatidnlF, founded in 1919), California
Indian Brotherhood (CIB, founded in 1926); Ameridadian Federation (AlF, founded
in 1934), California Indian Rights Association (A{Rfounded in 1935), National
Congress of American Indians (NCAI, founded in 1944derated Indians of California
(FIC, founded in 1947), National Indian Youth CouighlYC, founded in 1961),
California Indian Education Association (CIEA, faled in 1967) and the AIHS founded
in 1964, to name a few. These organizations renelgns practiced organizing in
multitribal or intertribal groups prior to the oqration of Alcatraz and Indians of All
Tribes Inc. in November 1969. Since the early tweth century, California Indians have
organized in multitribal or intertribal groups & tdevastating population decline during
the nineteenth century necessitated building aléaracross tribal lines.

Many early studies on contemporary urban Indiaregepces and Red Power
came from fields outside of history during the 19@@d 1970s. Journalist Stan Steiner
provided one of the earliest works with his 1968lmation The New IndiansHeused
the term “new Indians” to describe a new generatiocollege educated Indians who

advocated for tribal nationalism and gave voictitmal philosophies through the

societies with libraries or museum facilities, #emand La Potin, edNative American Voluntary
OrganizationgNew York: Greenwood Press, 1987).
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NIYC.>® Steiner argued “new Indians” sought to live astemporary Indians and adapt
tribal ways so that Indian peoples could survive be revitalized. Steiner’s terminology
influenced future scholars in how they contextiedimmdian activism. As a result, many
scholars adopted the terminology and accepteddingsan of Indian peoples during the
late 1960s and 1970s qualified as “new” as it dateel with the social and political
movements of other ethnic groups of the times.

Steiner’s terminology and concept of a “new” Indiaould be embraced or
disputed by subsequent authors. Historian Alveepby Jr. opposed the term “new
Indians” because, “In substance their message tsffevent from what it has been for
decades® Josephy recognized the practice of articulafimgelf-determination was
not a particularly particularly new process. Thusible activism represented a
continuance of activism rather than an exceptioeal development of the late 1960s
and 1970s.

My dissertation re-envisions the definition of adsoy and activism to include an
educational and intellectual component during Redd?. The questions guiding my
work are: What intellectual, educational, politiead social responsibility did the AIHS
feel toward the Indian community both locally aratianally? What were the goals of
the AIHS? Did it accomplish any goals? To whatakdid the time period engender
the possibility of the AIHS? What varying responsiéd the AIHS receive? And finally,

what is the legacy of the AIHS?

%9 Stan SteinefThe New Indiang§New York: Harper & Row Publishers, 1968), x.

80 Alvin M. Josephy JrRed Power: The American Indians’ Fight for Freedfew York: American
Heritage Press, 1971), 17.
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The story of the Society demonstrates it contaaredipracticed elements of
decolonization. The AIHS concerned itself withtoemg the humanity of Indian people
through advocating for historic accuracy. Decatation is a process that starts with one
reflecting and questioning colonization and thecpered superiority of the dominant
society® Poka Laenui, Hawaiian, identifies a five-stagecess of decolonization:
rediscovery and recovery; mourning; dreaming; commant; and actiof® She details
all stages are necessary for healing. Decolooizaticludes the reevaluation of political,
social, economic and judicial structures. Accogdio Laenui, action is “not reactive but
a proactive step.” However, the spectrum is noessarily linear. There may be false
starts, pauses, and setbacks. Within this fivgespaocess, the Society’s work
represented every level from rediscovery and regoteeaction. Those who embrace
decolonization acknowledge theory without practicsg¢ and accessibility has little or no
relevance to communities. As bell hooks assertsebry is not inherently healing,
liberatory or revolutionary. It fulfills this fution only when we ask that it do so and
direct our theorizing towards this entf.”

As a result, decolonization theory is strongly tedbto truth-telling through the
inclusion of accurate information. For example& @ostos used the term genocide to

describe the mass slaughter of California Indi&lwsvever, journalist Carey McWilliams

®1 For more information on decolonization see WinhnaAnn Stevensorecolonizing Tribal Histories.
Diss. University of California, Berkeley, 2000; Wigtawin Wilson, & Michael Yellowbird, eds:or
Indigenous Eyes Only: A Decolonization Handb@@#&nta Fe: School of American Research, 2005).

%2 poka Laenui, “Processes of DecolonizationRieclaiming Indigenous Voice and Visjed.Marie
Battiste (Vancouver: University of British Columtfaess, 2000), 150-159.

% bell hooksTeaching to Trangress: Education as the PracticEreedom(New York: Routledge Press,
1994), 61.
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was the first to publicly compare missions to caricion camps in 1946. In his book
Southern California Country: An Island on the Lahé observed, “contact with the
Missions meant death” and Franciscans “eliminateliahs with the effectiveness of
Nazis operating concentration camp$.Waziyatawin details the need for truth-telling,
part of which is using accurate words to descrimnes and policies, because, “if the
settler society denies the injustices of the padt@esent, then the impetus to maintain
the status quo is strong; there is no recognized far change® The AIHS sought to
educate and inform the population, both Indiansraomdtindians, and worked
collaboratively and collectively toward critical mgciousness and mutual understanding.
Freire argues the reasoning for working with alhmbers of society because,
“Dehumanization which marks not only those whoseanity has been stolen, but also
(though in a different way) those who have stotersia distortion of the vocation of
becoming more fully humarf®

My research methodology is rooted in decolonizati@ory. A majority of my
primary sources are from the Society. The Costostkd their personal papers and
private collection to the University of Californigjverside (UCR) establishing the
Rupert Costo Library of the American Indian at Tiemas Rivera Library. In part, the
Costos selected UCR because its campus is witfifity anile radius of twenty six

reservations in southern California. In additiorthie Costo library, the Costos endowed

8 Carey McWilliams Southern California Country: An Island on the LaiNew York: Duell, Sloan and
Pearce Publishing, 1946), 29.

% Waziyatawin What Does Justice Look Like? The Struggle for laben in Dakota HomelandSt. Paul:
Living Justice Press, 2008), 83.

% Freire,Pedagogy of the Oppressett.
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an academic chair in American Indian affairs at UGR986 largely with the profit from
the sale of Chautauqua House, the AIHS formal headers in San Francis€b.

The Costo Library consists of approximately 11edinfeet of over 9,000
documents, books, pamphlets, photographs, tapediags, slides, and artwork. For
years, the collection was inaccessible becausdidlly went uncataloged. However, the
initial finding aid for the Rupert and Jeannettestogapers was designed and
implemented by Sidney E. Berger, former head otBp€ollections & Archives at UC
Riverside, with the assistance of interns from UCAAl California State University,
Fullerton. Former Costo Chair Cheryl Metoyer-Dusaipervised Dawn Marsh who
placed the raw data into an electronic databas20®i portions of the Costo collection
were microfilmed by Primary Source Media. Theysishof over 60 microfilm reels
providing greater access to those outside of threrRide area. Archivist Eric
Milenkiewicz made additional revisions to the fingiguide in 2009. The finding guide
may be found at the “Online Archive of Californa&bpage.

The finding guide greatly assists with accessiptlit the Costo collection; but
portions of the collection remain unprocessed ahelcted material not microfilmed. For
my dissertation, | utilized both the microfilm andcataloged sources within the Costo
collection. As a result, some of my citations testl numbers while other citations
indicate the finding guide listing.

As a formal organization, the AIHS left a substaintecord of primary sources

including meeting minutes, correspondences, ancenous publications such as a series

" The professors appointed to the Rupert Costo @ha@imerican Indian Affairs have been: Florence C.
Shipek 1987-1988; George Harwood Phillips 1988-1@8%ald A. Grinde 1989-1991; Richard Glazer-
Danay 1991-1993; Cheryl A. Metoyer-Duran 1993-198¢tk Norton 1997-1999; Joel Martin 1999-2000;
and Clifford Trafzer, 2001 to the present.
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of books, newspapers, and journals. Additionabme of the activities of the AIHS
made national news. It appeared in mainstream pegvess such ashe New York Times
TheLos Angeles TimeRiverside’'sThe Press-Enterprisend numerous San Francisco
Bay Area periodicals. The California room in thdifoania State Library, Sacramento,
California holds various California periodicals tlagsisted in revealing the public
response to the Society.

Rupert Costo testified before several congressioeatings and there is
documented interaction between Costo and the Bwkbudian Affairs (BIA). | visited
the National Archives and Records Administratio®®A) of the United States
depositories at San Bruno and Laguna Niguel, Gali¢ofor records on Rupert Costo and
the AIHS. The Laguna Niguel archives relocateBeoris, California in 2010. Thus, my
citations list Laguna Niguel but the records noside in Perris. Costo’s student records
from Haskell Indian Institute, later renamed Hakkedian Nations University,
Lawrence, Kansas may be found at the NARA Centaeah® Region, Kansas City. As a
largely urban organization NARA held limited infoaton on Costo and the AIHS.
Unfortunately the Haskell Archives and Cultural @erhad no permanent, professional
staff and therefore is closed to archival reseatchis time.

| use oral interviews conducted by the Center faal@nd Public History at
California State University, Fullerton during 19a0d 1971 on Indian urbanization. The
section on public schools benefited from the Catifo State Curriculum Commission
records housed at California State University, Dajuez Hills. The Jack D. Forbes
Special Collections located at the University ofifdenia, Davis holds a physical copy of
the early mimeographed editionsTdie Indian Historiarl964-1967. A master’s thesis
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on national Indian newspapers completed by Jarge-Eeach in 1974 from California
State University, Fullerton includes an interviewthaRupert Costo speaking about
Wassaja In 1983, the Costos attended a conference “in8elf-Rule: Fifty Years

Under the Indian Reorganization Act” sponsoredheylnstitute of the American West at
Sun Valley, Idaho. The original recordings of tbeference may be found at the
American West Center Ethnic Archives at the Uniwgrsf Utah. The Presidential
libraries of President Nixon and President Ford alsntain letters from the AIHS.
Finally, the University of California, Riverside mducted a series of oral interviews with
people including Jeannette Henry-Costo and Costdydriend John Gabbert.
Transcripts of the interviews may be found onlitie a
http://www.ucrhistory.ucr.edu/index.html.

Chapter two presents the backgrounds of RuperioCGost Jeannette Henry-
Costo. An activist early in his life, Rupert Co$tonly rooted his activism to his
Cabhuilla tribal identity. Costo participated iret@alifornia Indian Rights Association
(CIRA) and served as its spokesperson in Washingt@n He also openly opposed the
Indian Reorganization Act (IRA). In Riverside Ctyrocated in southern California,
all the tribes voted against the legislation. Hegredue to the BIA’s redefinition of
majority, most had the IRA applied to their reséinas. Not as much is known about
Jeannette Henry-Costo’s early life, but upon hemriage to Rupert Costo she pursued

causes important to California Indians and utilibed journalism skills to help form the
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Society. Indeed, her strong commitment to Calimindians led some to mistakenly
identify her as California Indian from southern i@ahia.®®

Chapter three details the founding of the Amerilcaiian Historical Society as a
formal incorporated organization. The organizatauld eventually claim hundreds of
members but only a core group, representing thersity of the Indian community in
California and across Indian country, regularly kest on issues. Many core members
had previously participated in earlier organizasisach as the Federated Indians of
California (FIC). Rupert Costo, the only Presidehthe AIHS, had an influential role in
determining the actions of the group. For example Society took no action on the
occupation of Alcatraz and instead many membemseddit critically because they were
displeased with out-of-state Indians claiming histbomelands of the Ohlone. The
Ohlone, the indigenous group of the San FrancisgpAdea is a federally unrecognized
tribe. Their story is unique because of anthrogiclal complexity in which early
anthropologists labeled them “extinct,” and basedhis judgment, Indians and non-
Indians have dismissed them as non- Indian. Thee8oworked to support the Ohlone
culture and its political position against Alcatraz

Chapter four tackles Indian education in Californfes a result of the 192iper
v. Big Pinedecision, Indian students received guaranteed at¢oesducation in
California public schools. The decision led to thajority of Indian students attending
public schools. In 1965, the Society began itktfigr the removal of negative

stereotypes in history textbooks and worked to uacbidden or commonly unknown

% Carol Bower in an interview recorded by Kathy BBecember 9, 1970, Home Gardens elementary
school Corona, CA, O.H. # 495, Indian UrbanizatiGanter for Oral and Public History, California t&ta
University, Fullerton.
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facts. Rupert Costo commented that every socletg educated its young according to
the best interests of its dominant class. Perhiapsan change, and humanity be made to
see itself face to face without fear and in spftthe pangs of conscienc€’” The

gathering of shared materials served as a signifigaal for the AIHS. It promoted a
shared, mutual informed understanding between msdi@d non-Indians. The Society
remained committed to informing and educating Indiand non-Indians in order to
overcome misperceptions as a prologue to seriolisymbscussions. The Society
continued to be dedicated to developing a dialdggiereen and among Indians and non-
Indians.

Chapter five continues the discussion of publiostieducation as the Society
used direct action and held a series of workshopteachers across the state in 1966.
For some teachers, this was their first exposutedians. Approached by teachers
attending the workshop in Berkeley, the Society agled to examine the bob&nd of
the Oakaused in the Oakland school district. The AIHS kear alongside with Indians
residing in Oakland to have this offensive bookoged. Ultimately, the workshops
would be attended by over 1,652 educators. Thieyrred to their classrooms with
materials, teaching guides, and direct positiveradtion with Indians.

Chapter six examines the Society’s endeavors itighubg. The AIHS
established the first Indian-owned publishing présdian Historian Press (IHP) in 19609.
Through the IHP, the Society published dozens okbdhat served as parallel
publications to mainstream publications. The baxected for publication represented

a myriad of tribal, geographical, and cultural aredhe AIHS also publishethe Indian

%9 Rupert CostoThe American Indian Reader: Histomd. Jeannette Henry-Costo (San Francisco: The
Indian Historian Press, 1974), ix.
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Historian, a scholarly journal which began circulation ir6d3edicated to Indian history
and culture. It attracted attention and articlersissions from Indians and non-Indians.
Looking to create something for younger readess Sbciety also creatdthe Weewish
Tree All of the publications shapetdsense of community between and among
reservation and urban as it developed a cultudahiggng through common readership.

Chapter seven reveals an additional AIHS publicatits national newspaper
Wassajaone of the first national Indian newspapers wittiginal content. It began
circulation in 1973. As a parallel news source, tiewspaper offered alternatives to
mainstream media stories which tended to trivialimkan issues. According to Rupert
Costo, Indian self-determination served as itsiggigphilosophy. For Costo and the
Society, sharing accurate news information waspp@tiing tenet for self-determination.
Through his editorial column, “Speaking Freely,”"sBmhad a platform to share his
opinions.

Chapter eight examines the Society’s First Convooaif American Indian
Scholars held March 1970 at Princeton Universityith the aid of a Ford Foundation
grant, the Society brought together Indian schokatssts, traditional historians. They
chose to limit the number of non-Indian particigatat ten. Unlike the 1961 Chicago
Conference, organized largely by anthropologistT@, the AIHS maintained Indian
leadership. Thus Indians served as the creatiestaors, and coordinators of the event.
The AIHS provided a national platform that gavecedio the unique positions and
concerns of Indian peoples.

In regard to my terminology used in reference tliganous peoples, whenever
possible my personal preference is to identify e or groups of individuals by their
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self-identified Nation/Tribe. For many tribes teare many spelling variations of tribal
names. For example, Miwok, Mewuk, and Miwuk haeedemployed. Many
California Indians tribal name translate into meariithe people” or received their tribal
name from a neighboring tribe indicating a geogregdiocation. For example, Ohlone
is a Miwok word roughly meaning “people from thest/ea description of the location in
relation to the Miwok. In addition, some of thexmmonly accepted tribal names in use
today derived from anthropologists or associatton®issions. The Luisefio gained their
name because of their proximity to the San Luis Ression. Although variations exist,
| will use the tribal name that an individual seléntifies with and uses.

| will use the term “California Indian” to refer tadividuals indigenous to
traditional and historic homelands and territogthin the relatively new state borders.
Prior to contact and statehood, a broad Califolmaigan identity did not exist. However,
in the contemporary environment a California Indidentity exists and is directly tied to
land and cultural markers of the land. Time Dirt is Red Here: Art and Poetry from
Native Californiaeditor Margaret Dubin comments, “within these [@ahia]
landscapes, certain abiding materials-abalone,stiath beargrass, acorn, black walnut,
elderberry-have transcended their roles in therah&nvironment to become signs of
ethnic distinction and community membership.” Dubhares the story of Linda Aguilar,
Chumash, who “signs her baskets made of horsehdipime needles-materials not
traditional to most California tribes with smallests of abalone or clamshell, [by this]

she is proclaiming membership not just in her triig in the California Indian
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community.””® Bradley Marshall, Hupa, described how he giftediniature purse made
from an elk antler to a friend. The friend prommtig displayed it from his truck’s
rearview mirror, where it identified him as Indiamong non-Indians, northern
California Indian among California tribes, and Higmaong local Klamath River tribés.

A California Indian identity emerged out of shahestory, common cultural
markers, collective experiences of government pdiand to distinguish between those
indigenous to the lands of what is now California éndians who are not indigenous to
the lands but reside in the state. While someanadentify as California Indian this
does not dissuade them from joining tribal orgatiores. For example, Cahuilla tribal
members from several reservations joined the ClahBitdsingers group. Historic and
contemporary intermarriage among California Ingpaoples, largely due to the
relatively small population and cultural taboo adimnying someone too closely related to
your clan or family, contributes to a shared Catifa Indian identity resulting in
multitribal people with extended family of differetnibal identities.

Of course, one must be careful not to generaliaartach about a California
Indian identity. Although a shared identity haseeged, cultural differences still exist
and tribal groups tend to have more cultural sintiés with regional neighbors. For
example, the state-wide California Indian Basketges Association (CIBA) has
regional groups for northern California and south@alifornia. The subgrouping within
the organization illustrates a tribal basketwedr@n the northern California Pit River

tribe would have more cultural similarities incladimaterials and possibly designs used

0 Margaret Dubin, edThe Dirt is Red Here: Art and Poetry from Nativeli@ania (Berkeley: Heyday
Press, 2002), x-xi.

bid.
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in basketweaving to someone from the Maidu tritantthe southern California Chumash
tribe.

Governmental policies encouraged a collapse ddltrdentity. For example,
Indians from southern California were commonly nefd to as “Mission Indian,” a
generic term indicating the influence of the Caithagligion, on most federal
government documents for several yarsn spite of this erroneous label, California
Indians from southern California maintained thabal identities. In discussing Cahuilla
tribal identity, Anthony Andreas of the Palm Spsmrgservation remarked on
conversations with his grandmother, “I know [I amhQilla] because | was told by my
grandmother.” He continued, “They call us Misslodians, but she said, ‘We are not
Mission Indians, we are Cahuilla’® In this manner, regardless of what federal
documents listed, family members insisted on maintg their tribal identities.

Many organizations in the #@&entury existed with multitribal members. Thus, |
will be employing the terms Indigenous or Indiatenchangeably to describe groups of
people who share common historical experiences-vis-to non-Indigenous peoplés.

The term Indigenous embraces the beliefs held bymaoples that their ancestors’

"2 The mainstream press also used the term “Missidiah,” see William H. Weiland, “Mission Indians of
California: Present Condition of a Race that isiBlgpGrowing Extinct,” The Los Angeles Time&pril
16, 1899, 8.

3 Deborah DoziefThe Heart is Fire: The World of Cahuilla Indians®6uthern CalifornigBerkeley:
Heyday Books, 1998) 23.

" For more discussion on Indian identity see Evaid@arroutteReal Indians: Identity and the Survival

of Native AmericdBerkeley: University of California Press, 2003andy GrandeRed Pedagogy: Native
American Social and Political Thougfitanham: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 2004)jnberly

Tallbear, “DNA, Blood, and Racializing the Trib&y¥icazo Sa Reviet8, no. 1(Spring, 2003): 81-107;
Michael Yellow Bird, “Decolonizing Tribal Enroliméhin For Indigenous Eyes Only: A Decolonization
Handbook eds. Waziyatawin Angela Wilson and Michael YellBwd (Santa Fe: School of American
Research, 2005); Michael Yellow Bird, “What we Wambe Called: Indigenous Peoples’ Perspectives on
Racial and Ethnic Identity Labels®merican Indian Quarterl23 (Spring, 1999): 1-21.
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origins are from this hemisphere and lands. Thestérm Indigenous acknowledges the
historic and cultural ties to the lands and recoggithat those who resided on the lands
had a lengthy history prior to contact with Eurapea/Nhile the term Indian has fallen
out of use and Native American or Native is useddaye, my preference is to identify

the tribal group and broadly use Indian or Indiges1o
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CHAPTER 2
“WE'VE NEVER FAILED AT ANYTHING”: RUPERT COSTO, JEAINETTE
HENRY-COSTO, LEADERSHIP AND ACTIVISM

Driving toward the University of California in Riv&@de on highway 60, motorists
can see orange groves in the distance, a remitfidee once thriving citrus industry in
the region. In the spring and if a slight breezmithe air, one can catch the scent of
eucalyptus trees and blooming flowers. Nearingmasrand exiting University Avenue,
drivers are greeted by an unexpectedly colorfulahpainted on the underpass. Known
as the Gluck Gateway Mural, the mural includes@ali®n of Rupert Costo, Cahuilla,
and Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee, an@ntindian couple who helped
found the campus in 1954 and donated their pergmaprs and private collection to the
campus. In the mural, they stand under a paimgd aith children sitting at their feet
examining Indian basketry. The special collectiarown as the Rupert Costo Library
of the American Indian, is located on the fourttofl of the Tomé&s Rivera Library.
Within the Library is the Costo Room, which houbesks, photographs, art, and baskets
previously owned by the Costos. Tucked away inctir@er is a small, worn, roller
shutter wood desk with several cubbyholes thaQibstos used during their tireless
activist work. It now stands empty in a corner; wéen used by the Costos, it
overflowed with pending legislation, newspaperslyedrafts of books and articles,
letters, and perhaps even a photograph of the eoupl

To understand the reasons the Costos sought fumdainceange of the treatment
of Indians in California, one must reflect on theque history of the state and how
Indians were viewed as inherently inferior. Anghotogists completed the first published
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works in English on California Indians and theiigoral findings cast a shadow on
subsequent studies on California Indians. The ratitnm for the early collection of
sketches or photographs; languages; music; rebgiatuals; regalia; customs; artifacts;
in part resulted from the idea of Indians as apgpearing race. Eventually, the process
of collecting these various items became knowrsatsage anthropology.” Franz Boas,
a major founder of American anthropology, traindfiedd Kroeber, who played a
significant role in creating the foundational teats California Indians.

A student of Franz Boas, Kroeber embraced the Boasihool of cultural
relativism and sought examples of pure culturesoelier had little interest in what he
termed “bastard” cultures resulting from accultimaf> He arrived to California in
1901, in part, out of an interest to record “natiwenitive culture before it went all to
pieces.”® He excluded any discussion on colonization orémearkable struggle of
California Indians to survive. Instead, he warttedocument undisturbed cultural traits.
As a result, Kroeber constructed an incompleteupgcof California Indians without
contextualizing the reasons for cultural loss aodytation decline. Kroeber’s decision to
pursue studies on pure cultures left an ugly legaeyhich subsequent scholars chose to
view California tribal groups as extinct or notitlegate Indians.

One of Kroeber’s lasting legacies is his relatiopstith Ishi, called “the last

Yahi Indian” by Kroeber and the last “wild” Indidyy the mainstream press. A headline

> A.L. Kroeber,Anthropology: Race, Language, Culture, Psychol®yghistory(1942; reprint, New
York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1948), 427.

% |bid.
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from The San Francisco Catead “Ishi: The Last Aboriginal Savage in Ameriéa.
Found and captured in 1911 near Oroville, a smathtabout seventy miles north of
Sacramento, he lived the last remaining five yearss life at the University of
California, Berkeley. The fascination and near aoticism of Ishi as the last “wild”
Indian resulted in numerous books, movies, plagsty and art. Collectively, California
Indians worked towards the repatriation of Ishraib, removed without his prior
permission and sent to the Smithsonian Museum aftepsy’® Ishi’s brain and remains
recieved a ceremony in 2000.

In the 1960s, Robert Heizer represented a shiftalifornia Indian studies and
subsequent anthropologists began to move away‘gamage anthrpology.” He
published strong condemnations of the historicttneat of California Indian&’

However, some of Heizer’'s works contain justifioas for rape and violence against
California Indiang® The early anthropological and archeological stsidin California
Indians created a foundation with a skewed framkwaod knowledge base. It is this

environment that galvanized the Society to appr@achwriting of California Indian

" For examples of discriminatory and condescendinginology see “Ishi: The Last Aboriginal Savage in
America,” The San Francisco CallOctober 8, 1911, 4; “No Pow wow for Lone Yandiém,” The San
Francisco Cal] September 14, 1911, 3; “Ishi Loses Heart to ‘Bl&yuaw,”The San Francisco Call
October 16, 1911, 1; “The Only Man in America whodtvs no Christmas-Ishi;The San Francisco Call,
December 17, 1911, 33.

8 Leanne Hinton, “Ishi’s Brain,News from Native California3, no. 1 (Fall 1999): 4-9; Orin Stafshi's
Brain: In Search of America’s Last “Wild” India(New York: W.W. Norton & Company, 2004).

" Robert F. Heizer, edThe Destruction of California Indians: A Collectiofi Documents from the

Period 1847 to 1865 in Which are Described SoméeiThings That Happened to Some of the Indians of
California (Santa Barbara: Peregrine Smith Inc., 1974); Rdbédeizer, ed.They Were Only Diggers: a
Collection of Articles from California Newspapei851-1866, on Indian and White Relatigiamona:
Ballena Press, 1974); Robert F. Heizer, Bdderal Concern about Conditions of California lads 1853-
1913: Eight Document&Socorro: NM: Ballena Press, 1979).

8 Robert F. Heizer, “Impact of Colonization on thatNe California SocietiesJournal of San Diego
History 24 (Winter 1978): 7.
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history. Its efforts to inform the public becam®andational tenant as the organization
worked to bring about change.

The “master narrative” of American history is therg of continual progress
towards increasing greatness. New terminology gatkto describe the actions of the
United States of America as divinely approved. Bgaper editor John O’Sullivan
coined the term “manifest destiny” in 1841 to désethe inevitable victory in the war
between Mexico and the United States of Americdhodigh the term initially applied
solely to the Texas conflict, its usage expandaddlude any westward movement as
divinely designed destirf{}.

During much of the nineteenth century, most Catifans adopted the concept of
“manifest destiny.” Historian James Rawls obsemasy Californians embraced the
metaphor of an advancing white “sun” advancing ughen“dissipating,” “melting,”
“fading,” of California Indian$? In part, the word selection utilizes the imagefyw
natural process of divine light overpowering dadsd-urther, the benign language
assuages any potential shadows of moral respansieit by Californians. Many
California citizens internalized the metaphor amddamentally believed Indians were
vanishing and rarely questioned the violence pegietl against California Indians.

To reaffirm the story of exception and destiny,ileiatively recently American
historians focused on the experiences of wealdmdadwning white males and excluded

the diverse stories of additional populations im thnited States. The national history that

81 Ronald TakakiA Different Mirror: A History of Multicultural Améca (Boston: Little Brown and
Company, 1993), 176.

82 James J. Rawl#ndians of California: The Changing Imagiorman: University of Oklahoma, 1984),
172-175.
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emerged celebrated the expansion of political tybehile treating slavery, genocide,

and oppression as simple aberrations in the latgey. Rupert Costo commented on the
problems with previous historical methodology obseg, “The dominant society has
tilted and twisted history in such a way as to sets own best interests,” and he
concluded, “A massive re-write of American hist&yong overdue®

Cultural differences between Indians and non-Insliieached a level where
Indigenous peoples were determined to be naturdhyior in opposition to the
perceived superiority of the dominant society. By time white Americans arrived to
what became known as California, many of them edmracist attitudes developed by
their ancestors, or in the case of southernergipealcby them which categorized non-
whites as less than human. Usurpers to Califarsé similar tactics of extermination
developed in other states but within a dramaticsiigrter time frame with devastating
results.

California Indians maintained the majority popuwatuntil the discovery of gold.
Formal colonization began in 1769 with the estélotient of the San Diego mission, the
first in a series of Spanish Franciscan missiomspaesidiosalong the coast of Alta
California eventually totaling twenty-one with tlast mission built in 1823. California
Indians labored in the agricultural fields, buiietmissions buildings, and could not leave
the missions. The exponential non-Indian poputaioom of “forty-niners” seeking
gold radically accelerated approval of statehoodasIndian residents sought statehood

in 1849. In 1848 about 13,000 whites &@wliforniosresided in California. Within one

8 Rupert CostoThe American Indian Reader: Histomyd. Jeannette Henry-Costo (San Francisco: Indian
Historian Press, 1974), viii.
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year, more than 65,000 immigrants arrived and [B418e non-Indian state population
stood at an estimated 300,300.

In contrast, the California Indian population desed by, at a minimum, an
estimated eighty percent to about 30,000 duringytiié rush®> The discovery of gold
hastened statehood and within a year of its disgo@alifornia became the 35tate to
join the union in 1850 as a “free state.” Goldgmects and calls for adequate cattle
grazing land led the California government andage\citizens to lobby Congress to not
ratify eighteen treaties of “peace and friendsimpgotiated 1851-1852 with California
Indian peoples.

Three Indian commissioners traveled throughoustate and successfully
negotiated treaties which set aside about eighiomicres for reservation lands. In
exchange for conceding any claims to their homeda@alifornia Indians received
promises of reservation lands but ultimately reediweither. Commonly referred to as
the “eighteen unratified treaties,” Congress’ decigo not publicly debate the California
treaties meant they did not appear in the reguagessional record and instead were
sent to the Department of Interior and filed wiile Bureau of Indian Affairs. There they

remained a secret because Congress ordered antiojunf secrecy per its rules on

8 Michael Kowalewskin edGold Rush: A Literary Exploratio(Berkeley: Heyday Books & California
Council for Humanities, 1997), xv-xix.

8 population figures vary depending on the soufdeere is no manner to determine the Californiadndi
population prior to contact. Some scholars acaaftropologist Alfred Kroeber’s estimate of 30@00
However, anthropologist Florence Shipek, Hupa sohadck Norton, and Rupert Costo argue the
population was as high as one million. For morerimiation see Albert L. Hurtadmdian Survival on the
California Frontier (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1988); LenoreSaffarm, and Phil Lane, Jr.,
“The Demography of Native North America: A QuestmmAmerican Indian Survival” iThe State of
Native America: Genocide, Colonization, and Resistaed. Jamies, M. Annette (Boston: South End
Press, 1992) 23-53.
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treaty-making® The injunction of secrecy was lifted in 1905edties negotiated with
California Indians occurred when the federal gowsnt sought a different policy of
dealing with Indians and it formally ceased nedot@treaties with Indians in 1871.
When the United States assumed ownership of witainbe known as California,
it encountered an economic system put in placallyitoy Spain and continued under
Mexican rule since its 1821 independence from Sphlidian peoples served as the
primary labor force working in agriculture and raimg®’ Through Catholic conversion
Spaniards believed they could transform Indians gente de razétpeople of reasori}.
In 1833 Mexico passed a series of laws seculariZaigfornia’s missions.
Secularization turned over the missions to clerpp wivided former mission lands
among Indian converts. The desire for privatidengd derived from Mexico’s need for
tax-paying citizens. Additionally, Mexico had grimg concerns surrounding the
increasing Russian and American presence encraaacitmMexico’s territory.

According to Mexican law, Indian converts were éoaive half of all tools, seed, and

8 George Harwood Phillipgndians and Indian Agents: The Origins of the Reaton System in
California, 1849-185Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1997). &differing opinion on the
eighteen unratified treaties see: Harry Kelsey,gTalifornia Indian Treaty Myth,Southern California
Quarterly 55 (Fall 1973):225-238.

87 David J. Weber, edEoreigners in Their Native Land: Historical Roottbe Mexican Americans
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1973)

8 Douglas MonroyThrown Among Strangers: The Making of Mexican Gealta Frontier California.
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 19902;28. Monroy definegente de razéor people of
reason as: Catholic, Castilian-speaking, settiimgk-paying towns, working in agriculture, anddbto
the king of Spain. Intrinsic to the concept isif@ahia Indian peoples could become reasonablakihg
people. Nearly 54,000 baptisms were recorded dguhi@ mission period. For more information see
Sherburne F. CooR;he Conflict Between the California Indian and WHhtivilization: The Indian Versus
the Spanish Missio(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1976).
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livestock belonging to the missiofs.However Californiosdefied the law and
confiscated huge tracts of land for themselvesemtablished privatanchos®

While the landowners may have changed from the €@htar privateCalifornio
families, the majority of forced Indian labor remeidl intac® In the abstract some
Californiosmay have entertained the idea that Indians coaltstorm intagente de
razénbut their economic success depended on the ceatiexploitation of Indian labor.
As a result mangaliforniosviewed California Indians as little more than tomde
used in furthering their consolidation of wealtldatonomic prosperity.

In the aftermath of the war between Mexico andUhdéed States, America
obtained much of its western territory, includingli@®rnia, New Mexico, Arizona,
Nevada, Utah, and parts of Wyoming and Coloradt) thie 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe
Hidalgo. The American economic system had no placendian peoples, particularly
after the discovery of gold. As a result, manyt@imerican migrants perceived

California Indians as a threat to their accesamal$ and gold prospects.

8 George Harwood Phillips, “Indians and the Breakd@fithe Spanish Mission System in California,”
Ethnohistory2 (Fall 1974): 299.

% californiosis a descriptive term for California born MexicaAstamiliar name for many is Mariano
Guadalupe Vallejo who was one of ei@tdlifornioswho served on California’s 1849 constitutional
convention and elected to the first state senftis.important to note that the state constitutéqpeared in
English and Spanish though an 1855 constitutianalriegated the requirement that laws appear ingngl
and Spanish. Although the Treaty of Guadalupe lg@&rmally protected previous land titles issued
under Mexican rule, Vallejo had costly challengehit land title under the 1851 Land Act. Ultimgtee
died in poverty having lost the vast majority of huge land holdings. The Bay Area city of Vallejo
carries his name in the area of his former landihgk. Californios automatically became American
citizens under the terms of the Treaty of Guadaldjokalgo, but faced discrimination such as the 1850
Foreign Miner’s Tax requiring a twenty dollar molytfee to mine and the 1855 Anti-Vagrancy Act known
informally as the “Greaser Act” which targeted thag “Spanish and Indian blood.”

L Robert H. Jackson and Edward Castilialians, Franciscans, and Spanish Colonization: Trhpact of
the Mission System on California Indiaf#dbuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1295
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When Californians developed its state constituttesidents moved quickly to
unilaterally restrict any rights of California lrahis. As non-citizens, California Indians
had no legal rights in a court of law and could testify against white¥ Further, as
non-citizens, California Indians had no properghts to their lands. Many Americans
viewed California Indians as impediments to theedi@yment and prosperity of the state
particularly as gold decreased and the state ecpisbifted to agriculture and catflg.
However, with the shifting state economy, Califarturned to exploiting Indians for
labor and some emigrants hailed from southernsstatd accepted servitude.

Thus, the economic prosperity of the state of Gatih was based on two formal
policies of extermination and Indian slavery. Thetsge sponsored policies appear to
have faded from the public memory. The first Goweerof California, Peter H. Burnett,
addressed California Indian extermination in hiS1Ll&nnual state address in which he
asserted, “That a war of extermination will conérto be waged between the races, until
the Indian race becomes extinct, must be expectdd.tontinued, “While we cannot
anticipate this result but with painful regret, thevitable destiny of the race is beyond

the power or wisdom of man to avetf.”To encourage extermination, various towns and

92 Vanessa Ann GuntheAmbiguous Justice: Native Americans and the Lagadnthern California, 1848-
1890(East Lansing: Michigan State University Press,6)00

9 Edward D. Castillo, “The Impact of Euro-Americardioration and SettlementCalifornia: Handbook
of North American Indians/ol. 8, ed. Robert F. Heizer (Washington D.C.: Smithsomestitution, 1978),
99-127.

% Peter H. Burnett, “Governor’'s Annual Message ®ltkgislature, January 7, 185Jg8urnals of the

Senate and Assembly of the State of CalifornitheaSecond Session of the Legislature, 18511 &
Francisco: G.K. Fitch & Co., and V.E. Geiger & C8tate Printers, 1852), 13.
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counties paid bounties that ranged from twenty é&sts to five dollars for scalps,
severed heads, or other items of satisfactory ecief&

In its first session, the California legislaturesped “An Act for the Government
and Protection of Indians” in 1850, months befaang official statehood as a free
state. Despite its innocuous name, it legalizadesly of California Indians and
established an “apprentice” program for childrethvtihe promise, but no enforcement,
to feed, clothe, and treat the children humanélgcording to the law, Indians could be
arrested based on the “complaint of any residemt*Ibitering” or “strolling about.”
Further, if authorities determined an arresteddndo be a “vagrant” they could be
auctioned within twenty-four hours to the highesider for a length not to exceed four
months. An 1860 amendment extended the lengthreitsde and further expanded the
opportunity for whites to gain children apprentitgsappearing before a county or
district judge to prove the children had been otgdithrough consent of parents or
“persons having the care or charge of any sucld dnithildren.” The purposefully
ambiguous language expanded the number of peomecadid claim rights to Indian

children and their labof

% Brendan C. Lindsalurder State: California’s Native American Genogid846-1973Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 2012); William B. ®st,When the Great Spirit Died: The Destruction of
the California Indians 1850-186(5anger: Word Dancer Press, 2003); Clifford EfZeaand Joel R. Hyer
eds.,Exterminate Them! Written Accounts of the Murdap& and Enslavement of Native Americans
during the California Gold RusfEast Lansing: Michigan State University: 1999).

% Kimberly Johnston-Dodd&arly California Laws and Policies Related to Catifia Indian: Prepared

at the Request of Senator John L. Burton, PresigdemTemporgSacramento: California Research
Bureau, California State Library, September 208&nberly Johnston-Dodds, “Bearing Archival Witness
to Euro-American Violence Against California Ind&ari847-1866: Decolonizing Northern California
Historiography,” MA thesis, California State Unigéy, Sacramento, 2009.
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Violent crimes such as rape, murders, and kidnggpari California Indians
increased dramatically. An 18@ily Alta Californiaarticle observed, men “have for
years made it their profession to capture andiséians, the price ranging from $30 to
$150, according to quality.” The article contindeddescribe the rise in murders by men
who do not hesitate, “to murder in cold blood b# bld ones, in order that they may
safely possess themselves of all the offspting.

Repealed in 1863, shortly after President Abrahamdln issued the
Emancipation Proclamation, the policy supportedulgh state legislation ensured
slavery existed in California for thirteen yearspiée its entrance into the United States
as a free statd® The law had devastating consequences for Caiédnalians. This
California legislation directly challenges the pption of California as a free state,
uniquely filled with economic prosperity and opponities from its founding. A law
central to the economic growth of the state appetrelisappear from the non-Indian
public memory and replaced with glorious storiebafd-working and virtuous families
which single-handedly transformed the wild fronfiérThe silence about California
Indian slavery and extermination, policies centoathe establishment of the state,
illustrates the process of history and formal etiooaerasing the historical experiences
of California Indian peoples. Additionally, theasure maintains a state narrative that
creates an indisputable “truth” which excludesdriss and perpetuates ignorance of its

citizens.

" “Indian Slavery, Daily Alta California, April 14, 1862, 1.

% Stacy L. SmithFreedom’s Frontier: California and the Struggle @wénfree Labor, Emancipation, and
ReconstructiofChapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres€13).

% Michael F. Magliari, “Free State Slavery: Boundim Labor and Slave Trafficking in California’s
Sacramento Valley, 1850-1864&4acific Historical Reviewd1 (May 2012): 155-192.
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The dehumanization of Indians largely rationalizezlence and state sponsored
genocide. As a result, any form of resistance alf@nia Indians against non-Indians
was portrayed as “hostile” or “savage.” Exampleth portrayal appear in newspaper
accounts which blamed California Indians for musdstealing, and other crimes in the
state while positioning whites as innocents fortecetaliate.

California’s leading newspap®xaily Alta Californiaprovides a window into the
portrayal. In an article, an unnamed author dbesra violent encounter quite benignly,
“A difficulty took place between Indians and min@nghe vicinity of Tehama, growing
out of sundry thefts and depredations, peculidhéosavage race.” It continues, “The
Americans goaded beyond endurance, rose in a batlglaughtered fifteen or twenty
belonging to one tribe!®® By characterizing Indians as a “savage race,attiele
constructed the violence against Indians as negeand justified. Further, it supports
the miners’ violent action as it described thenb@isg “goaded” by the “savage race.”

Overwhelmingly, California newspapers regularlyatdsed the “savage” nature
of Indians, however some articles demonstratedseneeer the violence practiced
towards Indians. For examplRaily Alta Californiapublished an editorial in which the
unnamed author commented, “we hope that the maretpeople generally will pause
and let reason and justice guide their conduct tdw#e ignorant starving savages.” The
editorial called for legislators and those in paldffice to “use their influence to prevent
the effusion of blood. There is a question ofifestof humanity, of right, or religion®

In an obtuse manner, the author supported the hityr@rindians though they continued

10 «Fortnight’s News Items, Daily Alta California, March 16, 1853, 1.

11«Qur Indian Difficulties,” Daily Alta California, January 15, 1851, 2.
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to characterize Indians as “ignorant starving sasagnd called on non-Indians sense of
religion to reject violence. The early processntérnalizing the perceived “savage”
nature of California Indians, from the state’s fdung, and the normalizing of violent
treatment they received led to California Indiarstdries being inherently manipulated
or erased. Thus, the Costos and the Society seoigéveal the historic truth to Indians
and non-Indians.

Over the course of his lifetime, Rupert Isadoret@alsrectly engaged in politics
and spoke out in support of Indian peoples. Borh906 when letters served as the
primary form of personal communication, as an a@aito regularly signed off his
correspondences as “a Cahuilla m&8#."By signing his letters in such a manner, he
spoke volumes symbolically. The communications Ge@gbte served as a declaration
that a proud Cahuilla continued to live, despiteegament policies created to disparage
and destroy tribal Indian culture and identity. Qotober 1989, Costo passed away at the
age of eighty three. During his life he witnesde@imatic changes in federal government

Indian policy.

192 The records list different years for Costo’s hittB04, 1906, and 1908. Rupert's father Isadorgt@€o
Department of Interior marriage card lists 1904Rapert’s birth year. Rupert’'s Department of Iraeri
individual history card lists his birth year as #90A letter from the Department of Interior inckdla
certification of eligibility for allotment and listhis birth year as 1906. His application for Hdkskstitute
lists his birth year as 1908. However, Costo hifsentified 1906 as his birth year and in the 1918.
Census he is listed as 4 years old and in the 930Census he is listed as 24 years old. In seocwds
he is referred to as Ruford Costo. See:

Marriage Card and Individual History Card; Cod$Raipert, Victor, Isadore; Individual Indian file933-
1947; Mission Indian Agency; Record Group (RG) M&tional Archives and Records Administration-
Pacific Region, Laguna Niguel (NARA, Laguna Niguel)

Personal correspondence, Robert Seitz, Departnfiémitesior, Area Real Property Officer to Rupertstm
August 21, 1964, Rupert Costo and Jeannette Heosyo(apers, reel 1&he Rupert Costo Archive of the
American Indian filmed from the holdings of the BuCosto Library of the American Indian in the
Department of Special Collections at the UniversitfCalifornia at Riverside Native America: a primary
record series, 1. Woodbridge, Conn: Primary Solieofilm, 2001 (Costo papers, Primary Source
Microfilm, 2001).

Application for enrollment in a nonreservation ssh&upert Costo student case file; Student Cases Fi
1884-1980; Haskell Indian Nations University; RG R&tional Archives and Records Administration-
Central Plains Region, Kansas City (NARA, Kansay)Ci

51



Figure 2 Gluck Gateway Mural. Photograph courtefsguthor.
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Born prior to the passage of the Indian Citizengkgpin 1924, Costo grew up in
an era when Indian peoples were not viewed asogiof the United States. At the time
of his passing, former Chancellor Rosemary S. ldr&&e of the University of California,
Riverside (UCR) remembered him as a, “man of gsahgth,” whose myriad of works
and accomplishments, “truly have made and will makifference in the lives of
thousands of people over many generations.” Gaeddrand former state appeals Judge
John Gabbert noted that “His [Costo’s] writing wastivated out of deep love of the
truth.” Eugene Madrigal, a former spokespersonfafow tribal member from the
Cahuilla reservation located near the town of Anzsouthern California, described
Costo as an outspoken individual, who had a giféatteon any audience. Madrigal
commented, “There are so few California Indianwudlials who have spoken out like
that.*®

An epitaph by the editors dfews from Native Californidetailed Costo. It
described him as “a man of heroic proportions,rdellectual giant, a person of immense
courage and deep passion. When he spoke, thefedicsitent and everyone listenet®
Costo, with his deep, gravely voice, had a stroerggnality and could be dogmatic, but
he also enjoyed the quiet. Joseph Senungetukk#iasative, recalled how Costo

enjoyed tending his twenty-one rose bushes inrtiv@ tourtyard of the Chautauqua

193 David Bloom, “Rupert Costo, American Indian ActiiDies at 83, The Press-Enterpris@ctober 21,
1989, B2.

104 «ith Respect,News from Native Californid, no. 1 (Fall 1989): 1.
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House, the official headquarters of the Americatidn Historical Society (AIHS or The
Society) in San Francisco, and a good cup of fyegtdund French roast coffé®.
Affectionately known as “Rupe” by family and cloggnds, Rupert Costo came
from a family that actively participated in goveream and politics on the Cahuilla
reservation. The Costo family represented angetaegrational tradition of leadership
and activism, rooted in Cahuilla tribalism. Hestgrnal Uncle Juan Costo served as a
committee member, the guiding governing body pieathe formation of tribal councils.
Another paternal Uncle Gabriel “Gabe” Costo serasdpokesperson. Additionally,
Costo’s younger brother, Gilbert Sloan “Skip,” Goand first cousin Sylvester Costo,
son of Juan Costo, served as tribal council memdredsspokespersdff® A large stature
man who stood about six feet, Costo along with ss\ad his brothers and cousins
played football during their youth. Costo’s immeei family resided in local
communities off the reservation including Hemet &agh Diego; however, the family
maintained cattle on the reservation and his exaétamily lived on the Cahuilla
reservation. Costo and his siblings attended pudalnools and colleges. For example,
his brother Skip earned a college degree in aguifrom Cal Poly San Luis Obispo.
However, Skip Costo considered himself a profesdiorusician, as he was a prodigy

playing the piano by age three.

195 Joseph Senungetuk, “Change is in the Worda¢horage Daily NewdNovember 12, 1989, E3.

19 phjlip French, “Cahuilla Spokesman Costo Didg)e Press-Enterpris&September 20, 2001, B1.
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Figure 3 Rupert Costo. Used by permission of Sp&mn#lections & Archives,
UCR Libraries, University of California, Riverside.
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Costo’s immediate family also received recognifiontheir participation in local
economies and events. His mother, Mariana (néel@alp, Luisefio from the Rincon
reservation, regularly appeared in the Ramona Pagetd in Hemet for decades,
reprising the role of Mara based on Helen Hunt Sauls 1884 fictional bookRamona®’
Indeed, Costo’s youngest brother, Felipe, was naafted the character Felipe Moreno
from Jackson’s booK® His father, Isadore, participated in the burgagriitrus
industry and is generally credited with plantingeaf the first naval orange trees in the
area and worked as one of the earliest citrus numen % Costo’s sister, Martina Costo
recalled their father spoke four languages fluerilyglish, Spanish, Cahuilla and
Soboba dialects. According to the 1940 federaseenCosto’s parents completed school
through ninth grade, revealing a strong family éfelaluing formal education.

During the 1950s, Costo and his brother Skip woidedg with local community
members, including Bill Bradford, to establish dec&ic cooperative known as Anza
Electric Co-op that provided electricity to localal areas and the Cahuilla reservation.
Bradford recalls he and Costo traveled to Sacramtenspeak with state legislators,
including State Senator Nelson Dilworth, about lelsghing the electric cooperative.
Costo suggested they both wear Levi jeans to imsgreslegislators and emphasize their

agricultural and ranching roots. Upon arrivalreg Sacramento Hotel, Costo leaned over

197“Ramona Player has had Role for 22 Seasofis’Los Angeles Timespril 16, 1949, 6The Indian
Historian 2, no. 4 (April/May 1965).

1%« ndian Boy has Played Ramona Parts Since Bablye' Los Angeles Time&pril 8, 1937, A9.

199 Martina Costo in an interview recorded by Geordsnawn, May 31, 1971, 11652 East Everson
Norwall, CA home of Costo, O.H. #558, Indian Urkmation, Center for Oral and Public History,
California State University, Fullerton; Lester Re@id Timers of Southeastern CaliforniRedlands:
Citrograph Printing Co., 1967), 14.
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the counter and his worn jeans tore, leaving argppole. He wanted to change clothes
but Bradford reminded him it was his idea to weans. Costo responded, “Ok, damn
you,” and proceeded to wear his torn jeans to taetimgs °

Costo served as elected tribal spokesperson @ aheilla reservation during
much of the 1960s while residing in San Francig¢én internal BIA biographical
sketch of 1962 described Costo as “very loud ancefal” and further noted he “does
not have any respect for the Bureau or its empkye€he sketch concluded, “We do
not see how he can carry out the duties of Spokesiy effectively since he lives so
far from the reservation-*? Nevertheless, he was elected again as spokesparé665.
The BIA biographical sketch noted he lived in Saan€isco for about ten years but
removed personal opinion and described him asraéfal speaker” who “expresses

himself very well.*** Costo’s election as the Cahuilla reservation spp&eson while

10«Anza Valley Seeks Electric PowefThe Los Angeles Timeapril 2, 1951, A8; “Power, Smiles
Flowing,” The Press-EnterpriséMay 21, 2001, B1. See: http://www.anzaelectrigl.or

111 Elected for a one year term in 1962, 1965, 1966711968, 1969, see: Arthur N. Arntson to Rupert
Costo, Spokesman Cabhuilla Band of Mission Indiadarg 1965, Cahuilla Elections 1963-1972, Tribal
Elections 1947-1972 from Augustine to Mesa Grasteithern California Agency, RG 75;NARA, Laguna
Niguel.

Arthur N. Arntson, Riverside Area Field Office Rupert Costo, Spokesman Cahuilla Band of Mission
Indians 11 June 1967, Cahuilla Elections 1963-1971iBal Elections 1947-1972 from Augustine to Mesa
Grande, Southern California Agency, RG 75; NARAguaa Niguel.

Jess T. Town, Area Field Representative to Rupestd; Spokesman Cahuilla Band of Mission Indians 16
January 1969, Cahuilla Elections 1963-1972, TriHlattions 1947-1972 from Augustine to Mesa Grande,
Southern California Agency, RG 75; NARA, Laguna D&

Frank L. Haggerty Jr., Acting Agent Field Represgine to Rupert Costo, Spokesman Cahuilla Band of
Luiseno Indians, 25 July 1969, Cahuilla ElectioB§3-1972, Tribal Elections 1947-1972 from Augustine
to Mesa Grande, Southern California Agency, RGNARA, Laguna Niguel.

12 cahuilla Tribal Business Committee Biographicaé®k of Members 1962, Cahuilla Elections 1947-
1962, Tribal Elections 1947-1972 from Augustindtesa Grande, Southern California Agency, RG 75;
NARA, Laguna Niguel.

113 Cahuilla Tribal Business Committee Biographicaé®k of Members 1965, Cahuilla Elections 1963-

1972, Tribal Elections 1947-1972 from Augustindtesa Grande, Southern California Agency, RG 75;
NARA, Laguna Niguel.
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living in San Francisco counters the reservatiaruvisan dichotomy. He faced
opposition from other candidates yet Cahuilla fribambers continued to vote for him
even with electoral alternatives who lived on tleh@llla reservation. Costo served as
tribal spokesperson when the Cahuilla reservataiad/on adopting a constitution and
by-laws

Rupert Costo had the support and intellectual pastmp of his wife Jeannette
Dulce Fargo Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee of NG#tolina and enrolled Muskogee
(Creek), born in 1909 and who passed away in 20€1eaage of ninety twd'> Sheryl
Dauvis, then acting head of the UCR library SpeCiallections recalled, “She was a little,
tiny thing, but every inch of her was alive® An illustration of her personality may be
gleamed from a 1995 book reception at UCRNatives of the Golden Standich she
co-wrote with Rupert CostoEighty six years old and confined to a wheelclaihn
debilitating arthritis, she declared, “This is If.you buy the book, thank you. If you
don't read it, the hell with you.” She closed peesentation with a final request, “The

main thing | want is for you to read the damn thifRead it!**’

H4«Cahuilla Band to Vote on ConstitutioriThe Los Angeles TimeSeptember 5, 1962, 28.

5 Throughout various interviews and publicationsntyeCosto self-identified as Eastern Cherokee or
Cherokee and Rupert Costo repeatedly noted shépagsCherokee.” In one instance at a meeting with
Commissioner of Indian Affairs Robert Bennett, aiti& report lists her as “Cherokee enrolled at
Muskogee through father.” Since she was orphahad/aung age it is difficult to determine her
enrollment status in a federally recognized trib&er family genealogy. The 1924 Baker roll of teas
Cherokees of North Carolina does not include astinlj for the surname Fargo or Henry.

See “Report of a meeting held with the Commissiaiéndian Affairs, Hon. Robert Bennett & Members
of the Board of Directors of the American Indiarstérical Society,” July 23, 1968, pg. 1, reel 16s@®
papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

1% Tanya Sierra, “Cherokee Activist Costo Memorialize UCR,"The Press-Enterprisdéebruary 17,
2001, B4.

17 Mark Petix, “Author Wields Sharp Words for Indighhe Press-EnterprisMay 18, 1995, B-1 and
B-4.
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Similar to her husband, Henry-Costo had a stromggpelity and could be
temperamental and abrasive by some accounts. ugtha petite woman, Henry-Costo
refused to be overlooked or ignored. Some peauallrtelephoning with trepidation and
hoping that Costo would answer the phone insteadeofy-Costo. She refused to grant
actor Kevin Costner permission to use a book exderpause she disliked his portrayal
of Indians in the 1990 film “Dances with WolvesWhen asked about it, she responded,
“He thought he could just come to me and | would lbefore him.” She smiled and
continued, “He was wrong-*® In 1994, when UCR renamed a student servicesihgil
“Costo Hall,” Henry-Costo, reportedly warned therawistration at the dedication to
“watch it” on how it treated the students. Her coinment to tirelessly working as an
editor for Society publications is commendabletipalarly since a detached retina in

1969 left her blind in her left eye.

118 |hid.
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Figure 4 Jeannette Henry-Costo speaking beforeoCGtai. Used by
permission of Special Collections & Archives, UCRraries, University
of California, Riverside.

Henry met Costo while she worked as a general mepater at a local
newspaper in Southern CalifornihieHemet News She attended Columbia University,
to which she had gained acceptance “by lying ligk'H® Henry majored in English but
did not graduate and instead became a self-taegbtter and editor. An orphan placed
in different homes during her youth, she ran awah@age of seventeen years and by
the 1930s she worked at tBetroit Free Pressas a police beat reporter. Henry-Costo

rarely spoke of her early life or family declaririfglost contact with everybody.

119 Jeannette Henry-Costo, in an interview by Jank&dn, July 27, 1998, transcript of oral intervi&i"
in a series, UC Riverside, http://www.ucrhistory.edu/costo.htm, 3.
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Deliberately. | didn’t want anything to do withydrody. | was on my own, and that's
it.”*2° Aside from her work experience, little is knowsoat her early life.

Her experience in print media greatly benefitedAhgerican Indian Historical
Society (AIHS) yet she acknowledged that she coetinearning on the job. She
recalled first meeting Costo, “He was drinking dmidn’t like it, so | told him. From
then on, we were friend$?* A brief courtship followed and they married Auggs
19521%2 They moved to San Francisco after Henry-Costahef Hemet newspaper for a
new job and Costo joined her, prior to their mayeiabecause of poor employment
opportunities. Costo was one of the petition dovganizers that led to the establishment
of the new University of California campus in Risigle in 1954. Henry-Costo humbly
recalled when Costo regularly traveled to Sacramant Father Phillips, another person
lobbying for the campus, knew of their economiacdsaips and left a five dollar bill in
their letterbox:?®

Similar to Henry-Costo, Costo had a piecemeal fbedacation. As a youth, he
attended Hemet public schools and eventually gtaduaom San Diego High School in
1926. Sports and athleticism played a significate m his educational experience. He
matriculated to Riverside City College, later rera@nRiverside Junior College, 1926-

1928 where he served as football captain in 1927tddeived average grades and earned

120 Henry-Costo, in an interview by Erickson, 6.

21 Henry-Costo, in an interview by Erickson, 2.

122\Wwedding announcement, August, 2, 1952, box 1tlefoP5, Rupert and Jeannette Costo papers,
Collection 170. University of California, Riversidébraries, Special Collections & Archives, Univigysof

California, Riverside (Costo papers, Collection 1UCR).

123 Henry-Costo, in an interview by Erickson, 20.
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a “C” and two “D” grades in history cla$s’ A fellow classmate from a prominent
Riverside family, former judge John Gabbert, resthlbecoming acquainted with Costo
at the local YMCA because he worked there and Clostd there while attending
school. Gabbert remarked on Costo’s athleticisrtingde served as captain of the
football team, baseball team, played basketballrandrack. From Riverside, Costo
attended Haskell Indian Institute, later renamedKeh Indian Nations University, from
1928-1931 where he continued to play school fobtfaHe played the tackle position
on the team along with his older brother (Manuett® who graduated from Hemet
High Schoot*?® Jim Estrada, from the Mesa Grande reservatioatéakin southern
California, remembered his brother played foothath the Costo brothers. He recalled
their size challenged the commonly held belief &mdi could not play football because of
their assumed small stature. The Costo boys albshb least six feet tall. Estrada
commented, “They were heavy. They weighed 250-2Mhg@s. So, all right, most of it

hung over their belts, but they were still heal’/.”

124 Riverside Junior College transcript, Rupert Castmlent case file; Student Case Files 1884-1980;
Department of Interior, BIA. Haskell Indian Natiobsiversity; RG 75; NARA, Kansas City.

125 Costo’s status at Haskell changed abruptly in 128he admitted to “making and drinking of home
brew” in violation of school rules. As a result, Wwas dropped from all academic work and placed in
vocation.

Personal correspondence, Mr. LaPine to Mr. Cannagsil 28, 1931; Rupert Costo student case file;
Student Case Files 1884-1980; Department of InteBtA. Haskell Indian Nations University; RG 75;
NARA, Kansas City.

Personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to To WhbfaytConcern, May 5, 1931, Rupert Costo student
case file; Student Case Files 1884-1980; Departwfdnterior, BIA. Haskell Indian Nations Univergijt
RG 75; NARA, Kansas City.

1264To Answer Grid Call Next Month: Haskell Coachesis Build New Line for Coming CampaigrThe
Lawrence Daily Journal-WorldAugust 19, 1931, 8.

127 Regis McAuley, “Citizen Sports ColumnisfTucson Daily Citizen Sportday 16, 1972, 30.
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Figure 5 Rupert Costo at football practice. Nbie ¢itrus trees in the
background. Used by permission of Special Colbasti& Archives, UCR
Libraries, University of California, Riverside.

Costo continued playing football when he attendeds&rsity of Nevada and
California’s Whittier College as an all confererfaiback on football scholarshigg®
Gabbert described Costo as a “tramp athlete” whgeal for a number of schools and
eventually played for a semi-professional baskétbam similar to the Harlem
Globetrotters for the House of David in Benton HartMichigan'®® Unable to grow
the required beard to play for House of David, Gagbre a fake beard. A recipient of
the Riverside City College Almunus of the Year Adiar 1972, Costo supported the

collegial experience and he visited the campug poioeceiving his award specifically to

128 Bloom, “Rupert Costo, American Indian Activist,d3iat 83,” B2.

129 3ohn G. Gabbert, in an interview by Jan Erickédarch 6, 1998, transcript of oral interview in aies,
UC Riverside, http://www.ucrhistory.ucr.edu/gabbgm, 14.
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speak with Indian student® He held a series of jobs and eventually gained
employment as Assistant Engineer of State DivisibHighways in San Francisco’s
Rights of Way Division. According to Henry-Coste “worked and learned engineering
by himself.**! In the early years of establishing the Americatidn Historical Society,
the Costos supported it financially as well.

Married for nearly forty years, the Costos workedandem as partners in
bringing attention to Indian concerns. Offeringleather constant cyclical support,
together they worked to agitate Indians and nomalmsl Although over the course of
their lifetimes, improvements and victories in laalicountry occurred, they continued
rallying for greater improvements.

Together, the Costos worked in support of Indiaoppes with an emphasis on
education and equality. The San Francisco-baseerigéan Indian Historical Society
(AIHS or “The Society”) formally incorporated in @9. Henry-Costo commented on
their successful working relationship, “We’ve nefaited at anything**? At the time of
Costo’s passing, former UCR Vice Chancellor JanméskEon noted the couple’s
greatest legacy included “the standard they hatviosall of us to remove the barriers of
prejudice and bigotry and to promote the understanand sensitivity to people of

different ethnicity, races and from different watkdife.”*** Marrying later in life, in

130 personal correspondence, Modene M. Voeltz, InBiducation of Riverside City College, to Rupert
Costo, May 31, 1972, Rupert Costo and JeannetteyH&wsto papers, reel 15, Costo papers, Primary
Source Microfilm, 2001.

131 Henry Costo, in an interview by Erickson, 18.

132 ouis Saugun, “Indians Pull Up Scholarly Chaiti Riverside, The Los Angeles Timeday 2,
1986, A3.

133 Bloom, “Rupert Costo, American Indian Activist,d3iat 83,” B2.
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their forties, Costo had complete partnership Withwife during the second half of his
life, which aided maneuvering his political actyvibut he also drew upon his earlier life
experiences in which he challenged the BureaudifimAffairs (BIA).

A variety of organizations emerged throughout ©@afifa that worked in
opposition to the BIA and in support of Califordreian rights. Many of the early
organizations had only White membership or Whisslérship, but eventually multi-
tribal Indian led organization began to coalestke California Indian Brotherhood
(CIB), California Indian Rights Association (CIRAnd Mission Indian Federation
(MIF) operated as some of the earliest Californ@idn associations that stressed Indian
leadership in Indian affairs. The American Indigederation (AlF) also operated in
California though its headquarters located in Ottah tempered its activity.
Importantly, many of these California Indian orgaations promoted acknowledging
California’s eighteen unratified treaties and sdugstitution. The AlF, CIB, CIRA, and
the MIF eventually decreased in strength and ewatigtaeased operating as
organizations.

Costo gained critical experience in organizingwoeking, lobbying, and publicly
asserting his opinion as through the CIRA orgarmmator along with members of other
organizations, as with MIF. The depth of Costastigipation, or lack of thereof, within
the AIF or MIF is difficult to determine throughaerds. However, influential
connections and association occurred as illustridwexaigh his 1934 public criticisms
against the proposed IRA legislation at a Riversmdeting and his testimony along with
MIF president Adam Castillo at a 1935 House of Repntatives hearing on Indian
affairs and conditions. Organizational membersiliaty participated in several groups,
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or fluidly moved from one to another. For examgleyeral participants from CIRA
joined the Federated Indians of California (FIC)idg the 1940s, a group dedicated to
receiving a fair and equitable settlement fromlititéan Land Claims, once CIRA ceased
operating.

Costo served as Sagamore, or Vice President, ofahga Council of the

California Indian Rights Association, Inc. (CIRArormed in 1935 by Pasadena resident
Thomas Largo, Cahuilla, CIRA, a progressive muittelr organization, promoted itself as
an organization run by and for California Indiaftsemerged largely in opposition to
Methodist minister Frederick G. Collett’s Indiandd of Cooperation, a white led
organization scandalized by rumors and outrightisaton that he offered misleading
statements and misappropriated monies from duésted|from California Indian$®*
CIRA tackled legislation on California Indian Clasmase and advocated California
Indians handle and direct California Indian affails describing the purpose of CIRA,
Julia Gardner, Paiute, noted, “Like the rest ofAlneerican people, we, too, must analyze
our own problems; we, too, must organize and foateua plan through which we can
weld our minds and our energies into one effeatieapon.*** In support of this goal,
CIRA selected Costo to serve as its delegate apkesperson in Washington D¢,

For several months in 1935, Costo lived in Washindgd.C. and regularly mailed

letters to CIRA detailing his congressional testipdobbying and policy research. His

134 See testimonies of Julia D. Gardner, Thomas Laagd,Stella Von Bulow, U.S. Congress, House
Committee on Indian Affairs, Hearings on H.R. 376&lifornia Indian Jurisdictional Act, 76 Cong,. 1
sess. (1935), 205-223; U.S. Congress, Senate Ctaenoib Indian Affairs, Hearings on S. 1651 and S.
1779: California Indian Jurisdictional Act, 75 Cong sess. (1937), 46-59.

135 Julia D. Gardner, “The Purpose of Our Organizati@alifornia Indian NewsApril 1935, 4.

136 «Along EI Camino Real with Ed AinsworthThe Los Angeles Time&pril 19, 1936, F14.
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letters appeared in CIRA’s monthly newsletBalifornia Indian Newsone of the first
California Indian directed publications that apgeht 935-1942. In announcing Costo’s
selection as spokesperson, the organization refféorbim as a “football star” and
declared, “We chose Mr. Costo because he is aarngho has shown his ability and his
desire to help his people. Mr. Costo believesadwubcates our point of view—that the
Indian must work out his own salvation through agamized effort.**’

Costo publicly shared his opinions about otherf@Galia Indian organizations.
While in Washington D.C. lobbying for the right G&lifornia Indians to select their own
attorneys for the California Indian Claims casedgelared, “I am sure we will have
opposition from [Frederick] Collett and Adam [Cd#sli” referring to the leadership of
The Indian Board of Cooperation and the MTECIRA opposed Collett because he
supported legislation that provided for paymenatbérney fees and other expenses to
non-attorneys, such as himself, from any settlerissuied to California Indiarts? The
period of Costo’s participation in CIRA is diffiduio determine through records, but by
the April 1939 edition o€California Indian NewdRobert St. Marie, Cahuilla, held the title
Sagamore. Through CIRA, Costo learned about thegab process, alliances,
networking, and the importance of Indians assurteadership roles in Indian affairs.
The organization also utilized its publication asal to inform and educate, particularly

on California Indian land claims.

137«Our Spokesman in WashingtorGalifornia Indian NewsApril 1935, 1.
138 Rupert Costo, “News from Our Delegate in Washingt€alifornia Indian NewsApril 1935, 3.

139 Rupert Costo, “A Letter from Rupert Cost&alifornia Indian NewsJuly 1936, 6-8.
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Costo was strongly committed to securing land sghlis great-grandfather,

Chief Juan Antonio, signed one of the eighteentifred California treaties in 1852 at
Temecula villageé?® The failure of the United States Congress tdyr&alifornia’s
eighteen treaties served as an early lesson t@ C&ories passed along in many
signatories families recalled the treaties butgheernment did not acknowledge them
until it publicly disclosed the treaties in 19060sto maintained a strong belief in private
land ownership and an end to government paternaéisserting, “Most of the Indians
want to own the land and be treated just as amgr ¢dimdowners. We’'re ready to assume
the responsibilities of ownership of lands thaobel to us.**! For Costo, ownership and
access to homelands and just compensation forstaheh through the eighteen unratified
treaties served as a lifelong issue for which hald/advocate.

Costo gained significant political experience eanlfis life, particularly with his
public opposition to the Indian Reorganization Athdian New Deal,” IRA or Wheeler-
Howard Act) of 1934. Written largely by the newlypointed Commissioner of Indian
Affairs John Collier and his staff, the IRA providleonservation and development of
Indian lands and resources; the right to form atuigin based governments with
Secretary of Interior approval; and funding for abonal educatio** A former social

worker, Collier was initially a vocal critic in hotte federal government administered its

140 George Harwood Philip§hiefs and Challengers: Indian Resistance and Craijm in Southern
California (Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1975)
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of American Indian Sovereignfjustin: University of Texas Press, 1998); KennethPhilp,John

Collier's Crusade for Indian Reform, 1920-196Rucson: University of Arizona Press, 1977).
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trust relationship with Indian¥® He had never been a public servant and perhaps
believed his ascension to leadership in the BlAcaigd he understood Indian affairs
more deeply than any person. However, he hadddreperience dealing directly with
Indian communities and the manner in which he dgesd the IRA demonstrated this
limitation. Collier appeared relatively supportioklndian cultures in contrast to earlier
Commissioners, whose policies supported assimilafibe policies Collier introduced
perpetuated cultural condescension, as he impasgmktsonal ideas for reform. The IRA
provided for limited self-rule for Indian peopleéke BIA predetermined the form of tribal
government and required approval by the Secretalrterior.

The AIF, established in 1934, ardently opposedi@uadind the IRA legislation. It
had three main goals: remove John Collier fronrdlis as Commissioner of Indian
Affairs; overturn the IRA; and abolish the BIA. khers from the MIF also called for
the abolition of the BIA and BIA police, and sonfate members peripherally
participated in the AIF. Some AIF members usedesé and inflammatory rhetoric,
such as accusing the Interior Department of beamgnounist and anti-American.
Commissioner Collier responded by sending BIA adficto spy on the AIF and tying
the organization to right-wing hate groups. Thé& Ald not succeed in accomplishing its
three core goals. The organization fractured iB91&ue to some members supporting
the so-called “Settlement Bill.” The bill, introdeld by Congressman Usher L. Burdick of

North Dakota and Senator J.W. Elmer Thomas of Qida would have paid three

143 peter IversoryWhen Indians Became Cowboys: Native Peoples artte@snching in the American
West(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1994), 156-1
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thousand dollars to enrolled Indians as “completdesnent of any and all prior or future
claims against the Government of the United Stdt¥s.

Established in 1919, the MIF differed from the Al€cause it had a regional
emphasis, selected “Captains” or leaders on vaneseyvations, and established its own
police force. The MIF advocated for “Human Rigatel Home Rule” a slogan that
appeared on badges distributed to its memtj&fhe purpose of the MIF broadly
included, “The securing to the Indian tribes ofdamnd water for the pursuit of
agriculture, lands and water in his own name aeditht to full and free citizenshig*®
The MIF constitution listed its objectives as fif&i secure by legislation or otherwise all
the rights and benefits belonging to each Indiath Isingly, and collectively,” secondly
“to protect [sic] then against unjust laws, rulasd regulations,” and finally “to guard the
interests of each member against unjust and illegatment.**’ The stated objective of
the organization of securing rights and benefiteuggh “legislature” or “otherwise,”

while not defined could translate into violent aog*®
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A primary concern for the MIF centered on Americ#izenship. The MIF
newsletteiThe Indiancontained an article that argued as “first Amersg;aindians
should receive citizenship and be allowed to manlagie own affairs. The article
described the readiness of Indians for private @andership: “The Indian Bureau system
is based upon the assumption the Indians are ibtapamanaging their own affairs and
must be guided and guarded like childréf.”In response to MIF actions, the BIA
prosecuted MIF members and regularly had them umtccAdam Castillo, Cahuilla from
Soboba reservation and President of the MIF, tedtthat Superintendent John Dady
used “trumped up” charges against several MIF mesndnad their legal counselor Purl
Willis accusing them of stealing money from Indiafi®r they returned from a trip to
Washington DC?° Ultimately, Castillo testified that Commissiorkhn Collier flew
out to California, had them released and thoses@mienever faced triaf*

Some BIA employees believed the MIF simply followted whims of its white
founder Jonathon Tibbet, Grand Chief Counselor sthled himself “Chief Buffalo
Heart.” Tibbet held biannual MIF meetings at higrte in Riverside until his death in
1930. He had training in law and had previouslyipigrated in the American Service
League and Indian Betterment Association, in wiieteld the title Chief of Grievance.

Despite Tibbet's influence, Indians closed the nmgedf over two hundred

California Indians, largely from southern Califanto the public when they wrote the

149«Citizenship for the First AmericansyVassajavol. 5 no. 12, March 1921, 7, Mission Indian Fedien
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MIF constitution. Without Tibbet’'s consultatiomet original constitution reportedly
admitted whites as members. Upon reviewing it Tildxelaimed “Why, this excludes
you!” to Joseph DePorte a stenographer in atteredaHe responded, “Certainly and
you.”? Therefore, one may derive from his comment pestiae original constitution,
written by Indians in attendance, initially exclada! white membership. The final draft
of the MIF constitution membership extended exelelyi to Indians with the sole
exception of Tibbet. However, not all Indians tteadance embraced the organization or
Tibbet's role and some walked out of the foundeegtimg*>* Membership to the MIF
extended to both reservation and non-reservatidiamgs with the sole constitutional
criteria, “All persons of Indian blood who bear @og reputation, for sobriety, honesty,
integrity, and industry***

The MIF established its own police in responseamglaints of mistreatment
from tribal police who received their paycheckatirthe BIA. The MIF police
functioned “to assist all federal and civil offiser In part, the MIF police swore to
uphold the “suppression of the liquor traffic,” astipulations insured they would serve
without pay or carry firearm’s> In a notice circulated, the responsibilities o MIF

police outlined included to “preserve order on tthespective reservations, to guard, and

152 Narrative stenographic Documentary, Mr. & Mrs.eJas DePorte to Commissioner of Indian Affairs
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to protect the interest of the peopfé® The creation of the police force undermined BIA
police and provided tribal members with agency.

Whether Rupert Costo participated in the MIF rersainclear. His paternal
Uncle Ignacio Costo appeared on the United Staiesrgment’s list of Indians in a 1921
case, against Tibbet, charging him with “attemptmglienate the confidence of Indians
from the Government of the United States.” Théusion of Costo’s uncle on the list
indicates some Costo family members participatetienMIF>’ In addition to Tibbet
over fifty Indians faced conspiracy indictments floeir participation in the MIF,
however with passage of the 1924 Indian Citizenstuipthe federal government dropped
all charged® While the AIF and MIF had its differences, someisms participated in
both organizations and a natural rapport existégdden the AIF and MIF.

Dr. Carlos Montezuma, Fort McDowell Yavapai, a fdung member of the
Society of American Indians (SAI) and a well knomember of the AlF, greatly

influenced Costo. Montezuma attended a MIF meetimdjnoted that to witness such an

organization in action “gives one hope, and zegid@n.” He also spoke appreciatively
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of Tibbet noting, “by his words and deeds he shthas he is truly a friend of the Indians
in need.™®

When the American Indian Historical Society (AIH&)cided to publish a
national Indian newspaper in the 1970s, the CasttesctedNVassajaas its name and
model for their Indian advocacy newspaper. By daa, they honored former AIF
member Montezuma, whose newspapearssajaappeared April 1916 through November
1922 with the masthead “Freedom’s Signal for than.”® Montezuma passed away
in 1923 but his ideas strongly influenced Costo tedAIHS newspaper. Indeed, Costo
described his family as “Montezumas,” revealingrtiteals echoed Carlos
Montezuma®*

Costo publicly opposed the IRA when he attendediradponsored Conference
for the Indians of Southern California held at $h@n Indian Institute in Riverside,
California on March 17 and 18, 1934. At the tiris, paternal Uncle Gabriel “Gabe”
Costo served as spokesperson for the Cahuillavegsan and received an official
invitation to the conference. In a March 7 invtatl letter addressed to Gabriel Costo,

Superintendent John Dady of the Mission Indian Agamoted per diem would cover

expenses for official delegates but he had an esglmit for only ten to fifteen

159«Conference of the Indians of Californiaflassaja March 1921, 4, Mission Indian Federation no. 5,
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delegates from the Mission Indian reservations.alde mentioned additional visitors
could attend the conference at their own expéffse.

The BIA sponsored the event largely as a publati@hs event to answer
guestions and garner support for the proposed #slation. Commissioner John
Collier and other BIA officials had not asked fadlan opinions before crafting the
proposed IRA legislation. Collier had coordinated tegional meetings where tribal
members could offer their comments and discusgithygosed legislation with him and
his staff. A.C. Monahan, Assistant to the Comnaissr of Indian Affairs, opened the
event by reading a telegram greeting from Johni€&glvho was absent from the
Riverside meeting. Monahan reiterated the medtatjone purpose: to discuss the
proposed IRA legislation.

He emphasized the purpose in order to avoid dismuss the California Indian
Land Claims. In 1928 Congress passed the Calddndian Jurisdictional Act, known
as the Lea Act, which provided California Indiahs tight to sue the federal government
for land claims compensation. However, he hopeal/tod the topic. Despite his call to
focus the meeting on the proposed IRA legislats@veral Indians brought up the issue
and expressed that no additional legislation shbaldxamined until the successful just
settlement of California Indian Claims. Vivian B&ifrom the Pala reservation asserted,

“No other bill should be brought before them [Plaldians] until the Court of Claims bill

182 personal correspondence, John W. Dady, Superieemnol Gabriel Costo, Spokesman of Cahuilla
reservation, March 7, 1934, Conference at Shermstitute, March 17-18, 1934, Records Pertaininigp¢o
IRA and Tribal Elections 1934-1947, Mission Indidgency , RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.
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is settled if it takes 100 years to settle'f’Pauma spokesperson Leon Palawash noted
that they would not endorse the IRA and cordiallyjited the government officials to
“return to Washington and expedite the just settlento the Indians of the State of
California of claims in Washingtort® The commentary indicates a preference of the
Indians in attendance to discuss land claim se#iigg) Monahan remained determined to
evade any discussion about it.

The process of settling the California Indian L&1dims took less than one
hundred years. The settlement distribution occuimel972. However, the Costos and
others viewed the amount of forty seven cents per as unjust®™ As a Cahuilla tribal
member, Costo publicly asserted he did not faverstttlement and believed a figure of
at minimum one dollar twenty-five cents an acre ltdae more equitabl®® Costo
never cashed his settlement check as a politicaé g against settling because he wanted
restoration of lands. Despite Monahon’s attemptsamtain control and dictate the
discussion at the meeting, a number of Californ@idns continued to raise land claims
issues.

An intense exchange occurred between Robert Migod the Yuma reservation

and BIA representative Walter Woehlke. Miguel lgbuup land claims to which

183 proceedings of the Conference for the Indiansoniti®ern California, held at Riverside, CA, March 17
and 18, 1934, to discuss the Wheeler-Howard InBiinpg. 58, Records Pertaining to the IRA andbati
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Woehlke tersely responded, “You should be asharhgdw selfishness. We have told
you again and again that we want to settle youmdabut give us a chance to help those
who need help right now through this bitf* Woehlke’s brusque response demonstrated
the attitude of a BIA focused more on the passags tegislation with little willingness
for open discussion on additional topics the Indiemattendance wanted to discuss.

Monahan continued his welcoming with insisting uodistinction between
official delegates and visitors. He commented, ¥Nbose of you in these front seats are
official delegates of this meeting, therefore itdsyou to discuss the bill.” He
continued, “There are many others who are notiaffaelegates who will be helpful to
us in clearing up matters. Questions they wishstoshould be written and handed to
one of the stenographers at the table, and théyeviinswered™*® The process of
formally writing questions could be limiting, asnse Indians present could be illiterate
or perhaps even intimidated by submitting questiorstenographers. However,
Monahan seemed willing initially to hearing frommdelegates.

Attendees to the conference came from Mission méigency, Nevada District,
Yuma Agency, and the southern section of Sacraméaifey.'®® The delegates came
from diverse areas of California, Nevada, and éigoof Arizona. As per diem limited
the number of official delegates to ten to fiftéeym the Mission Indian Agency the

majority of attendees came in a non-delegate cgpaErom the Mission Indian Agency

157 proceedings of the Conference for the Indiansooit!®rn California, held at Riverside, Cal., Maich
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alone delegates came from twenty-two reservatifihe Mission Indian Agency
consisted of reservations from Riverside, San Bedina, Santa Barbara, and San Diego
counties.’*

Costo attended the meeting as a non-delegate dtidlpuleclared his opinion
about the proposed IRA legislation. On the fimy,da Saturday afternoon, Costo echoed
the criticisms by the AIF in criticizing the propas IRA legislation as being
“‘communistic” in relation to individual land ownénp. He asserted, that the legislation
would translate into “going right back to that, itakaway all rights belonging to
everyone. Can’'t own anything for ourselves. I$h&t right?” Government official
Melvin H. Seigel answered simply “no” without anyther comment or discussion.
Later, at the same afternoon session, Costo astud&d that, “After delving into it
[proposed IRA legislation] | find we will always heder the department of the Interior
and the Commissioner.” Costo reflected that “geernment” was not an accurate
description, as Indian peoples would “always beeurtde Commissioner and
Department of Interior*’? Toward the end of the session, Monahan respodidectly

to a question from an unnamed official delegate wigaired about their concern about

170 Reservation Delegates who attended conferencerePertaining to the IRA and Tribal Elections
1934-1947, Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, LagwWNiguel. Delegates came from: Cahuilla;
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Santa Rosa; Santa Ysabel; Soboba; Sycuan; Torretablareservations.
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communism and socialism. In response, Monahan geovihe example of Klamath
Indians who hold equal share in the timber andres$éwe can’t say they are reds
because they do that.” He closed with the brieflment, “There’s no communism in
this as some of you seem to think. Just readitheebd it carefully and study it-find out
for yourselves. | think you will be satisfied thiis not communistic or socialisti¢*
Even though Monahan recommended Indians read lihéei government provided an
inadequate number of copies and virtually guarahps®ple could not read it.

On the second day of the conference, at Sundayingsrsession, Monahan
dramatically switched his position on welcoming spiens and comments from all
people in attendance. He proclaimed “I will net@gnize anyone but delegates.” In
response to that statement, Costo asked, “Is thigpan meeting?” Monahan sharply
retorted, “You took up far too much time yesterd#fyyou are an official delegate, sit
with your delegation-if you have anything to sag@&pl, talk it over together with your
delegates, but do not interfere with this meetingg continued, “If you are not a
delegate, sit down. This is not an open meetingatmeeting of official delegates, and |
have recognized Mr. [Jack] Meyers [of the SantaaReservation] to speak for the
Mission Indians.*"

Time constraints may have led to the exclusionanf-delegates. Perhaps
Monahan intentionally silenced critics of the prepd IRA legislation such as Costo.
Winslow Curo of the Santa Ysabel reservation so@gtier clarification “I understand

you to say that you will not let any other Indigreak besides the delegates?” to which
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Monahan responded, “...others in the hall tookethigre day and the official delegates
had no chance to talk. Today’s meeting is foroifidelegates®”> The intentions of
the BIA proved difficult to determine; howevershould be noted the Cahuilla
reservation spokesperson, Gabe Costo, receivedke siopy of the proposed IRA bill
from Superintendent Dady with the request “to read discuss with your committee and
individual Indians on your reservation,” enclosediletter dated March 5, a mere twelve
days prior to the conferené€ Therefore, one may reasonably question whether BIA
representatives wanted a genuine discussion loeyf s$imply wanted to silence critics,
such as Rupert Costo, who openly challenged anstigned the proposed IRA
legislation.

When the Mission Indian Agency held the IRA speeialtion on December 18,
1934, of the twenty-nine tribes under its jurisint all but the Cuyapaipe reservation
actively participated in the vote. Superintend2atly attempted to slant a favorable
outcome by coordinating the election with the amelection of spokespersons and
committee members. In a correspondence to Roy,Nrsld Representative of the
Sacramento Indian Agency, Dady noted that the Misseservations would not be
prepared for a vote on October 27 and insteadJywdd a date in December. He

declared, “This will help us a lot and give us titbeget a few more reservations in favor
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of the bill....missionary work which is being dooenstantly [sic] aught to have
considerable favorable results by DecemBét.”

Voter turn out in the Mission Indian Agency, exahglitwo reservations, hovered
at a minimum thirty percent, and in many instareeaseeded over sixty percent and even
eighty to ninety percerf® Members of the MIF actively organized in oppasitto the
IRA legislation. Ramon Pinto, a resident of Camgservation and supporter of the IRA,
complained that voters “did not use their own juégth but rather sought advice from
Captain Jose Largo, an MIF member. Further, hechthtat Largo’s “misleading and
[sic] distructive” advice led to the defeat of tiRA at Campd.’”® Many of the
reservations experienced high voter turn out, &utaut of the twenty-nine reservations
had 50 percent or less of the eligible populatiotev Some Indians protested the
election, assuming that non-participation woulddliked as rejecting the IRA legislation.
However, that was not how the BIA recorded it. Aidtally, once a tribal community
had voted, no reconsiderations were possible. resuat, some Indians viewed the vote

as Commissioner Collier trying to force his reforms

1" personal correspondence, John W. Dady, Superiae¢no Roy Nash, Field Representative, September
22, 1934, IRA-Wheeler-Howard no. 1, Records Peirigito the IRA and Tribal Elections 1934-1947,
Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.

78 |ndian Reorganization Act Dec 18, 1934, May 10%,98R.A.-Correspondence regarding election
results, Records Pertaining to the IRA and TriBlaktion 1934-1947, Mission Indian Agency, RG 75,
NARA, Laguna Niguel.

179 personal correspondence, Ramon Pinto to Supediem¢dohn Dady, December 18, 1934, |.R.A.-

Correspondence regarding election results, Red®edsining to the IRA and Tribal Election 1934-1947
Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.
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Despite the high voter turn out, confusion surraththe definition of “majority”
on whether the reservation would fall under thgpaies of the IRA. Indians voting on
the application of the IRA and BIA employees equalppeared unclear on the definition.
According to section eighteen of the IRA, Indiamstloe reservation would be excluded
from the Act if “a majority of the adult Indians’hahe reservation voted against the
application of the Act.

On November 28, less than one month before thaamdection, Superintendent
Dady, wrote to Field Representative Nash and aikedlarification and definition of
“majority” because Dady interpreted it to refer Ipto the actual votes cast,” he
concluded, “does ‘majority’ refer to the majoritf/tbe actual votes cast or does it refer to
the majority of the eligible voters of the reseiva?™® Nash had his own questions and
sent a letter to Commissioner John Collier in Oetalequesting an interpretation of
majority. Collier responded in early November amfdrmed Nash “The Solicitor holds
that the act is already in effect and that undeti&e 18 the Indians by a majority of
those entitled to vote must decide to reject thggslation. In other words, no affirmative
vote is necessary® Thus, under the terms as defined by the BlAufaito participate
in the vote would automatically translate as a *ywete. Additionally, a provision
provided that thirty percent of the adult Indiarpptation had to participate in the vote in

order for a majority of no votes to reject the Ahus, if the total number of votes failed

180 personal correspondence, John W. Dady, Superie¢inol Roy Nash, Field Representative, November
28, 1934, IRA-Wheeler-Howard no. 1, Records Peirigito the IRA and Tribal Elections 1934-1947,
Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.

181 personal correspondence, John Collier, Commissimiiadian Affairs to Roy Nash, Sacramento Field

Representative November 7, 1934; Regulations attérseof Instruction; Records Pertaining to the IRA
and Tribal Elections 1934-1947, Mission Indian AgerRG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.
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to reach a thirty percent minimum, then even a ntgjof no votes would not translate
into a rejection of the Act.

In an attempt to resolve the confusion surroundegdefinition of ‘majority,’
Superintendent Dady sent out a notice Decembe®®} fio be posted at the election site
that identified the site and provided voting infaton such as the date and time. The
vote on the Cahuilla reservation occurred at theb @y School December I ®etween
the hours of 8am-5pm. The written notice appeandeniglish and quoted Commissioner
Collier that, “exclusion can be brought about aifly majority of all the adult Indians on
the reservation cast their ballots against theiegipdn of the Act. If less than a majority
vote against the Act, even if the negative votesikhoutnumber the affirmative ones,
the Act still applies*®? Possible illiteracy, confusing language and dgfins, lack of
bilingualism and possible non-participation protaside the notice inaccessible to a
portion of the population. Additionally, one caot@ssume someone posted the notice in
a timely manner or at all.

The interpretation of “majority” certainly helpelet IRA gain approval on some
reservations where it otherwise would have fail8dperintendent Dady wrote to
Commissioner Collier that in the Mission Indian Agg, “under ‘Total Vote’ that all of
the reservations expressed themselves as beindlingwd come under the provisions of

the Act, and that 18 accepted the Act, that is,nthe majority rule as per the opinion of

182 Notice from John W. Dady December 5, 1934, IRA-\8lae—Howard no. 2, Records Pertaining to the
IRA and Tribal Elections 1934-1947, Mission Indidgency, RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.
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the Solicitor of the Department of the Interiouied.*®® Further, the Mission Indian
Agency considered counting the votes of Mesa GramdeSanta Ysabel reservations
together because their land based appeared unédarmhpatent. Additionally, the
Mission Indian Agency questioned if it could combdihe votes of Barona and Capitan
Grande since they did not have separate land B&sestimately, the Mission Indian
Agency received instruction to combine the voteBafona and Capitan Grande.
Capitan Grande rejected the IRA legislation whitedha wholeheartedly approved it,
and counting a combined vote ensured both wouldifaler the IRA auspiced>

The interpretation of votes cast ensured sevemtessvations of the Mission
Indian Agency accepted the IRA legislatit3AOn the Cahuilla reservation sixty-nine
people had been eligible to vote under the critefiaeing twenty-one years of age or
older’®” Specifically, reservation residents voted tweig against the IRA and zero in

support of it. Of the fourteen absentee ballotsdtvoted in support, eight voted against

183 personal correspondence, Superintendent John W DaCommissioner John Collier, December 31,
1934, I.R.A.-Correspondence regarding electionlt&siecords Pertaining to the IRA and Tribal Blatt
1934-1947, Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, LagwWNiguel.

# |bid.

18 personal correspondence, Superintendent John W ©aMr. H.W. Coonradt, June 4, 1935, |.R.A.-
Correspondence regarding election results, Red®edsining to the IRA and Tribal Election 1934-1947
Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.

18 personal correspondence, Superintendent John . aCommissioner John Collier, January 28,
1935, I.R.A.-Correspondence regarding electionltgsiecords Pertaining to the IRA and Tribal Blatt
1934-1947, Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, LagwWNiguel.

The reservations the IRA applied to: Augustineb&zn; Cahuilla; Campo; Cuyapaipe; Laguna; La Jolla
La Posta; Manzanita; Mission Creek; Morongo; Pegha®an Manuel; San Pasqual; Santa Rosa; Santa
Ysabel; and Santa Ynez reservations.

187 Cahuilla, November 24, 1934, Official Roll of Adihdians, Records Pertaining to the IRA and Tribal
Election 1934-1947, Mission Indian Agency, RG 73RN, Laguna Niguel.
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it, and the recount board determined three badlstspoiled®® Thus Cahuilla voters
overwhelmingly opposed the IRA legislation thirty¢e v. three, but as a result of the
Commissioner’s interpretation of majority, the IRAssed. The BIA based its
interpretation by adding the thirty-three non-voteth the three votes of approval for a
victorious passage of the legislation, thirty-sixhirty-three.

In a letter to the Cahuilla reservation, Commissiddollier recognized the
redefinition of majority. He noted, “While the tdts show that more votes were cast
against its acceptance than for it, neverthelessemthe wording...we have no choice
except to declare that by the vote cast you argsuto all of the applicable provisions
of this legislation.*®® By examining the referendum vote with the commg@mcepted
definition of majority used in elections throughatl¢ state, it appears the MIF had an
impact on the vote outcome. All reservations indrside County, the central location of
the MIF, rejected the IRA legislation. In addititmthe Mission Indian Agency,
reservations ancancheriasfrom Hoopa Valley Agency; Walker River Agency; and
Sacramento Agency rejected the IRA legislation afif6rnia!®

Despite the application of the IRA legislation tal@illa reservation, Costo

continued to be an open critic of it as illustratiesbugh his testimony before the House

188 Cahuilla vote outcome approved by Superintendeimy . Dady, December 19, 1934, |.R.A.-
Correspondence regarding election results, Red®edsining to the IRA and Tribal Election 1934-1947
Mission Indian Agency, RG 75, NARA, Laguna Niguel.

189 personal correspondence, Commissioner John Cailigye Indians of the Cahuilla reservation, Jayuar
22, 1935, Cahuilla election results, MiscellaneGosrespondence, Records Pertaining to the IRA and
Tribal Election 1934-1947, Mission Indian AgencyGR5, NARA, Laguna Niguel.

10 Final Tabulation Results of Referenda on IndianrBanization Act, All California Jurisdication, Jin

27, 1935, I.R.A.-Correspondence regarding electsnlts, Records Pertaining to the IRA and Tribal
Election 1934-1947, Mission Indian Agency, RG 73RN, Laguna Niguel.
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of Representative’s hearings on Indian Conditiars Affairs in 1935. Costo testified at
the hearing along with MIF President Adam Castil@osto began his testimony with
reference to California Indian history assertingld not believe some here understand
how we lived.*** He continued with a brief historical overview®élifornia Indian
history. Costo spoke in favor of abolishing théRBind its paternalistic relationship to
Indians. He noted, “The Indians in California asg,| have said, as intellectually capable
as any other citizens living in the same environnaen having the same strata of

life.” 9% Costo openly criticized the IRA voting process anbsequent application on
Cabhuilla reservation. He informed the Represerdatthat “the three won” Cahuilla
voter approval of the IRA despite a numeric mayovibting in opposition to it.

Speaking in particular about Cahuilla reservat{®osto noted residents openly
opposed it for a couple of reasons. They wereeawmd the Secretary of Interior and
Commissioner of Indian Affairs held too much powér.addition, Costo observed, “we
thought that all Indian legislation, and especiafigss legislation, has the tendency to
treat all Indians alike®® The concept of legislation not providing for tHeadsity in
Indian communities further bothered Costo as hentamied the BIA may prove useful in
other states, he believed California and Califofnéians had no need for it.

As he testified before House members, he alsodadmsesubject of California
Indian Land Claims, a topic of significant interesimany California Indians. Not

waiting for any questions on the justice of theidmdLand Claims, he preemptively

191U.S. Congress, House Subcommittee of the Comnutidadian Affairs, Hearings on H.R. 7781:
Indian Conditions and Affairs, 74 Cong., 1 ses83§), 429.

192U.S. House, Hearings on H.R. 7781, 430.

193.S. House, Hearings on H.R. 7781, 432.
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asserted, “we are not asking for charity or anyghike that.” Instead he argued any
restitution represented, “an honest debt that thee@iment owes us. We are not asking
for any special privileges. We believe we showgihequal rights and opportunities the
same as any other citizens of the United StdtésCosto raised this same issue during
the 1934 IRA meeting at Riverside. The issuesthiy/ Costo carried forward in his life
as he maintained similar opinions and expressed thigh regularity in AIHS
publications.

Although Costo’s opposition to the IRA failed taduce any policy change, he
gained valuable experience and insight into edaocais a vehicle for fundamental
change. Costo attended a retrospective confexmntiee IRA in 1983, “Indian Self-

Rule: Fifty Years Under the Indian Reorganizatiact’Asponsored by the Institute of the
American West at Sun Valley Idaho. In his papeadrby Henry-Costo due to Rupert
Costo’s health problems, he asserted many hismaorrectly believe many Indians
opposed the IRA legislation solely for economicsiees. “This is a simplistic response,
and one that displays a serious lack of understgnafi Indian Affairs and history,”
Costo commented.

Instead, he detailed the concern about total alsgion. He commented on his
fear it translated into “meaning fading into theageal society with a complete loss of our

185

identity and our culture. By serving as a particularly vocal critic of IRAd

registering his disapproval of the process andiegibn, Costo learned some important

194U.S. House, Hearings on H.R. 7781, 434.
19 Session 102: “Indian New Deal 1928-1945,” Pardijin Josephy moderator, Indian Self-Rule (ISR),

American West Center Ethnic Archives (misc), SpeCilections, J. Willard Marriott Library, Univeitg
of Utah.
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lessons which followed him in future actions anii@nced his political leaning. His
opposition to Commissioner Collier’s “Indian New &eunder Democratic President
Franklin Roosevelt, inspired Costo along with méardians of a certain generation to
register lifelong in the Republican political party

At the same time, Costo recognized the uniquelvémitial role of the President
of the United States in Indian Affairs. Costo be&d “every presidential candidate ought
to be queried as to how and what he intends t@ dbange the basic failure” of
government policie$®® His suggestion never came to fruition and thoaiglgistered
Republican, Costo publicly criticized Presidentsirboth major political parties because
of their Indian Affairs policies. He called Presid Reagan, the former Governor of
California a “drugstore cowboy* Near the end of President Reagan'’s first ternst€o
declared, “Never before in history has there beeadministration so thoroughly
treacherous in Indian affairs, as the present ReAganinistration.**® He openly
expressed his disdain for President Carter proatgrfanyone but Carter” and noting
“Carter is no friend of the Indian peopl€® Although a searing critic of political
leadership, he offered his opinion, never perspgment, of political representatives.

Through the establishment of the American Indiastdtfical Society (AIHS),
Costo gained a pulpit to espouse his opinions anmked a national audience including
government officials. He also took from the pghiilessons he learned earlier in his life.

Fundamentally, he believed informing and educaboilp Indians and non-Indians

1% Rupert Costo, “Presidents of the United Stat€hg Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 4 (Spring 1968): 13.
197 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: Cowboys and ImsiiaWassaja November/December 1982, 2.
198 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: A Treacherous Atstiation,”Wassaja July/August 1983, 2.

199 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: Anyone but Cartéfassaja/The Indian Historiadune 1980, 4.
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remained central to the success of understandidgamextualizing history, laws, and
policies which held the potential leading to fundemal change and improving Indian

country.
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CHAPTER 3
“WITH THE EYES OF THE INDIAN": THE AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL
SOCIETY AND SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA
Some ambiguity surrounds the origins of the Amerilcadian Historical Society

(AIHS or “The Society”). However, founders Rup€dsto, Cahuilla, and Jeannette
Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee, a couple dedicatadtivism, privately worked on
historical research prior to its formal incorpooatin 1964. According to Costo, it began
as, “mostly a family research endeavor at firstiding up a library, writing articles,
doing research®° The Costos fully dedicated themselves to the A#in8 loved their
work. Henry-Costo proudly proclaimed, “It's a dne@ome true. We're having the time
of our lives.?® The Costos publicly credited the suggestion ta fpersonal friend Dr.
George Hammond, at the time the Director of thedBaifth Library at the University of
California, Berkeley, whom they met while reseangf”> The AIHS recognized his
contribution by unanimously selecting him as onéheffirst consulting members to the

organizatiorf>®

29 Charles Hillinger, “Indian Couple Spread the NatAmerican Word, The Los Angeles Times
November 14, 1977, A3.

201 |bid.

292 Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry-Catiives of the Golden State: The California Indié8an
Francisco: The Indian Historian Press and The Usityeof California at Riverside, 1995), xi. Howeya
AIHS meeting minutes July 25, 1964 Costo assetteddea for the organization originated from his
private organization The Indian Archives. In a 196pgrinted speech before the California League for
American Indians, Costo asserted the formal AlH$anization emerged as an outgrowth of the Indian
Library and Archives founded by a small group ohGilas about 25 years ago to help them with their
litigation against the federal government. SeedRuposto, “The Right to Leadershif;he Indian
Historian vol. 3 no. 3 (March 1966): 14.

203 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, October 3, 196dx 12, folder 9, Rupert and Jeannette Costo
papers, Collection 170. University of Californidgy&side Libraries, Special Collections & Archives,
University of California, Riverside (Costo papetsllection 170. UCR).
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The formal institution of the AIHS may have conéhee suggestion of Dr.
George Hammond, but the Costos determined theofdhe organization would include
only Indian voting members. The idea of an exeleisi Indian voting membership
continued the voting ideals practiced by one ofdhdiest Indian organizations the
Society of American Indians (SAI) and earlier Galifia Indian organizations, among
them the California Indian Rights Association (CIRad the Mission Indian Federation
(MIF). Costo noted the importance of his new grbepause it would examine Indian
history, “with the eyes of the Indiad® Fundamentally, the AIHS stood as an honor
society with an educational and cultural emphaéis a result, the Costos sought voting
members who had experience as artists, professimaolars, or writers. The
organization constitution established four clasdeaaembership: Corporate Members,
Associate Members, Honorary Indian Historians, @odsultant Members. Any non-
Indian wanting to participate could join as an asse member, but such an individual
could not vote.

The AIHS also formally recognized what it terntexhorary Indian historians.
These historians were not selected based on amgetereceived or formal education
from mainstream educational institutions. Rathezir selection was based on their

contribution to collecting and recording the faot$ndian history’®®> Therefore, the

244This Society no tell'um Tall Tales;The Oakland TribuneOctober 1, 1964, 18.

205«The election of Honorary Indian Historians shadt depend upon formal education or intellectual
skills, but upon living contact with the past anégent of the American Indians, and faithfulnesthéir
role as native historians of the American Indiaopie.”

American Indian Historical Society Articles of Inpmration and By-Laws, pg. 6, reel T8)e Rupert
Costo Archive of the American Indian filmed frora toldings of the Rupert Costo Library of the
American Indian in the Department of Special Cdltats at the University of California at Riverside
Native America: a primary record series, 1. Wooddei, Conn: Primary Source Microfilm, 2001 (Costo
papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001).
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AIHS recognized and honored Indian peoples whothldl cultural knowledge perhaps
not respected by mainstream academic institutwh&h may have viewed these Indian
historians as uninformed and untrained. At a Badifidirectors Meeting in 1965, the
AIHS elected four Honorary Indian Historians “wjthde and love.” Those selected
include: Jane Penn, Cahuilla; Nellie Shaw Harnauite; John Porter, Miwuk; and John
Stands in Timber, Northern Cheyerfi&.Through the creation of an Honorary Indian
Historian membership from the founding of the ofgation, the Society integrated the
understanding that informed, knowledgeable peoidaadt necessarily receive training
in formal institutions. Rather they had tradimbknowledge of language, arts, and knew
histories that did not appear in textbooks. ThEl@lkembraced a full spectrum of
education and expertise in which it valued anddeaéd traditional and historic
knowledge.

Only Corporate members, reserved for Indians, ludichg privileges and were
eligible to hold office. Thus this group had acsin determining the actions and
activities of the organization. Additionally, arpen gained Corporate membership by
receiving a sponsor from a current Corporate memB#dS by-laws reserved Corporate
Membership for “American Indians, descendants efahoriginal inhabitants of this
continent. For purposes of this corporation, areAioan Indian is one whose Indian

ancestry is recognized by his Tribe, his Band,ieblana fide Indian organization, and by

2% Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, November 663.9pg. 4, box 12, folder 10, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR

Additional honored Indian historians and the yedested: Rupert Costo, Cahuilla, 1966; JeannettayHe
Costo, Cherokee, 1966; Bertha Stewart, Tolowa, LB@&8ry Azbill, Maidu, 1967; Edmund Jackson,
Quechan, 1967; Lottie Beck, Karok, 1968; Nellie 8t#arnar, Paiute, 1968; Edward Dozier, Pueblo,
1969; William Morgan, Navajo, 1970; Elizabeth Whikéopi, 1970; Marie Potts, Maidu, 1971.
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the Board of Directors of this corporatiof?” In later years, the AIHS amended the by-
laws to include a guideline reserving Corporate mership for those who had at
minimum % Indian blood and “know themselves andm@vn as members of a
Tribe.”°® Eventually, the AIHS revised the qualifications fioe President position of the
organization to include a preference for a “fubhddl Indian,” but provided for a person
of a minimum of no less than ¥ Indian bld3d.

As an organization, the AIHS recognized the growinegd of Indian culture
beginning in the 1960s with the increase of Indialf-identification. The AIHS
expressed concern and worried about the upsurgités who suddenly self-identified
as Indians® However, in an attempt to clarify Corporate mershi, the AIHS
internalized the practice of utilizing a legal dndlogical definition of Indian. By doing
so, the AIHS followed the blood quantum standaebusy the federal government which
entails a federal intention of the eventual deroisthe Indian population since through
intermarriage Indians would eventually cease tstéxi However, the AIHS also

carefully provided some flexibility for Corporateembership to include self-identified

207 American Indian Historical Society Articles of mmporation and By-Laws, pg. 5, reel 15, Costo psper
Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

208 Guidelines in Election or Selection of MembersAtifiS, March 1, 1969, box 12, folder 14, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR

209 statement of Policy AIHS, April 28, 1968, box f@der 13, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR

#04Thjs development is the sudden upsurge of whitepte who “want to be Indian.” There is a whole
parade of such people attempting to trace theinégéogy” in order to prove Indian descent....Wdlyea
don’t know what is wrong with “being white, or blgor anything.” Why is this happening? What is its
meaning? What will this do to Indian life, traditioreligion, culture-whatever there is that is tfall
these things? Think about it. We will have to TAkKout it and soon.”

1968 Report on Activities and Status of AIHS, b@s fblder 13, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR

21 Eva Marie GarroutteReal Indians: Identity and the Survival of Nativeeica(Berkeley: University of
California Press, 2003), 38-60.
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Indians known as tribal members by others. Inclusif a segment known by the
community as Indians undoubtedly related to thé Imgmber of terminated California
Indian tribes who lost federal recognition durihg tL950s, and perhaps relates to the
influence of Henry-Costo, who self-identified asstesin Cherokee.

In part, the AIHS reevaluated the membership qigalibns because of the
increasing popularity of self-identified IndianSor example, in an editorial the AIHS
publicly decried the “synthetic nonindian” descdhkes parading around with “head
dress, beads, and feathers.” The editors conc|utiaes a travesty on our heritage, our
history and our people. PLEASE don’t do4t*Further, Costo criticized “hippies” for
adopting their perception of Indian culture. Hasie pointed out “the way of the
Hippies is completely at variance with that of thdian. It is the way of the bum.” He
continued by commenting on the “highly ordered”iémdway of life and noted,
“Everyone worked. No Indian would ever take peyfotekicks. And, by God, no Indian
went unbathed?*® Aside from the concern about membership critériam its
foundation the AIHS had a dedicated purpose fogusmeducation, history, and the
general improved welfare of Indians.

At an AIHS Board of Directors meeting on July 1964 the organization
formulated its purpose.

1: To study, interpret and disclose the facts conog the history of the
American Indians, to preserve and protect the remgievidence of

Indian customs, arts, and cultures, and to cothechistorical record as to
the true story of the Indians and their contribagi®o civilization. 2: To

#2«The New Phoenix: Voices of Dissenfhe Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 4 (April/May 1965): 17.

23 James O. Clifford, “It's Indians vs. Hippies in6B@Wild Western,’Pasadena Independent Star News
August 13, 1967, 8.
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inform and educate the public at large concerneghistory of the
American Indians. 3: To work for the education, go®d and welfare, and
the cultural development of the American IndiansAgreed that the
organization must be non-profit absolutely, and tha organization be
nonpolitical absolutely**

The objectives of the organization served as a foathrd cultivating mutual
understanding between Indian peoples and non-lrgbaalations. Through education
and the creation of a shared knowledge base, tbietgdelieved it would be able to
defend and advocate for the self-determinationtsigh Indian peoples including, but not
limited to, protecting lands, religions, languagasd arts. In August 1964 the AIHS filed
an Articles of Incorporation with California andJdane 1965 filed for tax-exempt status
as a non-profit organization. A public notificatiof the AIHS tax-exempt status
appeared iThe Oakland Tribun&"

The Costos, along with tribal members from Chocaan several California
Indian tribes including Karok, Me-wuk, Tolowa, aQdiechan established the American

Indian Historical Society (AIHS) and formally inqmrated it in 1964*° The initial

fifteen-member Board of Directors included foub#li chairpersons: Rupert Costo of the

214 preliminary Organization Meeting for the FoundafgAmerican Indian Historical Society, July 14,
1964, box 12, folder 9, Costo papers, Collectiod. 1TCR

#5The Oakland TribuneAugust 15, 1969, 47.

218 Articles of Incorporation of American Indian Hisical Society, August 6, 1964, pg. 4, reel 14,160s
papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

The listed Board of Directors on the 1964 Artiabddncorporation in the order listed are: Ruperstoo
Cahuilla; Bertha Stewart, Tolowa; Jeannette HerogtQ, Eastern Cherokee; John Porter; Me-wuk;
Richard Fuller, Me-wuk; Viola Fuller Wessell, Me-lwuAlton Wilder, Klamath; Sylvia S. Green, Tolowa;
and Robert Kaniatobe; Choctaw.

Minutes of American Indian Historical Society meegti August 21, 1964, pg. 1, box 12, folder 9, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR

The 15 member Board of Directors in the order disiRupert Costo, Cahuilla ; Bertha Stewart, Tolowa;
Sylvia S. Green, Tolowa; Jeannette Henry-Costotdeasherokee; Robert Kaniatobe, Choctaw; Viola
Fuller Wessell, Me-wuk; George Wessell, Me-wuk; il Fuller, Me-wuk; John Porter, Me-wuk; Alton
Wilder, Klamath; Lee Emerson, Quechan; EdmondskatkQuechan; Jane Penn, Cahuilla; Emmett St.
Marie, Cahuilla; Nancy Landuk, Karok.
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Cabhuilla reservation; Edmond Jackson, Yuma of ¢ Fuma reservation; Emmett St.
Marie, Cahuilla of the Morongo reservation; and gedVNessell, Me-wuk of the
Tuolumne Band of Me-wuk Indiamancheria Additionally, six women served on the
original Board of Directors: Viola Fuller WesseéMe-wuk; Sylvia Green, Tolowa,
Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee; Nancyuckn&arok; Jane Penn, Cahuilla;
and Bertha Stewart, Tolowa. Indeed, Stewart seagedice President for the first few
years.

The Board of Directors represented the broad dityeo$ Indians living in
California. Board members ages ranged from thelrforties to mid-sixties while the
youngest member Robert “Bob” Kaniatobe, Choctavhisnate twenties, was a college
student at San Francisco State College (later red&an Francisco State University).
Kaniatobe participated in the first Native Americatudies class taught on campus
during the fall of 1969 along with future Alcatragokesperson Richard Oakeé§.Some
founding members attended boarding schools duheig youth including Lee Emerson,
Quechan, at Sherman Indian Institute in Riversigtidifornia, Bob Kaniatobe, Choctaw,
at Chilocco Indian School, in Oklahoma, and Altorid&f, Klamath of Greenville
Rancheria at Chemawa Indian School in Salem, Oregon. thtiach to their diverse
personal backgrounds, many of the founders hadhsix& organizational experience.

Several of the AIHS founding members or their faesilpreviously participated
in other Indian organizations in California. Mamgd been involved with the Federated

Indians of California (FIC), an organization formedL946 dedicated to distributing

7 Luis S. Kemnitzer, “Personal Memories of Alcatra@69” inAmerican Indian Activism: Alcatraz to the
Longest Walkeds., Troy R. Johnson, Joane Nagel, and Duane Champaddrista: University of lllinois
Press, 1997), 118.
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payment from the first California Indian land claand pursuing a second land claim
lawsuit against the federal government before tidgah Claims Commission for lands
lost and not covered under California’s eighteeratiiied treaties. Undoubtedly, these
members brought significant organizational andtjpali experience. Bertha Stewart,
Tolowa, served as secretary for the FIC for sewsrats. She also had been active in
CIRA and wrote for its publicatioBalifornia Indian New$'® Additional AIHS
founding members John Porter, Me-wuk, along witloi@e Wessell previously
participated in the FIE'® Richard Fuller, Me-Wuk, followed his father, Viéiin Fuller,
a former member of CIRA, and both served as presioiethe FIC. Emmett St. Marie’s
father, Robert St. Marie, also participated in CIRAd held the title of Sagamore or Vice
President, a position previously held by Rupertt€osJndoubtedly, Fuller and St.
Marie’s fathers either personally knew or knew as@® when he served as CIRA
spokesperson while in his twenties.

Many founding members continued their activist worlother spheres
throughout California. Emmett St. Marie and Gedrgessell served as founders
members of the California Rural Indian Health Bokna established in 1969. Cahuilla,
Jane Penn along with Katherine Siva Saubel fouadedirected Malki Museum,
California’s first tribally controlled museum onettMorongo reservation, located in

southern California, in 1965. Membership on theuBloof Directors occasionally

28 California Indian NewsJuly 1940, 3; “Caution on Indians Asked: U.S. @HdGive Up Authority
Gradually, Officials Urge, The New York Time#ugust 15, 1953, 16.

29 Terri Castafieda, “Making News: Marie Potts andStreoke Signaif the Federated Indians of
California” in Women in Print; Essays on Print Culture of Ameri®domen from the Nineteenth and
Twentieth Centurieseds., James P. Danky & Wayne A. Wiegand (Madikbmiversity of Wisconsin
Press, 2006), 82; “Elections” The Indian Histonenh 2 no. (January 1, 1965): 18.
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changed and individuals from Blackfoot, Maidu, Nay®hlone, Paiute, Pueblo, Tlingit,
Yakima and Yurok tribes also contributed during filvenative early years of the
organizatiorf?® Speaking about the Board of Directors, Costo reaty “All of our
directors are active in their tribes and work liedl.”#**

Although the Board of Directors selected issuegtierAIHS to examine and
served as heads of working sub-committees, suteaBublications Committee, the
Costos served as the primary organizers and da&dtdS efforts. Costo served as the
only President of the AIHS from its founding untd formal dissolution in 1986. Henry-

Costo indicated that many founding Board membecgléd the organization seemed

“too much like work-so they lef?*? In a personal letter, Costo lamented the replaofng

220 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, September 35,%o0x 12, folder 10, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.

Motion to elect Michael Galvan, Ohlone; Philip &ah, Ohlone; Alfred Hicks, Navajo to Board of
Directors replacing Viola Fuller Wessell, RichandIEr, and Robert Kaniatobe.

Board of Director Meeting, November 6, 1965, pgCdsto papers, Collection 170. UCR.

Two vacancies on the Board of Directors resultethénelection of Louise Aguilar, Cahuilla; Martina
Costo; Cahuilla and alternate Ralph Moranda, Wiyot.

Executive Council Meeting Minutes, August 27, 1966x 12, folder 11, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

Motion to elect Francis White, Yurok; Lottie Bedkarok to Board of Directors replacing Edmond Jaokso
and Louise Aguilar.

Nominating Committee [Don Rouse, Bertha Stewadndette Henry-Costo] to all members of American
Indian Historical Society on Board of Directors ferm 1967-1970, July 10, 1967, box 12, folder 12,
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.

The Board of Directors in the order listed: Rug@osto, Cahuilla; Philip Galvan, Ohlone; Don Rouse,
Yakima; Bertha Stewart, Tolowa; Nancy Landuk, KarGkrolyn Saindon, Karok; Francis White, Yurok;
Sylvia White [née Green], Tolowa; Lawrence Marthueblo; Leatrice Mikkelsen, Navajo; Patrick Swazo
Hinds, Pueblo; Earl Livermore, Blackfoot; Ray ThackPaiute; Lottie Beck, Karuk; Jeannette Henry-
Costo, Cherokee. Alternates: Martina Costo, Cadguilbhn Porter, Miwuk; Nellie Shaw Harner, Pauite;
Rosalie Nichols, Miwuk; Della Rouse, Yurok; Richadwn, Tlingit; Irene Thacker, Paiute; Sara Galvan
Pueblo; Susan Hannan, Yurok; P. Michael Galvanp@dil Henry Azbill, Maidu.

2l \wallace Turner, “Paper for Indians Issued on Gbdste New York Time&ebruary 15, 1973, 11.

222 Jeannette Henry-Costo, in an interview by Jank&dn, July 27, 1998, transcript of oral interviy"
in a series, UC Riverside, http://www.ucrhistory.edu/costo.htm, 9.
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members on the Board of Directors. He noted tladieinge that “everybody wants to
criticize, but nobody wants to do the real hardkyand take responsibility"®®

The Costos also expected a level of perfectionrsthe tasks that needed to be
completed. At one time the AIHS had a small stadit, Henry-Costo described the need
to terminate them because, “Nobody else understgddAs a result of such sentiments,
the Costos assumed much of the responsibility@btiganization and by the later years
of operation, the number of members on the Boaidi@ctors decreased to less than
half a dozen.

Strong limitations placed on AIHS members may hateged a role in some
Board members’ early departure. A resolution pasd966 specified members were
not allowed to speak in the name of the AIHS withaansultation or written
permissiorf>°> An additional resolution passed in 1968 reiterakedpolicy toward public
statements. In regard to AIHS “independence ofigihd and action,” the resolution
emphasized the organization hold no alliances wiitier groups and members of the
Board maintain a policy of personal non-involvemand not act as leaders of any other
Indian group or organizatiori&® For example, the AIHS removed Maidu Henry Azbill
from the Board of Directors because he also wodeed director for the California

League for American Indians and could not provige*tull attention” or “full support”

23 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Ray €habkly 4, 1969, Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry
Costo papers, reel 15, Costo papers, Primary Sddicrefilm, 2001.

224 Henry-Costo, in an interview by Erickson, 12.

22> Executive Council Meeting on Organization ProceduiMay 24, 1966, box 12, folder 11, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

226 Resolution Membership Meeting, March 9, 1968, bxfolder 13, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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because of his dual responsibilitfé5.Despite removal from the Board of Directors,
Azbill remained a member of the AIHS and wrote salarticles on Maidu culture for
AIHS publications. While AIHS members supported tion-involvement policy, its
lack of participation in other organizations anem®s caused some discord.

In 1967, the San Francisco based Rosenberg Foangdatgroup dedicated to the
welfare of California’s children, awarded grant regrio the Mono tribe to hold a
conference on Indian education at North Fork, ledabout 50 miles north of Fresno.
Organized by Indians who felt overlooked by therfal educational system and were
concerned about the experiences of Indian studgemsblic schools, it served as the first
state-wide meeting to identify problems and disadstions. The statewide Ad Hoc
Committee on Indian education chairperson Davidifjsr., Hupa, invited Costo to
speak at conference, referred to as the North Fating, from which emerged a new
organization, the California Indian Education Adation (CIEA)?*® At the time an
instructor at Modesto Junior College, Risling sdras an instrumental person in forming
the CIEA. He would go on to teach at the UnivgrsitCalifornia, Davis where he co-
found, with founding faculty including Howard Adandack D. Forbes, Sarah
Hutchinson, and Carl Gorman, a Native American egigrogram in 1970 and DQ
University, a tribal college, located about sixesilwest of Davis in 1971.

Costo declined the invitation to speak at the Néxhk conference. In an

exchange with Risling’s associate, anthropologskD. Forbes, Powhatan/Lenape,

227 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, February 18689%o0x 12, folder 11, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.

228 personal correspondence, David Risling Jr., @hairof Ad Hoc Committee on Indian Education, to

Rupert Costo, August 17, 1967, Forbes, Jack D.4298.1) Collection, D-046, Special Collections,
University of California Library, Davis (UCD).
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Costo asserted, “It is our policy not to take partonferences, conventions or other
activities unless we can be involved in the plagrohsuch activities.” Costo also took
offense at Forbes expressing disappointment thstoGarted as if he spoke for all
Indians. He explained, “It is the primary positioihmy participation in any Indian
affairs that no one has the right to speak fortaibg or group without the authorization
of that group-GRANTED THROUGH VOTE of its membershf*® Costo’s reasoning
for not speaking at the North Fork conference egldb the AIHS policy of independence
prescribed to all its members and Costo, as theidtnet, appeared determined to abide
by it.

Undeterred, Risling continued to invite Costo teapbefore the Ad Hoc
Committee on Indian Education. Ohlone Felipe “PhiGalvan, AIHS Secretary-
Treasurer, responded to an invitation and commefiédhout a full knowledge of your
goals and your SPECIFIC long range proposals, wédamt permit Mr. Costo, nor any
member of our Board of Directors, to take parth@ meeting you were so kind as to
invite him to address.” He continued with an obaéion on the lack of clarity about the
intention or purpose of the Ad Hoc Committee. Hwere he noted, “We will continue to
support any Indian effort, with goals openly statad with the Indian people
themselves knowing exactly what to expect and sudimgpthat effort, through open

discussion and acceptance by the reservation @ncbthmunity involved?*° Although

22 personal correspondence, Jack D. Forbes to RGpstb, December 26, 1967, Forbes, Special
Collections, UCD Library.; Personal letter to J&akbes from Rupert Costo, December 27, 1967, Forbes
Special Collections, UCD Library.

2% personal corespondence, Philip Galvan, AIHS $agrd reasurer, to David Risling Jr, Chairperson Ad
Hoc Committee on Indian Education, April 16, 1968rbes Special Collections, UCD Library.
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the lack of AIHS interaction with additional orgaations upset some other Indian
organizations, the AIHS remained committed to @aBqy of independence.

Some of the issues and activities the AIHS chogmiteue related to the tribal
membership of its Board members. Me-wuk tribal ghexison and Board member,
George Wessell, served as a key organizer in thiSAdoordinating and sponsoring the
Acorn Harvest Festival at the TuolumRancheriaheld October 17 and 18, 1964.

The TuolumneéRancherialocated in the foothills of the Sierra Nevada Mtains in
Tuolumne County, is about one hundred and twenlgsnsioutheast of Sacramento. The
festival included primarily acorn food preparati@monstrations but also ceremonial
prayer, singing, dancing, and handgames. He andife Viola Fuller Wessell, Me-wuk
and AIHS member, offered their home for the sudoégsiblic event and an estimated
one thousand people participated in the two daywt<>?> Wessell noted the day
represented “solemnity and happiness” and likeh&mian Indian Thanksgiving D&y>
The AIHS assisted in funding a Me-wuk Roundhouswdtimately turned over all
monies to Me-wuk tribal membef& A roundhouse, an intricately built dance house
used for ceremonial and religious dances, generatlydes a subterranean excavated

floor; wood posts and radiating beams form thamgilwith a roof covered in tule mat,

%1 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, August 22, 198 2, box 12, folder 9, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.

232 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, October 19, 4960x 12, folder 9, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

#3«pcorn Day Festival ScheduledThe Daily Union DemocraOctober 14, 1964, 1.
24 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, September 35,%o0x 12, folder 10, Costo papers, Collection

170. UCR.
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brush, bark, or grass, and then a layer of packeti &om the excavation. Initially, the
AIHS expressed interest in sponsoring the everarannual basis but disagreement led
to an early end of AIHS involvemefit While the AIHS ceased its involvement, the Me-
wuk tribe continues to hold the annual event eBagtember. One of the earliest
community outreach events coordinated by the AliH&emonstrated the opportunity for
cultural education and the possibility of colladom@ work.

In part, Costo held a wholehearted belief in callaltive works between Indians
and non-Indians because of the Costo family expeeie His paternal Uncle Martin
Costo worked with David Prescott Barrows on hiséitation resulting in his 1900
monographrhe Ethno-botany of the Coahuilla Indians of Soutt@alifornia which the
Malki Museum Press reprinted in 1967 as part o€itsssics in Anthropology Series.
Barrows acknowledged Martin Costo as a “friend” antkd in the foreword he “nearly
read the entire manuscript and made numerous tomec>*® Additionally, Barrows
lived with Costo family members during his field skand in turn Martin Costo lived
with Barrows for more than a year as a researa’aidRupert Costo respected Barrows'’
collaborative work because Cahuillas participateeadly in it. Eventually, he published

portions of Barrows findings ifihe Indian Historiarf>® Costo described Barrows as,

25 gpecifically, the AIHS determined the Tuolumneupwiolated two agreements by permitting whites to
help build the roundhouse and permitting alcobdiditionally, it had an organizational concern abou
liability and decided to end the sponsorship.

Personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to ClarenttBiadie, July 27, 1965, reel 15, Costo papers,
Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

%% David Prescott Barrow3he Ethno-botany of the Coahuilla Indians of South@alifornia (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1900).

%7 Rupert Costo, “Errors Multiply in Smithsonian Hdmbk on California, The Indian Historianvol. 12,
no. 3 (1979): 5.

238 The Indian Historianvol. 2, no. 4 (April/May 1965): 11-13.
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“closer to our hearts than any white man beforsimze.” In a personal letter, Costo
recalled how the Costo family called Barrows “Then@ral” because of his military
experience. Costo admired Barrows because he gi@abuillas “in three dimensions,
not as a flat object to be placed under a microseaspa curiosity of human [ifé*
Further, Costo remembered the Barrows family wrgagaffection as the AIHS
announced when Barrows’ grandson, David Barrows/&te became an admissions
officer at UCB?*** The AIHS had Indian voting members but welcomed-indians as
Associate members. The organization remained ctteshio mutual understanding and
collaborative work.
A lead statement policy in the 1964 inaugural ediof the journallhelndian
Historian noted:
“In the past, Indians have had good reason toudisand even scorn the
professional researcher. Too often have they teigireted the Indian’s
history, misrepresented their way of life. It bew@s necessary now to
correct the record, to write the history as it dddae written....Friends of
the Indian may join in our great work, helping bot leading, aiding but
not pushing, taking part but not taking ovéf*”
As an organization, the AIHS desired national cqunsace and relevance.
However, the California Indian background of Coaltang with additional AIHS

members ensured that while the organization strii@edational importance, it

simultaneously had localized significance throudgh@alifornia. Thus the AIHS had a

239 Barrows, The Ethno-botany of the Coahuilla Indians of Soutt@alifornia, x.

240 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Harrgdraw.d., reel 16, Costo papers, Primary Source
Microfilm, 2001.

241 «Barrows: Friend Rememberedrhe Indian Historianvol. 3, no. 6 (June 1966): 3.

2424p Statement of Policy, The Indian Historiarvol. 1, no. 1 (October 1964): 1.
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purposeful role not limited to San Francisco. THel@ embraced this notion as
illustrated through a motto that appeared on aartgeograph publications such as the
Articles of Incorporation and By-laws: “National Scope. Tribal in Application.”

Located initially at the private home of the Costb& organization sought a site
for a national headquarters with space for meetiags a library and art museufft
Eventually, Henry-Costo along with Bertha Stewattrfd an ideal place in a two-story
with an attic, nine room, Victorian house builti800 at 1451 Masonic Avenue located
in the Haight-Ashbury district of San Franciscachted between the Golden Gate Park
and the Buena Vista Park, it is less than halfla south of the iconic Haight and

Ashbury intersection, known for its hippie subctdtaluring the 1960s heyday.

243 The address of the former headquarters of the AlldSthe Costos’ private house located at 206
Miguel Street in San Francisco but since 1966 #imnal headquarters was located at 1451 Masonic
Avenue in San Francisco. According to the minatiess special executive council meeting of the AIHS
July 21, 1966, The AIHS looked at three houses,iotiee Filmore District and another on Buena Vista
West. However, Bertha Stewart and Jeannette Hensfe reported the house on Masonic Avenue would
be the best fit for their needs but would requitmaditional use permit from the city. At a specraeting

on August 3, 1966 the AIHS decided to purchasenthese at 1451 Masonic Avenue for $57,000. In
October 1966, in a report to the Board of Directbvgas reported that the Costos would reside énatttic

for custodianship and pay $100 per month in rditite AIHS reported receiving a use permit for the
Chautauqua House at an executive council meeting Apl967.
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Figure 6 Chautauqua House, formal headquartetseoAtHS in the San
Francisco Haight-Ashbury District, 1451 Masonic Aue. Image courtesy of
author.

The location required approval from the San Franc@ity Planning
Commission, which voted unanimously to let the Alekablish its headquarters there
against the advice from Acting Zoning AdministraRwbert Passmore. Arguments
opposing the location included concern about nigigtmeetings, parking, and fears that
its establishment would encourage commercial dgveémt. However, Commissioner
James Kearney noted, “I think they [the AIHS] viifiprove and stabilize the
neighborhood.” He continued, “I think this is oofethe nicest things that could happen

there.®** Additionally, James Brown, President of the Haighbury Neighborhood

2444 ndians Among the Hippies,The San Francisco Chronigl&larch 3, 1967, 4.
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Council endorsed the AIHS location and declared ‘Méécome diversity. It adds a yeast
to our neighborhood that we encourag®.”

The AIHS purchased the house in 1966 for $57,0@0sa®100 down payment.
The newly purchased headquarters needed a nantkeaAtHS decided on Chautauqua
House?*® The AIHS selected Chautauqua, a Seneca word lpuoganing “to take fish
from the waters” as an homage to the Chautauqisssehere lecturers and artists
traveled across the country in the lat& 28d early 28 centuries. Additionally, it
selected the term to symbolize Indian peoples eamgdndian history, culture, and
educatior?*” AIHS members and their families worked on the pascof updating and
cleaning the house. Those highlighted for theirlkiwncluded: Don and Dallas
Hammond; Philip, Sara, Michael, Eleanor, and An@yan; Dolores and Mannie
LaMeira; and Darrell and Becky HyltGf®

The Chautauqua House officially opened its doorMag 6, 1967 and it would
remain its formal headquarters for the duratiotheforganizatio*® A formal
announcement for the opening of the AIHS headqrsadgpeared iffhe San Francisco
Chronicleand listed the inaugural museum exhibition of pags by father and son Carl

and Rudolph Gorman, Navaj®® Carl Gorman would later serve as a founding fgcult

253 |bid.

246 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, August 27, 1966x 12, folder 11, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

247«New Indian Cultural Center: Chautauqua Hougéhe Indian Historianvol. 3, no. 7
(August/September 1966): 3.

248«The Chautauqua Spokesmaiifie Indian Historianvol. 4, no. 1 (January/February 1967): 2.
249 Executive Council Meeting, April 1, 1967, box @der 12, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.

#0“Indian Society, The San Francisco Chronigldune 21, 1967, 48.
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member of the Native American Studies (NAS) progedraniversity of California,
Davis. In 1973, the NAS program established a nnusthat bears his name.

The Museum of Indian Art within Chautauqua Houséied Indian arts and
regularly held exhibitions showcasing Indian astisin fall of 1967, it displayed the first
solo exhibition by self-taught painter Frank Dayailfu. A reviewer fronThe San
Francisco Chronicledescribed his exhibition as “conventional pringtistyle. "
Accompanying his art exhibition, the AIHS publisheetookletThe Paintings of Frank
Day: Maidu Indian Artisf>? The booklet supplemented the visitor's knowletige
providing background on Maidu culture and histarydll thirty five paintings displayed.
By providing a thorough explanation, the AIHS museenhanced visitor's experience
and understanding of Day’s art. The AIHS commitethdian art and Indian artists. In
addition to providing a physical space for Indiatisés, the AIHS celebrated Indian
artists such as Frank Day who was one of the@adifornia Indian artists to paint
depictions of California Indian traditiods® Day passed away in 1976, but his influence
of symbolic paintings and integrating oral tradisocontinues with contemporary Maidu
artists Dalbert Castro, Harry Fonseca, and Judhthri.

The Society flourished during the 1960s with aniemment favorable to critical

consciousness and questioning of the “master magtaif American history. According

1 Thomas Albright, “Indian Society’s New MuseunThe San Francisco Chronigl®©ctober 2, 1967, 45.

%2The Paintings of Frank Day, Maidu Indian Artist: Ma Tales in Oil(San Francisco: American Indian
Historical Society, 1967).

3 Frank LaPena, “Contemporary Northern CalifornigitaAmerican Art,"California History 71 (Fall
1992): 386-401.
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to American historian Terry Anderson, “Nothing wered, everything was challenged,
and the result was an era we simply call ‘The 8&#*>* Similarly, sociologist Todd
Gitlin notes, “It was partly a product of socialtture....but more, the upsurge waade
from the living elements of a unique, unrepeatdidéory, under the spreading wings of
the zeitgeist.®*° The United States went through several mass socigéments during
the 1960s. The Bay Area of California served paraary site for organizations,
protests, and institutional changes which graduatlgnded across the country.

The San Francisco Bay Area served as a selectad arka by the BIA for its
Relocation program for Indians beginning in the @@5Commissioner Dillon Myer,
known largely as the person who administered JagaAenerican internment camps
during World War I, championed the national pragraf Relocation. In part the policy
sought to depopulate reservations and “push” Indeoples to move into cities such as
Oakland, San Francisco, and San Jose for jobsrnigaamd placement. Coupled with the
termination policy, the federal government sougithplete assimilation of Indian
peoples and hoped to sever ties to their homeland<ulture.

Largely because of the relocation policy, Indiaasdme California’s fastest
growing minority group but trailed behind otheriedgroups particularly in education as
an estimated 43% had not received education be§Bgdade. By 1960 nearly 39,000
Indians lived in California, a 98% population grovitom 1950 with about 25% living in

Los Angeles and 10% in the Bay Aréa. Pueblo relocatee to San Francisco, Louis

4 Terry H. AndersonThe Movement and The Sixtig&ew York: Oxford University Press, 1995), 1.
#>Todd Gitlin, The Sixties: Years of Hope, Days of Rédew York: Bantam Books, 1987), 4.

#6«gtate Indians—Births and Depressiofifie San Francisco Chronigl®ecember 18, 1965, 4.
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Loretto, commented that he liked it in the city,biitis the hardest thing in the world to
leave your own home on your own land....but theas mot enough to make a living*

In addition to many relocated out-of-state Indianany California Indians moved to
cities for economic reasons. Emmett St. Marie,ukh noted, “You almost have to
move if you want to survive. You have to workljite. Eat. So if you live on a
reservation you don’t have...any work and yourtallents are too small to be a farmer,”

he concluded, “It is almost a must,” to live andrkvim cities?>®

7william Steif, “Meet the Big City Indians: 6,000ug in Bay Area by '57 Under U.S. Plan3fie San
Francisco NewsJuly 24, 1956, 11.

28 Emmett St. Marie in an interview recorded by Kaligl, December 15, 1970, St. Marie’s home on the

Morongo reservation, O.H. # 486, Indian UrbanizatiGenter for Oral and Public History, Californitat®
University, Fullerton.
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In 1958 tribal leaders from the Southwest visited Erancisco to evaluate the
relocation process as an estimated 20,000 Indiathsdiocated to various cities in
California. Based on their observations, Paul 3pNavajo, and Martin Vigil and Joe
Herrera, Pueblo, rejected the idea of relocatemihsdstarving in hovels. Jones expressed
appreciation for non-Indians participation in ciotpdrives for the Navajo Nation but
stressed the need for thoughtful consideratioeliation to donations. He wryly noted,
“Most of the stuff is fit only for scarecrows. Atlof it is high-heeled shoes—high-heeled
shoes for work on a reservatiof>’Various media outlets promoted stories on the
dichotomy of urban v. reservation Indians.

Rupert Costo explained the false nature of sudclteotbmy. Many Indians
resided in cities, but Costo noted they maintae ‘tlosest possible contact with the
reservation or community. These Indian people icenghemselves to be residents of
both the city and the reservatiof?® For Costo and many California Indians, no divide
existed between on and off reservation. Costmepzed an Indian who lived off the
reservation but worked for his Cahuilla tribal conmity as the elected spokesperson for
several years while living in San Francisco.

Indians lived in urban areas where they absorbedtrrounding culture.
American Indian legal scholar, Charles Wilkinsamarked, “Indian people fed off the

Bay Area’s electric atmosphere, where civil righggitiments ran strong,” he continued,

29 Arthur Hoppe, “Navajo Leader Visiting Here: Ind&hook Hard at Plans to HelpThe San Francisco
Chronicle May 23, 1958, 10.

260 Rupert Costo, “The American Indian TodayHie Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 5 (Winter 1968): 4.
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“And San Francisco in the 1960s was...well, Saméisgo in the 19605°* The Bay
Area became a site of activism which featured thergence of the Black Panther Party
for Self-Defense in Oakland (1966), Free Speechévtant (1964-1965) and the Third
World Strike which sought the establishment of atlstudies at the University of
California, Berkeley (UCB) and San Francisco S@a#ege in 1969. The feminist
movement and the Third World Movement which sowghglevant education that
integrated social justice and equality, also gainaction in the Bay Are&?

Indian peoples and Indian organizations observiedrathnic and racial
communities resulting in a cross-fertilization attics, language, and style. Vine Deloria
Jr., Standing Rock Sioux, argued, “Indians wereddrto adopt the vocabulary and
techniques of the blacks in order to get theingmees serious consideration by the
media.”® For example, the occupations of buildings progigelitical theater, which
garnered mainstream media attention.

Indian activists mimicked tactics to receive medli@ntion. However, Indian
activism differed from other ethnic communities &ese of the unique federal-tribal

relationship between the United States and Indi&wne Indian activists observed and

%1 Charles WilkinsonBlood Struggle: The Rise of Modern Indian Nati@New York: W.W. Norton &
Company, 2005), 133.

%2 3ee the bibliography on Native American women dtetpby Annette L. Reed ibnequal Sister: A
Multicultural Reader in U.S. Women'’s Histords. Vicki L. Ruiz and Ellen Carol Dubois (NewrkKp
Routledge, 2000). For more information on womenalbr and feminism see Paula Gunn All&hge
Sacred Hoop: Recovering the Feminine in Americatiaim Traditions(Boston: Beacon Press, 1986);
Elizabeth Jameson and Susan Armitage, édsiting the Range: Race, Class, and Culture in\W@men’s
West(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1997); Dohtightower Langston, “American Indian
Women's Activism in the 1960s and 1970s,'Hgpatia 18, no. 2 (Spring, 2003): 114-132; Devon
Mihesuah)ndigenous American Women: Decolonization, EmpowatiActivism(Lincoln: Bison Books,
2003).

23 v/ine Deloria Jr.Behind the Trail of Broken Treaties: An Indian Carettion of Independendd 974:
revised, Austin: University of Texas Press, 2028),
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borrowed the techniques of other ethnic and rag@lips and indigenized them to fit
their needs; the fish-ins of the Pacific Northwestrowed tactics from the successful sit-
ins of the South.

Many understood Indians needed to accomplish niame imitation in order to
develop distinct forms of activism and achieveoiigts in protests. Costo recognized the
need and believed that “unique and special fornstrafygle and pressure” needed to be
developed® Speaking about activism surrounding Red Powenrj4€osto, noted, “the
most important step that must be taken is to kitiegwvhole of Indian society together
including the adults and youth at some point inchtthey can work together and then
develop a specific Indian form of struggle.” Slaitnued, “You cannot utilize the
Black form or the Chicano form or the White forA.specific Indian form of struggle
must be developed® The San Francisco Bay Area served as a fertilz@ment,

Indian activism occurring during the 1960s and Xo&presented a continuation of
activism and resistance.

The United States may have regarded issues rayskdlian peoples as part of a
larger movement of domestic minority discontent, inany Indians viewed the issues
raised as part human rights under treaty agreementsvil rights. Thus, Indian peoples
called for more than equal rights, but for guaradteghts inherent within the tribal-
federal relationship created by virtue of land takéher by treaty, forced agreement, or

removal. Indian peoples worked to create their éavms of activism. In contrast to

%4 Rupert Costo, “The American Indian Todayfie Indian Historianvol. 1 no. 5 (Winter 1968): 8.

255 Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry-Costo, &utfign Voices: The First Convocation of American
Indian ScholargSan Francisco: The Indian Historian Press Ir@70), 315.
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additional ethnic communities, Indian peoples nama policy relationship with the
United States. As a result, regardless if a poditi has little knowledge of Indian
peoples and history, the policy relationship ismteined. The activities of the AIHS
served as a “preface to chang&”

For Indian peoples, the issues and struggles ameected to the cornerstone of
land, treaty rights, cultural preservation, and-determination. The concept of homeland
for Indigenous peoples differs dramatically fromnmpaon-Indigenous people who view
land through the lens of property rather than tfigiration of peoplé®” The role of land
extends beyond simply providing resources. Antblogist Keith Basso notes,
“constructions of place [for Indian communitieshch deeply into other cultural spheres,
including conceptions of wisdom, notions of mosglfoliteness and tact in forms of
spoken discourse, and certain conventional waysadining and interpreting” the
past’®® The land anchors one’s identity and even if aveslin the city, they can always
go “home.”

For many Indian people, homelands are intrinsidaiked to identity and culture.
When speaking on the differences between Indiad®#rer ethnic groups, Cahuilla

Madeline Ball of the Morongo reservation remark&tle have a land base, you know

%% Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry-Costo, &tie. Native American Today: A Report of the Second
Convocation of Indian ScholaSan Francisco: Indian Historian Press, 1974), v.

%7 patricia Seedzeremonies of Possession in Europe’s Conquesedfiéhw World 1492-1640
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995); éloganem poet Rhonda Robles, speaks to this
relationship with the land in her poem “Ancestratidory,” in which she writes, “They call it Cultural
Persistence/l call it Ancestral Memory/The conratto our homeland defies explanation/Yet it i$ fel
deeply, to the core/Every cell of my body holds tiemory/Fiercely.” “Poems in Protest and Prayer,”
News From Native California8, no. 1 (Fall 2004): 11.”

28 Keith H. BassoWisdom Sits in Places: Landscape and Language Arhen@/estern Apache
(Albuquerque: New Mexico Press, 1996), xv.
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and like | have always said, we have roots.” Siwinued, “Our problem is not the
same at all because we’ve been out at the resenvatie have a place to go, alwag®’”
Katherine Siva Saubel, Cahuilla commented on &giffce she saw between Indian and
African American activism. Siva Saubel conclud8dte black man wants to merge and
live with everybody, wants to go into the white coomities and live, doesn’t want to be
segregated anymore. But the Indian is differehtvant to go home and be with my own
people.” She continued that she had anxiety dbong permanently in a city because,
“| would be lost. This is where my heart & These observations demonstrate how
homelands culturally distinguish Indians from ote#rnic communities. Indian peoples’
struggles encompassed survival and maintainingghéto remain sovereign and
culturally distinct tribal peoples rather than dbatation or assimilation.
-

The most visible political activity that occurredar the AIHS headquarters in
San Francisco took place in November 1969 witlthire attempt to occupy Alcatraz
Island in the San Francisco Bay. The nearly naretaonth occupation followed two
previous attempts. Occupying the island had it¢sraath street theater and five Lakotas
who attempted to “hold the rock” in 1964. Adam tdoate Eagle (Nordwall), Chippewa,

acknowledged, “Of course it was a stufitt”The 1964 landing party consisted of about

29 Madeline Ball in an interview recorded by KathyeBiJanuary 13, 1971, Ball's Morongo Opportunity
Center office on Morongo reservation, O.H. # 48@2ljian Urbanization, Center for Oral and Public
History, California State University, Fullerton.

270 K atherine Siva Saubel in an interview recordedKbshy Biel, December 15, 1970, Siva Saubel’s home
on Morongo reservation, O.H. # 485, Indian Urbatiiza Center for Oral and Public History, Califcani
State University, Fullerton.

"1 pdam Fortunate Eagle (Nordwalb)catraz! Alcatraz!: The Indian Occupation of 196971 (Berkeley:
Heyday Books, 1992), 15. The five Lakotas who dak@mestead claims included: Garfield Spotted Elk,
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forty Indians, but five Lakotas claimed the exciesteral land under the 1868 Ft.
Laramie Treaty. They claimed the land by “righdadcovery” a pointed reference to the
“doctrine of discovery” used in courts to justiBnid theft and offered to pay forty-seven
cents per acre as a way to draw attention to thi&€aa Indian Land Claims.
Ultimately, Alcatraz stood as a place for Indiamgéther, a symbol for many Indian
peoples for Indian activism, and led to much neadedia attention on Indian issues.
The occupation promoted state and national conttensaabout various Indian issues.
As residents of the San Francisco Bay Area, thedSagere aware of the
Alcatraz occupation and did not participate irA.an organization the AIHS had no
official involvement. The organization discusseaattaz with “no action takerf”®
Costo acknowledged the occupation demonstratesiujygort of the general public and
this support could translate to additional iss@sed by Indian peoples. However, he
had concerns surrounding the cultural sensitivitgud-of-state Indians claiming
traditional Ohlone homelands of the Bay Area inthene of all Indians. As the Ohlones
never surrendered their lands, many Ohlones corgldbe land as undeniably Ohlone
and not intended for out-of-state Indians. Costmmented, “This talk about its being
owned by all Indians is nonserfS&Further, Henry-Costo noted “We knew it had no

chance of success. But we had no right to oppdsehe continued “In what we do, we

Walter Means, Richard McKenzie, Mark Martinez, @llén Cottier. Cottier served as President of the
Bay Area Council of American Indians.

272 peter Blue Cloud, edAlcatraz is not an Islan@Berkeley: Wingbow Press, 1972).

23 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, January 3, 1968 12, folder 14, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

2% \Wallace Turner, “Paper for Indians Issued on Gbaste New York Time§ebruary 15, 1973, 11.
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have unanimity. If we can’t come to an agreemertdon’t do anything®> Henry-
Costo’s comments reveal that the Society did neélsconsensus on Alcatraz and
therefore as an organization had no formal involem In December, the AIHS sent a
letter to President Richard Nixon recommending thatcatraz Island was to be given to
any “original Americans,” the Ohlone descendanssdiag in the Bay Area should be

given priority?’®

% |bid.

276 American Indian Historical Society to PresidenthRird Nixon. December 25, 1969. White House
Central Files, Subject File IN (Oct. 1-Dec. 31, 9p@ox 4.
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The Galvan family, Ohlone, had several family meralaetive in the AIHS.

They disagreed with the occupation. Upset abauilbatraz occupation, the Ohlones
expressed their opposition by submitting a petitmPresident Richard Nixon. The
petition letter, dated January 22, 1970, explathetl although Indians on Alcatraz
claimed to speak for all Indians, “they do not,tarad no authority to speak on behalf of
the Ohlones. The letter called the occupation hgfcand suggested Alcatraz activists
“are mainly from other states, other tribes an@émestions.” By pointing out many of the
Alcatraz activists were from outside of Californgend describing the historic homelands
of the Ohlones “from Pleasanton in the East BayéoCoast, and southerly to Monterey,
including the islands along the coast,” the Ohlosiggported their claim that if any
Indians had a right to claim Alcatraz, they 6id.

The occupation of Alcatraz attracted media attenéind many supported this
action, including some California Indians. Theweation also revealed conflict between
Indigenous California Indians and out-of-state &mdi, many who arrived largely through
the federal government relocation program. Casté great care to explain the at times
tense relationship between California Indians aumdod-state Indians. For example,
many Indians participating in the occupation viewtselisland as a potential location for
an Indian cultural center. However, Costo highighsome California Indians, including
the Ohlone view of the island as cursed. As a tekalsupported the Ohlone belief that

choosing “the rock” as a location for occupatiohdwed a lack of knowledge of and

277 Ohlone Indians of California. Petition to PresidBichard Nixon, January 22, 1970. White House
Central Files, Subject File IN (Jan 1-March 31,@PBox 5, File 1 of 2.
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respect for Native culture and histof®Additionally, Costo declared “descendents of
identifiable California tribes” stood as appropeiataimants to the island and any other
California land<"®

Some of the tension derived from the limited knalgle of out-of-state Indians
about California Indian history. Costo considetieel lack of knowledge not unusual
because many Indians, “live in what was once tlwgigimal land of other Natives, and
with the disruption of Native cultures, they do kabw the land of the people, nor the
history either.?® In part, limited knowledge about different tritsastories led the AIHS
to stress education of Indian people in the hopésdrease solidarity. Costo questioned
the efficiency of the occupation and the significanmber of college aged participants.
By leaving school to occupy Alcatraz, the stud¢mbpardized newly established Native
American Studies progranf8> Many of the spokespeople who received media emeer
during the occupation were from tribes outside alifGrnia. These individuals included
Richard Oakes, Mohawk; Adam Fortunate Eagle (NoiiwRed Lake Chippewa,
LaNada Means, Banncock; and John Trudell, Lak5tevhile Costo recognized the
mixed response from California Indian peoples, Ise aontinued an exacting critique of

the lack of respect and knowledge of some out-atesihdians.

278 Rupert Costo, “Alcatraz,The Indian Historianvol. 3, no. 1, (Winter 1970): 7.
219 |pid.

*% |bid, 8.

%! |bid, 11.

282 However, Richard Oakes, Mohawk, married into thestaya Pomo tribe with Anna “Annie” Oakes.
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A few years after the occupation of Alcatraz, Cqstesented a paper at the
National Indian Education Association in Albuquezgilew Mexico. He noted the
mistaken belief by some out-of-state Indians thaltf@rnia Indians gave up their land.
Costo observed “I have heard some say that théo@ah Indians are not Indians at all.
They look down upon the natives of this area. Th#te most unforgivable
ignorance.?®* He expressed the need for the AIHS to includeafiout drive to inform
and educate our own people about their own hisidrgre is nothing to be ashamed of.”
He concluded, “Only ignorance deserves shafffeSome California Indian peoples
stood apart from Alcatraz, while others fully peigiated and engaged in the occupation.
Costo was not alone in expressing concern abouadkeof consultation and respect for
California Indians and the Ohlone.

Edward Castillo, Cahuilla, worked as an instruetbthe University of California,
Los Angeles (UCLA). After a classroom visit fronicRard Oakes, Castillo and about
half of the Indian students from UCLA decided totiggpate in the Alcatraz occupation.
Castillo stayed for nearly three months beforerretg to his teaching position at UCLA.
He taught about sixty Indian students at UCLA dmalfirst day class introductions
revealed, “many of the students from tribes outsid€alifornia were amazed that any
d?SS

California Indians still survive Many of his out-of-state Indian students arrived

through the Relocation Program. Castillo evalugiadicipating in Alcatraz and

283 Rupert Costo, “Fact from FictionThe Indian Historiarvol. 10, no. 1 (Winter 1977): 35.
24 bid.
2> Edward D. Castillo, “A Reminiscence of the Alcat@ccupation,” iMmerican Indian Activism:

Alcatraz to the Longest Walkroy Johnson, Joane Nagel, and Duane Champagtse, (Chicago:
University of lllinois Press, 1997), 120.
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reflected on the intention since, “these leadersldibe claiming California Indian land
based on a treaty the government made with thetadkdians!“*® Castillo’s reflection
demonstrates tensions between California Indiadsoai-of-state Indians regarding
homelands.

Darryl Wilson, Pit River, articulated the tensiamdaraised the issue of the lack of
representation of Ohlones in the occupation. Hedthe Pit River referred to Alcatraz
as Diamond Island but recognized the island wasagtitional Ohlone territory. He
expressed his unease and asserted, “By the oconatd the attitude of the leadership, a
person could very easily be convinced that Calitfowas a land that was claimed by the
relocated elements among the original natives,itasttbuld not be recognized as an
element of the Ohlone history and the Ohlone fytareelated to the California natives.”
He continued, “But this is the land of the Ohlohesid determined the occupation
served as “a movement separate from the Ohlonetharmther California native$®”
Mi-wuk George Wessell firmly believed Californiadians ought to have priority for any
lands within the state. He commented, “after thieas-state Indians have laid the
groundwork, the California Indians will move in atake over.?*®

Both Castillo and Wilson indicated their ambival&lings about the occupation
of Alcatraz. However, Castillo concluded prograsush as Relocation demonstrated,
“how the BIA pitted one group of Indians againsoter by offering tempting rewards

for cooperation” which played a role in his undargting government policy that

28 Castillo, “A Reminiscence of the Alcatraz Occupatf 122.

%7 Troy R.JohnsonThe Occupation of Alcatraz Island: Indian Self-Detmation and the Rise of Indian
Activism(Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1996), 148.

288 “Mi-wuks Cool: Heap Wampum for RockThe Daily Union Democrabecember 3, 1969, 1.
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promoted division among Indian peopf&%.The occupation served as a model utilized
by Pit River tribal peoples who occupied lands hnildings in protest but it also
demonstrated a tension surrounding the concepamimpdianisnt®°

Katherine Siva Saubel, Cahuilla, observed the somesttense relationship
between California Indians and out-of-state Indialmsspeaking about Alcatraz and
claims to land, she asserted, “We’re trying to ffifgit our own lost lands here, our water
rights, or different things in California. Therether Indians that come in from different
states and they’re making our fight much hardeabse they're doing something else the
opposite of what we want to try and do. Like tékeinstance Alcatraz. That's not the
way to do nothing.” She continued, “They shoughfifor their own lands that they've
lost in their own states. I'm sure they had Indemds in their states. They should fight
for that and try to get it back. And not come @pehand make so much, | think, making
more confusion for the California Indiaf®* Siva Saubel’s assertions illustrate perhaps
unintentional discord because out-of-state Indast®ns could, at times, conflict with
the goals of many California Indians. An unspolt@ead throughout her comments is
an outright rejection of pan-Indiansim and an eroérmaf indigenous homelands and the
inherent land and water rights.

While she understood the reason for growing Indmlitancy, Madeline Ball,

Cabhuilla, disapproved of it. She declared, “Indkaats just aren’t built that way” and

289 Castillo, “A Reminiscence of the Alcatraz Occupaif 121-122.

29 john Hurst, “Indians Defeated, but Won't Yieldand Struggle; Pit River Tribe Maintains Its Claic
Vast Tract in California, The Los Angeles Tim&eptember 28, 1988, A3.

291 Katherine Siva Saubel in an interview recordedKbshy Biel, December 15, 1970, Siva Saubel’s home

on Morongo reservation, O.H. # 485, Indian Urbatiizg Center for Oral and Public History, Califcani
State University, Fullerton.
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continued to describe how Indians mimicked militabecause “that is the ‘in’ thing”
and called Indian militancy “more role-playing” thaincere activity. The concept of
homelands factored into her strong belief of caltfiredom. Ball asserted, “Our kids
can go hunting, they can walk around. They're.freghe also rejected the
characterization of her reservation as “ghetto’sbgne and instead proclaimed “that’s
home.”?%? Similar to Siva Saubel, Ball rejected adoptingural practices of other
ethnic groups, rejected pan-Indianism, and idexdtiiomelands as central to cultural
freedom.

Instead of searching for pan-Indianism, the Socipted respect, solidarity, and
mutual understanding of tribal nations. As a reshe AIHS stressed tribal issues,
rejected a broad pan-Indian identity and insisteg@serving distinct tribal identities.
Indeed, Costo described the attempts at pan-Irsfraai“historic extermination.”
Attempts of pan-Indian identity must be rejectedsuese of the danger they posed to
tribal culture. He said, “I am afraid this kind wfity which is based on smoothing out
cultural differences will destroy us quicker thae efforts at assimilation have done so
far.”2%

The concern illustrated the apprehensive feelinganding the prospect of
abandoning tribal cultures and their inherent ditess in order to adopt a faux identity
of homogeneity. Instead, the AIHS embraced colmesiolidarity, and unity based on

common objectives. Costo noted rejecting pan-imdra may prove difficult for the

292 Madeline Ball in an interview recorded by KathyeBiJanuary 13, 1971, Ball’'s Morongo Opportunity
Center office on Morongo reservation, O.H. # 48@lian Urbanization, Center for Oral and Public
History, California State University, Fullerton.

293 Rupert Costo, “Fact from Fiction,” The Indian Higan vol. 10, no. 1 (Winter 1977): 33.
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uninformed non-Indian and uninformed Indian butided, “it is too damn bad. A little
bit of time and trouble will straighten them outfe continued, “we will not give up our
tribal customs, or attire, or traditions, or ceremabdress, just to make the Indian more
appetizing to the so-called Pan Indian movemétit.Mohawk activist and scholar
Taiaiake Alfred, describes cohesion as a commuriitgembers from the same group
that coheres around the same beliefs and instiwtihile solidarity is a community
formed of different groups who join around the coomstruggle for self-
determinatiorf>°

By stressing the shared values among Indian pedplesociety utilized them as
a unifying function to address concerns througblaarity approach. The Society
utilized activity at both the local and state lewehelping create a framework that
assisted in developing an informed public and fnitig understanding. For example,
while some Indians living in the Bay Area focusedadtempting to “hold the rock,” the
AIHS proceeded to protest attempts to build paRadeo Padre Parkway over an Ohlone
burial ground in the East Bay city of Fremont.

In part, the AIHS formed not only to educate battidns and non-Indians but
also to respond to the historic record. As indidah the AIHS objectives, the
organization desired to correct the historic tntth the sincere hope that this would
assist in further understanding, and perhaps Iistastice. The Society worked toward
correcting historical depictions of Indian peopbesause it viewed them as indicative of

a deeper extension of misunderstanding and embeddeezbtypes.

241bid, 34.

2% Tajaiake Alfred Peace, Power, Righteousness: an Indigenous Maaifsistiw York: Oxford University
Press, 1999), 87.
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The terminology used in Indian history construaddlsehood of Indian life and
indeed subconsciously and covertly denied the milind by extension the humanity of
Indian peoples. The descriptive language strigpdns of their dignity when for
example, seasonal travel within traditional anddnis homelands came to be described
as “roaming” or “nomadic” and the strategic hariregtand care for plant foods and
medicines was described as “gathering.” The detbeei language implied a simple or
primitive nature of Indian culture not worthy ofreeis study. The hurtful inaccurate and
stereotypical language led Costo to comment, “Stgpéng itself [cannot] be excused by
claiming ignorance. It is patronizing, thoughtlemsd a result of racial self-
importance.?® In part, this led to the AIHS to prioritize theview of textbooks used in
K-12 education in California to challenges bookst tirsed stereotypes, promoted
prejudicial attitudes or simply ignored Indian bist The AIHS directly engaged those
in political roles, including the California Boaod Education, which had the power to

order revisions or reject textbooks for the endiage.

2% Costo, “Fact from Fiction,” 32-33.
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CHAPTER 4
“SOMETHING LESS THAN A HUMAN BEING”: CALIFORNIA EDUCATION,
CURRICULUM, AND TEXTBOOKS

At nine in the morning on January 4, 1968, a packatience of Indian
community members squeezed into the San Franciswriéan Indian Center for the
opportunity to hear testimony before a Special 8e8abcommittee Hearings on Indian
Education of the Committee on Labor and Public \Afef’” Some may have attended
for the chance to see the popular New York Serfddrert F. Kennedy, Democrat, who
chaired the Senate Special Subcommittee on Indiacdion. The other Senator in
attendance, Republican Paul Fannin of Arizona,hesthed to conduct the hearings and
selected California as a site because of its szi@olian population. The hearings sought
the guidance and experiences of Indian peoplagetatify and address various challenges
in Indian education.

The second person to testify at the hearing, Rupesto, Cahuilla and President
of the American Indian Historical Society (AIHS ‘Ghe Society”), expressed his
concern about California education, particularky textbooks used in classrooms. He
commented, “There is not one Indian in the wholéhed country who does not cringe in
anguish and frustration because of these textbbdks.continued, “There is not one
Indian child who has not come home in shame ang &dter one of those sessions in

which he is taught that his people were dirty, alilike, something less than a human

297 |t should be noted that a fire destroyed the Sandisco Indian Center in October 1969. Some foint
its destruction as a precipitate to the Alcatréamid occupation the following month as one of teendnds
included a community center.
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being.”*® Costo spoke knowledgably and confidently aboetttipic because by the
time of the hearing in 1968, the AIHS had beenvatfiworking on textbooks for years
in California.

From its formal incorporation in 1964 the AIHS pddca priority on correcting
misinformation and stereotypes in history textbooegsd in California’s public schools.
The desire to inform and educate both Indian andindian peoples encapsulated the
formal purpose of the organization. Accordinglgie of the earliest AIHS activities
included examining and evaluating textbooks usedahfornia public schools at
elementary and middle schools. As Costo arguedh& elementary levels, is where the
mind of the citizen is formed. Here too is wherejpdice begins?*° The AIHS had
specific interest in public schools because thewlrelming majority of Indian students
in California attended public schools. In an agpéeto accelerate California Indian
assimilation through attendance to public schdbks,Sherman Indian Institute (later
renamed Sherman Indian High School), located ireRide, California excluded
California Indian student attendance 1948-1488.

The AIHS furnished some of the earliest evaluat@nSalifornia Indian
depictions in textbooks used in public schoolsanreditorial, Rupert Costo and his wife

Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee, termddiibgous textbook review process

2% y.S. Congress, Senate Special Subcommittee oarritiucation of the Committee on Labor and
Public WelfareHearings on Indian Education: The Study of the Edion of Indian Children Part 190
Cong., 1 and 2 sess. (1968), 243.

299 Rupert Costo, “Indians and Bookd;he Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 8 (October 1965): 3.

39 Daryl E. Lembke, “Indian Bureau Reverses PolicyState Tribes,The Los Angeles Timedune 30,
1968, B1.
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“the last frontier.3° For the Costos and the AIHS, American historylierks rendered
Indian peoples less than human and by doing steris and ensured every Californian
educated in public schools would assume the wbi@titaCalifornia Indians. Thus the
AIHS sought historical inclusion and accuracy ia textbooks used in California public
schools. If left unchallenged and unquestioneddlktooks denied the humanity and
cultural diversity of Indians.

The AIHS considered the form and content of hisedycation as significant for
several reasons. For serious discussions on golicgcur, misconceptions about Indian
cultures, traditions, and historical experiences toabe deconstructed and addressed.
Public opinion informed political policy and if Ireth peoples appeared as caricatures,
any possible shift in policy would be even mordidlifit to achieve. Some textbooks
failed to mention Indians. The absence of Indiartextbooks silently equated Indians
as a culture either historically insignificant @rpaps a group destroyed in the past and
therefore not necessary of mention. In addition¢cdayfronting history textbook content
and imagery the AIHS shifted negative self-pera@ptf Indian students exposed to
Indian caricatures in textbooks. For exampleaaher reported a young girl scraped her
knee at school and while helping clean up the yagirigshe blurted, “I hope it was my
Indian blood that fell out,” because she did nohtta be Indiari®® Her comment
revealed a level of negative self-perception tloatd be connected to her educational

environment.

301 «Back of the Book, The Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 8 (October 1965): 35.

392 Anne LaRiviere, “Schools Offer Link to Heritage:Qultural Education for IndiansThe Los Angeles
Times June 14, 1979, C1.
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Oversimplifications about Indian cultures and higtwere detrimental to
impressionable youth. Broad generalizationsuetthallenged failed to describe or
understand the cultural diversity within Indian coomities. Indians were not “mere
collections of random, roaming people, insteadatfams.”*® As Costo revealed in his
testimony before the Senate Subcommittee in Sarcks@o, “an Indian child is turned
off-first by his history, next by his economic catnehs, and then by what is being taught
in the schools-what else can you expect but thatilhelrop out if he finds the situation
intolerable?®®* Costo hoped the Senators would reflect on a siceimawhich dropping
out of school seemed a reasonable response torduhachool environment.

The California state advisory commission completedudy on the dropout rate
of California Indians living in rural and resena@tiareas in 1966. According Rvogress
Report to the Governor and the Legislatwetten by the State Advisory Commission on
Indian Affairs, Indian students residing on reséiores completed a median of 10.3
grades of formal education or tenth grdtfeln examining California Indians in public
schools, the Commission cited an unpublished1963eria thesis by Betty Faye Lund.

She analyzed California Indian students attendirgip schools in Auburn, a small town

3%3Rupert Costo, “Fact from FictionThe Indian Historiarvol. 10, no. 1(Winter 1977): 33.
304 Senate Special Subcommittee on Indian Educatitheo€ommittee on Labor and Public Welfare, 244.

30> State Advisory Commission on Indian Affairs (Sentll No. 1007),Progress Report to the Governor
and the Legislature on Indians in Rural and RestoveAreas (np: February 1966), 33 & 65. The
Commission derived its statistics from a formalhsyrof ten terminated and nonterminated
reservations/rancherias: Auberry; Big Valley; HawlaRobinson; Barona; Pala; Rincon; Santa Ysabel,
Stewart’s Point; and Tule River.
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in the foothills about forty miles northeast of &anento, with a drop out rate of fifty
percent from high school through community colleged student®®

The increased drop out rate could have been refatéd negative opinions of
administrators and faculty. Francis R. Page seage8uperintendent and Principal of
Surprise Valley Union high school in Cedarville nartheast California close to the Ft.
Bidwell reservation. In his response to the Consioig's education survey he
commented, “I don’t know how to overcome the coropfd attitude of the Indian toward
school and life in general; however, since it'syagibout 100 years since they were
savages living in a semistone age culture, | asgshatdhe process must be evolutionary
in character.®’ Page’s comment mirrored a broader sentiment digrsome in
education. These educators portrayed Indian sts@dssomehow inherently
evolutionarily stunted and inferior. Neverthelaas?age’s closing comments he stated,
“Give them the chance to be our equal and I'm sueg will be.”

Several past principals and superintendents sudviggen Lassen, Mendocino,
Mono, Sonoma, and Yuba counties located in northathcentral California, believed
educational disparities between Indians and norafrsdderived from a lack of parental
education and support. Robert Irwin, Guidance @mefrom Lassen High School,
remarked, “A general opinion on the school stathest these particular students are less
motivated,” he observed, “It seems in our areafttinarte is a prevalence of outdoor and

low-skill vocations which attract some students yafvam school.®*® As a guidance

308 State Advisory Commission on Indian Affairs, 34.
307 State Advisory Commission on Indian Affairs, 38.

3%8 State Advisory Commission on Indian Affairs, 37.
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counselor, Irwin did not question the reasons malidn students dropping out. Instead,
the majority of school staff believed Indian stutdemeld an intrinsic attraction to outdoor
and low-skill vocations.

In contrast, District Superintendent of Modoc Cguii@larence B. Larison,
offered thoughtful analysis. “There is a defirated distressing lack of cultural
communication between the Indians of Modoc andathiges,” he concluded, “Both
sides have allowed their thinking to degeneratdithiés and most of the teachers know
almost nothing of either the Pits [Pit River] oetRaiutes,” he observé®. This lack of
cultural knowledge, communication, and understajpndemonstrated a shortcoming in
formal education settings in which cross cultunééraction largely did not occur at
public schools.

The historical responsibility of educating Calif@rindian children occurred
sporadically under the auspices of the federal gowent through the Bureau of Indian
Affairs (BIA). Similar to other states, Californeducation policies banned Asians,
Blacks, and Indians from attending “white” publahsols. A brief tenure of state laws
permitted integration of Indian students during 1860s and later in the 188Y8.
However, in practical ternde factosegregation continued to exist and Californiadndi
children infrequently attended public schools ghicant rates until about 1916.

Federal education in California of Indians may &eskly divided into three

periods that parallel the national policies of amdeducation. From 1849 through 1870 a

9 bid.
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functioning California Indian education policy didt exist. Between 1870 and 1916
California Indian education existed primarily thgbufederal boarding schools, day
schools, and some contracts with religious, lar@atholic, schools. Finally, a
successful lawsuit in 1924 resulted in the majasitCalifornia Indian students attending
public school$™ On the same day the California Supreme Courei$és decision in
Piper v. Big Pine School District of Inyo Countiye United States Congress issued the
1924 Indian Citizenship Act, settling whether IntBavere considered American citizens
and therefore ensured access and protection dblecducation.

Some exceptions could be noted to such generalimatiFor example, school age
children residing along the Klamath River in north€alifornia attended public schools
in 1902 largely, “to avoid having them enroll atgéu[Valley Training School].”
According to Superintendent and Special Distrihufiodian Agent Frank Kyselka,

“there is a prejudice on part of some of the parentaccount of deaths resulting from
diseases following an epidemic of measles at theal@bout three years agtd?Agent
Kyselka dismissively referred to prejudicial pasenthe concern for the health and well-
being of Indian children made parents appreheredeeit sending their children to
federal schools.

Early schools established on Indian reservatiopgreenced arson. An

unidentified person burned down the Day schoolodisteed at the Tule River reservation

311 piper v. Big Pine School District of Inyo Coun®26 Pac. 926 (Cal., 1924).

312 United States Department of the Interiannual Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affeirthe
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in 1889%'® Several years earlier in 1883 Indian Agent H.Bel8on held five students at
the Round Valley reservation in custody for settimg boarding school aflame
effectively destroying all building®* The Indian agents failed to offer a reason or
reasons for arson. Perhaps formal schools repgesbdisease and death to local Indian
communities.

The first federal Superintendent of Indian Affaios California, Edward F. Beale,
received permission to establish four small red@ma: Hoopa Valley, Round Valley,
Smith River, and Tule River. The first schools evkrcated at Hoopa Valley and Tule
River. In the 1880s Congress appropriated monegtablish additional reservations.
With the expansion of the reservation system, tiraber of Indian schools increased.
Early curriculum developed in Washington D.C. faadi®n industrial skills and
encouraged assimilation to mainstream white society

Round Valley Indian Agent H.B. Sheldon supportedrdong schools with
complete removal from home reservations. He replart 1884 that “little progress can
be made in their education while they are alloweedut in the camp, subject to the taunts
and jeers of the old and the contaminations of/thenger and middle aged*® His term
selection ‘contaminations’ reflected his percepidoth literal and symbolic corruptive
value of unassimilated Indians. A couple of ydatsr, Indian Agent John S. Ward

assigned to the Mission Agency of southern Calitoasserted in an 1886 report,
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“While the Indian’s head needs training, his haedds it, the more®*® Agent Ward
correctly noted the employment limitations on Gatliia Indians because of racism and
prejudice. Yet his opinion borders on assuminganst intellectual limitations and a
preconception that Indians hold a predispositiaridbor intensive work. Ward’s
opinion regarding the education of California Indiaechoed the opinions of teachers and
counselors surveyed in 1966 by the State Advismm@ission on Indian Affairs.

The BIA initially favored boarding schools, butdgaa to shift its policy after
determining them too costly and inefficient in ashng consistent assimilation results.
As a result, the BIA began to turn to public sclsodh 1910, Robert Valentine, the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs suggested an, “asgmn of Indian children with white
children in the public schools, where practicahld, be a definite means of assimilation
of the Indian into American life®*” The BIA began to contract the education of Indian
students residing on reservations aakcheriasto public schools and pay the state
tuition equal to amount appropriated by the stateoonty.

California Indian students’ attendance in publiosa began to increase
dramatically. In 1915 three hundred and sixteenf@ala Indian students attended

public school$® By 1916 a total of 1,469 Indian students atterplgulic school$° The
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following year the figure had risen to 1,5%%. By 1918, for the first time the majority of
California Indian students attended public scheoth 1,820 pupils compared to 1,745
attending government institutiofs. In 1914 an address written by California State
Superintendent of Public Instruction Edward Hyl#t asserted, “the best solution of the
problem is for the Indian children to be squareken into our own ordinary district
schools and taught by the same teachers, in the say as the other children.”
However, he tempered his assertion by noting p@srgsults could occur, “whenever the
Indian children are few as compared with the whifé§Thus, the policy changed to
incorporate Indian students into public schools,dmly if Indian students held a

minority population status compared to the wholgleht population.

The cooperation between federal and state offionaieased the number of
California Indians in public schools. It is diffit to determine if students received an
equal education comparable to their non-Indian taparts. A report completed by the
Commonwealth Club of California in 1926 detailedpenses to Indian children
enrolling at public schools ranged from “cruel eifdtion” to “friendliness and
honesty.” The report shared the story of Middlegkrlocated in Lake County, northwest
of Sacramento. Due to the closure of a day schioelpublic school accepted fourteen

Indian students, but partitioned off a special rotenced in a section of the playground,
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and hired a separate teacher for tHéinKatherine Siva Saubel, Cahuilla, the first Indian
girl to graduate from Palm Springs High Schoolull school in southern California,
described her educational experience as “hit arsd'nfbecause many ill-equipped
teachers assigned her to sit in the back of clagssd”* Untrained to teach an English as
a second language student, many of her teachemotlidke the time to help her.
Household economics also played a role in educat@&chievements, as Siva Saubel
noted two of her brothers dropped out of schooabse they had to help support the
family financially.

California Indian student enrollment gradually eased at public schools and the
pivotal Piper v. Big Pine School District of Inyo Courgcision in 1924 ensured the
legal right of California Indian students to attgneblic schools. Fifteen year old Alice
Piper resided in Big Pine, east of Fresno, and echtd attend the local public school.
The school district denied her access based oiselfi62 of California’s Political
Code. In part, the code empowered local schoadlichstto exclude children with “filthy
or vicious habits” or “suffering from contagiousiofectious disease$?® Further it
codified the establishment of separate schooladorwhite students. Her parents

challenged an amendment banning Indians from attgrmblic schools in their local
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school district and required students to attenérfaty run government school if located
less than three miles away from the Indian studeesidence’®®

In a unanimous decision written by Justice Emmetelea former member of
the Native Sons of the Golden West, the CalifoBtate Supreme Court overturned this
amendment of section 1662 and ordered the schsiiallito accept Alice Piper as a
student?’ In part, the decision of the Court determinedn 1Adian child who is a
citizen of this state and a resident of a schastlidi forming a part of the common or
public school system of this state cannot be exadufdom attendance upon a public
school within said school district upon the grodinat she is a person of Indian blood.”
328 california public schools later received fedduaids by negotiating the first contract
under the 1934 Johnson-O’Malley Act. The Act pre@ddor reimbursement to states for
education of Indian students living on or near fatlproperty**

California Indian students’ attendance in publibsas did not necessarily grant
a quality education and equal treatment. Paymigininas to either public schools or
boarding schools did not insure sufficient propsuaation and care. Additional
testimonies before the 1968 Senate Subcommittealed racism and prejudice in

public schools. Dennison Knight, Pomo, of Ukialargd the story of a teacher acting as
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a hall monitor who grabbed four young Indian wonmeayched them to the dean'’s office
with the loud pronouncement, “Here are your foachirats.?*° He testified, “The
causes of discrimination appear to stem from longtideep-rooted prejudices of this
area.... the young [white] descendants hear thetoliks, and some think the Indian is
not very much or probably not even humatt."The legacy of prejudice and racism
against Indians by some whites continued.

The specter of interracial relationships inspiteel itl treatment received by some
Indian students. A memorandum by Justice RobensWw of Mendocino County,
located on the north coast of California, pointetithe local community held a
“‘common feeling that Indians are inferior to nomlibns” and by middle school many
students self- segregated, probably because oéfipafearing that their daughter will
date an Indian boy, and conveying this fear eighgressly or subtly to the child* His
assertions echoed those of Superintendent Hya814 in which he described some non-
Indian parents concerned about their children b@rgrwhelmed” by Indian students
and “alarmed over the possibility of their sons ryiag Indian girls.*** Some Indian
students had poor experiences in public schootsadiall Indian students encountered
prejudice.

In contrast, Rupert Costo and his siblings atterideal public schools in Hemet,

San Diego, and San Bernadino. When asked abashralis sister, Martina Costo,
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Cahuilla, a graduate of San Bernadino High Schamicluded none of the Costo siblings
encountered prejudice. Similarly, Carol Bowen, Wjmobserved that her children
attended public schools in Ft. Bragg, a coastalnsamity near Mendocino, and never
reported any problems. However, she acknowledgauyrof the Indian boys played
football and suggested their success in athletdsd acceptance from non-Indians “in
every way.*** As a young girl, Bowen lived at an orphanage astdbed extreme
feelings of self-consciousness because of her ‘fAwfothing. As a result, she “hated to
go to school ®** While the majority of California Indian childreritended public schools
the environment of the schools could be near irable for some students. As adults,
some California Indians may have suppressed anyaatment they received from
teachers or students.

The American Indian Historical Society (AIHS or &lsociety”) engaged and
challenged textbooks used in public schools tormfand promote transformative
change among Indians and non-Indians. By targe¢ixiipooks the AIHS hoped to
change stereotypes and popular myths of Indiarexagnining a central teaching tool.
The Costos criticized the superficial treatmenidnd received in textbooks and noted
the harm of miseducation, “A textbook is an instewmtof learning, which may be
compared to an automobile as an instrument of p@tetion,” they continued, “But a

textbook which defective, inaccurate, and unresiald not retired despite the possibility
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that minds may be endangeréd®” Textbooks held the potential to inform popular
images and form stereotypes. In the 1970s, Albepues New Mexico based Indian rock
band XIT addressed the longevity of stereotypetsiasongReservation of Educatiofil
said I'm sure when you were young, you played aegaatled Cowboys and Indians/but
we're all growed up now, but some people are gldying a game/but only now it's got a
new name/ and it's called Washington and IndiansgBucrats and Indiand®* Their
lyrics supported Costo’s assertion that at elenmgrsiehool level children form concepts
of citizenship and prejudice. Additionally, XITigrics revealed the potential damage of
unchallenged stereotypes since school children gioto be the ones who shape and
direct government policy.

California played a significant role in the textkanarket because of its sizable
population. The state’s textbook selection anddaeds tended to influence textbooks
used across the country, termed the “Californiacff California adopted textbooks
with an informal “uniform use” rule, meaning statdesadoption of the same textbooks
for public schools at the elementary and middlestlevel because the state provided
the books without cost for the school districtotigh the State Printing Press. California
school districts had to use the books adopted égtite. The adoption of textbooks
occurred for a specified period of time, usuallsethor five years. The appointed Board
of Education directed educational policy along with elected non-partisan position of

Superintendent of Public Instruction. The CurngulCommission, with members
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Indian Historian Press, 1970), 11.
37XIT, “Reservation of EducationSilent Warrior Motown Records, 1973.

142



selected by the Board of Education, chaired bySiygerintendent of Public Instruction,
determined textbook selection.

During the 1960s, the conflict over textbooks begarcolating. In 1961 the
California Board of Education ordered 184,000 uduset obsolete textbooks burned,
with a remaining 974,000 textbooks slated to BdfriTextbooks considered obsolete by
California were sent to unnamed Indian sché8isThe public appeared complacent
about obsolete books being sent to Indian schbatsputraged about unused books
being burned. The burning controversy revealedaatlistricts’ uneasiness surrounding
the state’s informal “uniform use” rule and a desor direct purchase from private
publishers rather than using the California Pripftress which leased textbook plates
and printed textbooks for cost efficienty. The controversy promoted an increase in
public scrutiny towards textbooks reaching an apeb66 with the state’s biggest single
purchase order, to date, in the nation of $14.%onilfor basic and supplemental books
including the controversial selectionladnd of the Freeighth grade history textbodk
The first textbook of the Civil Rights era to deppeople of color and Civil Rightsand

of the Freereceived criticism by some for being “slanté&’”
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Protests and calls for revisions of textbooks ammliprior to the 19608*

Unlike earlier protests, the 1960s and 1970s waee s shift in the quantity and scope of
revisions. In particular, pressures came fromotariethnic organizations, Civil Rights
groups, and organizations of both the politicaltlzafd Right lobbying for balance and
accuracy. For the first time, depictions of peagfleolor began to appear in mainstream
textbooks. However, as Frances FitzGerald carepdigted out in her critique of
American education, including token people of caocurred because, “An alteration in
the symbols could be made without any change ime&kty.”** During a turbulent time
of public protests, the insistence for quality egantation within history textbooks
appeared relatively harmless. More positive regrgions of Indian peoples in
textbooks could shift the conventional descriptiohthem.

The AIHS sought to restore the humanity of Indiaogles in textbooks and
gained a surprising ally with newly elected Repcdnti California State School
Superintendent of Public Instruction Dr. MaxwellRafferty. Brash and outspoken,
Rafferty based his 1962 campaign on an educatrenain to fundamentals and a
rejection of John Dewey’s progressive educatfGiRafferty frequently and voraciously

spoke out against progressive education, a euphehresused for liberal education and
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adopted Cold War rhetoric to attack his opponéfits.He condemned his critics as
communist sympathizers.

The election in 1962 marked the first time the Supendent position appeared
on the California ballot. Previously, it had apmehas a non-partisan confirmation vote
for the political appointment made by the Goveridre prior Superintendent, Dr. Roy
Simpson, had been appointed in 1947 by GoverndnEamren®*’ Rafferty held office
for two terms until his defeat in his 1970 bid ferelection to his former deputy Dr.
Wilson Riles, the first African American to holdag-wide public office.

Rafferty’s ascension to Superintendent benefitechfthe wide circulation of his
speech in 1961, entitled “The Passing of the Rdtiite presented this lecture before the
school board of La Caflada, a prosperous northessfhgeles suburb. Later the speech
was adapted into an essay and reprintdgigader’s DigesandTheNew York Times
Rafferty complained schools stopped teaching panowith the result of, “youngsters
growing up to become booted, sideburned, ducktailediashed, leather-jacketed slobs”
a commentary on the rising student activism aegalcampus’ throughout Californi&.

In part, Rafferty’s political rhetoric helped steke non-partisan confirmation
vote in 1962 into a campaign steeped in partiséitiggo His Democratic opponent, Dr.
Ralph Richardson, accused Rafferty of receivingpeseiment from the politically
conservative John Birch Society. The Birch Socmtlicly disavowed the accusation

but member Paul Talbert noted, “pinning the corest@re label on political rivals
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actually serves to assist the very people they [@ais] are attempting, in their
smugness, to damage or destrd{.In the end, the election for Superintendent praved
be as close an election as for Governor in whichnmbent Democrat Edmund “Pat”
Brown defeated Republican challenger and formeeWesident Richard Nixon with
the slim margin of a little over fifty one percesftthe vote. Republican Rafferty won the
1962 election with a slightly larger margin of jiftwo percent™°

In Rafferty’s contest for re-election in 1966, henmthe majority vote during the
primary and therefore did not have to run in theggel election. His high victory margin
benefited from votes by both political parties avidle impressive, spoke to the total
population of voters. Rafferty endorsed candidRteald Reagan for governor in 1966,
and in turn, Reagan offered his support of Raffagysuperintendent. Governor Reagan
also supported Rafferty as a senatorial candidatésifailed 1968 campaign. The
political alliance between Rafferty and ReaganDetnocratic State Chairman Charles
Warren to describe them as “politically intertwinesi Siamese twins> Rafferty and
Reagan served in public office during a dynamicetwh public protests in California in
which they both openly chastised their opponents.

Prior to 1964, many Californians perceived publiatests as something that
occurred back East and in the South. Any sociedstrappeared to be outside of
California. However, protests arrived. The Freee&th Movement began at UC

Berkeley in 1964. In August 1965 the Los Angelessrexploded in the Watts
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neighborhood. As aex officiomember on the UC Board of Regents, Rafferty retula
attacked college professors and called for an tigeggon for possible “imbalance to the
left.”*>?> He also dismissed protesting college studentsasifiority of misfits” and
concluded, “the university exists to cure your igmmxe. If you will shut up long enough
to let it, you may grow up to be truly fre&® Rafferty’s stance towards college students
garnered him support across the state, particusamlye his campaign promised a
decidedly conservative attitude towards educatibime Superintendent served as an
administrator while the appointed Board of Edugatield policy-making power.

Rafferty served as Chair for the Curriculum Commoissand exploited his role by
frequently going directly to the public to lobbyr flois political positions.

Rafferty openly supported and endorsed conservptineiples for education, yet
he seemed critical of history textbooks. He appeandecisive with the process of
integrating history textbooks, wavering between tivanfact based history and a desire
for a mythical history promoting absolute patrioti&* As one reporter noted, Rafferty
and his supporters sought “a simpler and more neatdg world.?*® By ignoring or
dismissing contemporary social movements, Raffeffigred an appealing alternative
that provided Californians an ability to disconneachtemporary social events observed
on television news from historical context.

Rafferty publicly criticized textbooks and at a reg with fifty textbook

publishers in 1963, charged textbooks with radededtypes and a variety of additional
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shortcomings. In response, the publishers’ spakssp, Dr. Austin McCaffrey, replied
“There is not a publisher in this country who ig giving immediate serious thought to
how to deal with minority groups in forthcoming te&oks. Books are now in
preparation that will be better in this respetf."Rafferty continued the call for
challenging racial stereotypes in textbooks thiowahg year in hid.os Angeles Times
column. He described illustrations of African Ancans and Mexican Americans as
depicting “barefooted, bandana wearing plantatiands or as Olympic athletes” and
wearing “sandals and serapes.” He concluded, ‘@ hegal oversimplifications do
considerable harnt®’ Rafferty publicly highlighted the harm of stergmés but
overlooked American Indians in his public assesdmeihe absence of any assessment
of Indian images demonstrated the need for anjattgon by Indians. The AIHS
proactively entered into the conversation surrongdiepictions of Indians in history
textbooks.

In part, the Society inherited the outcome of eawdictivism. State policies on the
depiction of communities of color shifted to anlusive nature and eventually became
state law. Through the Berkeley chapter of CorgyodRacial Equality (CORE), a civil
rights organization, the African American commurghallenged textbook depictions and
lobbied for accuracy beginning in 19&€30RE sponsored a study of history textbooks by
six professors at the local University of Calif@nBerkeley. The panel of professors
included: Chairperson Kenneth M. Stampp; and PsoissWinthrop D. Jordan;

Lawrence W. Levine; Robert L. Middlekauff; George&&llers; and George W.
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Stocking Jr. They generated a report entifleé Negro in American History Textbooks
The report offered a critique of textbooks and toaed, “Always and everywhere our
children should be told the truth, and the whalghty as near as the best current
scholarship can bring us to this elusive qualifyhe report continued, “This means
among other things not obscuring the harsher aspéthe truth.®*® Impressed by the
panel’'s report, the Board of Education voted tadstye report to the Curriculum
Commission and private publishers seeking book éolepby the staté®’

In addition to the African American community, thiexican American
community began to critically examine Californiabpa schools. For many Mexican
Americans, their concerns regarding public schdaolkation related to access to bilingual
education and protests against unequal conditibpafdic school$®® In East Los
Angeles, parents formed the Mexican American Edocaommittee in 1963. This
group called for many reforms, including the inatunsof history and literature of
Mexico. Recognizing a need for educational refgorting Mexican American Education
Research Project held conferences held in 196 86d to explore strategies to aid
Mexican American children. In 1968, massive stuideaik-outs, known as “blowouts,”
occurred in East Los Angeles to protest the unecpradiitions in the Los Angeles

Unified School District. Beginning in 1971, MexicAmericans started challenging
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negative portrayals in textbooks before the statar® of Education and sought
representation on an ethnic task foite.

The actions of the Board of Education also werkecedd in the state legislature.
In March 1962, the California state Congress paSssthte Concurrent Resolution no. 29
which requested the State Department of Educatikbm steps to ensure state textbooks
“give due regard to sound intergroup relationshie Tesolution also directed the
Curriculum Commission to develop official guidelen the treatment of ethnic and
cultural minorities in textbooks. In November 196@#k Curriculum Commission sub-
committee known informally as the “guidelines cortte®” chaired by LaVon H.
Whitehouse, assistant to the director of curricubfrthe Los Angeles City School
District, presented the proposed guidelines. Aiporof the guidelines stated, “The
material must be free of bias and prejudice and meurately portray the participation
of minority groups in American life*®? The guidelines also sought to actively shape
students’ values and attitudes towards those dfereht background. The guidelines
outlined the objective of textbooks: “The contehbooks should help pupils to resist all
attempt at stereotyping, and thus enable studerstedid forming unfounded,

unfavorable impressions of any group of individU8f The Curriculum Commission
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formally adopted “Guidelines for Reference to Ethand Cultural minorities in
Textbooks” at its November 1964 meetiid.

In part, the guidelines outlined the purpose offfakeducation. They explained
the significance of truth declaring, “Only when yt{students] are in possession of
historical truth can citizens now and in the futafeer the kind of enlightened criticism
that is necessary for our democracy to endtffeBy 1965 the Curriculum Commission’s
guideline requiring textbooks to correctly porttag role of ethnic and cultural
minorities became state law through legislatiorpps®d by Democrat Assemblyman
Mervyn Dymally of Los Angeles, and signed by GowerBdmund G. “Pat” Brown®

Beginning in 1965, the AIHS engaged the Board aidation, Curriculum
Commission, and Superintendent Rafferty to promaatere accurate depiction of
Indians. The AIHS refused to wait to be askediasteéad forthrightly approached
Rafferty. During the spring of 1965, Rafferty resded affirmatively to a proposal
submitted by the AIHS to form an Indian historydsticommittee. The AIHS
approached Rafferty after it concluded a prelimyraurvey of textbooks and determined
that many textbooks required improvement. Mar@usto, Rupert Costo’s sister and
elementary school teacher, explained, “Most teacheem to be unprepared for the

teaching of history as it concerns the role antucal heritage of the American

34«Truth about Races Urged in Textbook$fie Los Angeles TimeSovember 18, 1964, 26.

3% Guidelines for Reference to Ethnic and Cultural dfities in TextbooksNovember 17, 1964, pg. 1,
CSCC Papers, DASC, CSUDH.

356 AP wire story “Governor Signs Bill on Textbook3he Los Angeles Timeduly 8, 1965, 28.
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Indian.”®” Two preliminary meetings occurred between Raffartd the Committee
with a formal meeting between the respective grongsily 1965°°8

Chaired by Rupert Costo, members of the Indianadystudy Committee
simultaneously participated in the AIHS. Those edrto initially serve on the
Committee included: Henry Azbill, Maidu; Edna Cal®a River; Martina Costo,
Cahuilla; Jeannette Henry-Costo, Cherokee; LaurgnBy, Karuk; Erin Forrest, Pit
River; Richard Fuller; Me-wuk; Al Hicks, Navajo; Bobnd Jackson, Quechan; Wallace
Newman, Luisefio; Marie Potts, Maidu; Bertha StewBotowa; Viola Fuller Wessell,
Me-wuk; and Thelma Wilson, Maid{i’ The Committee greatly benefited from the
participation of two teachers: Martina Costo and-#dks, who provided practical
insight. Later, Hicks served on the first boardtfee newly established DQ
University®’® Newman also worked in an educational settingfastball coach for
Whittier College.

The AIHS devised an evaluation process for texteaoid it reported the
activities and progress of the Indian History St@bmmittee in its publicatiomhe
Indian Historian The depiction of Indians in textbooks becamieearte that appeared

regularly in AIHS publications. Eventually the topvould serve as the topic of the first

book published by the Indian Historian PréEsxtbooks and the American Indialm an

37 «California to Examine Schoolbooks on Indian Histinterpretation, The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 5
(May/June 1965): 3.
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39 «Education Study Begins;The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 6 (June/July 1965): 10.

370«Chicanos and Native Americans Say: The Land issQiDeganawidah Quetzalcoatl University
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interview withThe Indian HistoriarRafferty described his feelings about working with
the Indian community, “I was happy to accept tipeaposal, and to work with them and
through them for a better understanding of ourdngieople, and a better appreciation of
their history.®* The comment demonstrated Rafferty’s cooperatimheven perhaps
excitement at working with the AIHS. His statemalsio revealed some condescension.
He referred to “our” Indian people and “their” lasg which could leave the reader with
the impression of placing Indians in an “other’ezgry.

The Indian History Study Committee focused on sa&vareas in addition to
reviewing textbooks currently in use at public salso It worked on developing criteria
for the Curriculum Commission to consult and idiedi points that must be contained or
avoided in textbooks selected for use in publiosth The Committee also generated a
listing of additional materials for classroom uggach of these endeavors represented
important tasks.

Yet even more significantly, positive and constieesinteractions took place
between Indians and non-Indian education policymsakéccording to the AIHS, the
Committee attempted to “provide a live and stima@tontact between Indian people
and the teaching profession. Information and matésr classroom work will come
directly to teachers and students from the Indeseirvations, tribes, and communities,
according to present plan¥? As a result, those responsible for the proceatifornia

textbook selection became better informed on tipgctien and representation of Indians.

371 “Indians to Lead in Study,The Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 5 (May/June 1965): 2.
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Al Hicks, Navajo, had insight as a schoolteachéh&Bay Area city of Richmond. He
noted, “There are many areas in the primary lewelghich the history of the American
Indian is not dealt with at all, and when it is Wle&th, the treatment is so superficial and
so lacking in understanding and information, thalytmay as well not mention it at
all.”*"® Rafferty publicly endorsed the Indian History St@ommittee and anticipated its
report. When speaking about Indian history, hectated, “The handling of Indian
history in our textbooks is at best superficialotiNng is said about Indian’s
contributions to the economy, to the state, nouabweir condition before the Spanish
occupation and after™

At the meeting in August 1965 of the State CurdoulCommission, chaired by
Rafferty, the AIHS presented its report by the émdHistory Study Committee. The
State Curriculum Commission accepted the reporiginimcluded eleven curriculum
criteria, and pledged its contents would be citadado textbook publishers. According
to a Board of Education spokesperson, the commmssidorsed the report as
“responsible” and noted that publishers would beeeked to heed its contents and
suggestioné’® At the meeting Rafferty remarked Indian historgsmne of “the most
neglected areas in California textbooRE”"The comment represented one of his first

public critiques about the representation of Indiemtextbooks and occurred nearly a

373 «Education Study Begins,” The Indian Historian v®Ino. 6 (June/July 1965): 10.
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year after his comments about harmful textboolestypes of African Americans and
Mexican Americans.

In general, the criteria created by the Indian étisStudy Committee sought
greater clarity and specificity in textbooks in hivaddressed Indian history instead of
relying on overgeneralizations or stereotypes. Chmmittee experienced a positive
response from the State Curriculum Commission, Wwfoecwarded the criteria to the
Statewide Social Sciences Study Committee.

To share the curriculum criteria, the AIHS publidlzespecial issue dthe Indian
Historianin August-September 1965 which it reprinted th&eda the Indian history
study committee developed. This special issueksgaconsiderable interest. More than
two thousand copies circulated. The special issyperienced high demand and the Los
Angeles School District requested twenty additiareglies’’” The AIHS dedicated the
issue to, “the teachers of America, who constitiéegreat force shaping the minds of
people of all races in this our beloved land.” Tigb the dedication, the AIHS
recognized the textbook as a basic teaching taal lalso acknowledged that teachers
served a pivotal role in communicating informateond understanding. The issue began
the criteria report with the assertion by the AIFHB)e textbooks are superficial in their
treatment of the American Indian in the historytteg Nation, and in the history of our

state, often oversimplifying the history and gefieirag the explanation of Indian culture,

377 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, October 1, 1968. 2, box 12, folder 10, Rupert and Jeannette
Costo papers, Collection 170. University of Califia; Riverside Libraries, Special Collections &
Archives, University of California, Riverside (Cogptapers, Collection 170. UCR).

155



to the point where the physical outlines of theidndas a human being are 108€The
AIHS argued the humanity of Indian peoples faile@ppear in textbooks. In some
instances, the AIHS noted a complete absence @drinmkoples.

The AIHS recognized the criteria might be critidagecause some could view
them as asking for materials too advanced for batlents and teachers. However, the
AIHS concluded, “The child should be encourageBTRETCH, if understanding does
not come without effort>° The Society dismissed the argument that matetial&\IHS
desired in public schools were too advanced orehgihg. It concluded the proposed
criteria promoted eliminating the “listless, unappeg material now in textbooks” and
replacing it with “absorbing and intellectually éxeg, provocative, stimulating materials
of Indian history alive and breathing™® By calling Indian history “alive and breathing”
the AIHS reinforced the fact that Indian people anlfure continued to exist. Indian
peoples and cultures survived beyond a static efdieing and could change and adapt
over time.

The Indian History Study Committee committed tacteag accurate Indian
history and promoting contemporary Indian expemsncTwo of the criteria promoted a
more informed and complete understanding aboutdhéemporary experiences of
Indian peoples. The ninth criteria noted thatxtbeoks should reflect a knowledge of
the current relationship between the Indian peapkkthe federal government as it exists

in the courts and governmental agencies.” The albveriteria stated in part, “textbooks

378«The American Indian in State and National Histbfjhe Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 7
(August/September 1965): 2.
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should contain a complete and richly descriptiveoaat of the Indian as he is today, his
condition and his problems as well as his curnébakorganization.®' Through
discussing contemporary Indian peoples and culttihhesAIHS sought to foster an
understanding by students about Indian claimsjaktite that appeared in local news
and subsequent government responses.

The second portion of the report submitted by titkan History Study
Committee included critical reviews and recommeioaiat for several textbooks used in
public schools as either basic or supplementangteRy offering critical assessment of
textbooks to the State Curriculum Commission, avimted specific examples that it
viewed as in violation of the criteria it developed

One of the textbooks included in the list, was sibfourth grade textbook
adopted for use in 196&alifornia: A Historyby Mabel Young Williams. The criticisms
it received ranged from generalizations to erraith the recommendation that the
section of Indians be rewritten. When describimgmission era, Williams asserted,
“Under Spanish rule the people had been busy. Thdybeen busy building missions
and settlements. The people had worked togefieey had been busy but they had been
happy. They had peac®?To depict California Indians in missions as “happgs, at
best an inaccurate description. The AIHS notetlithenany instances California Indians

stayed at missions against their will and describedvorking conditions more akin to

%1 bid.
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“slave laborers and serf8®® The AIHS also dismissed the assertion in Williams
textbook “The first thing most Indian children laad was swimming®* The AIHS
pointed out the inaccurate and stereotypical naifiseich a broad statement. While the
Society determine@alifornia: A History“an improvement” over most books, it
identified errors and misinformation and thus cadeld “the entire section on Indians
should be re-written®®

Another fourth grade textbook also received cstici The AIHS concluded
Helen Bauer'<alifornia Gold Daysshould be replaced. The Indian history study
committee criticized the overall depiction of gahiners and the general absence of
Indians. The report noted, “The romantic aura aolvering to the gold miner should be
closely examined by scholars and teachers. Ablbviénia romance attaching to the
goldminers ought to be shredded away by the triithThe general treatment of gold
miners in the textbook earned the chagrin of thd3\I The Society carefully made a
larger argument that a historically accurate petwirthe gold rush period must include
an honest discussion about the interaction betwekhminers and California Indians.

Bauer’s textbook used terms such as “exciting” ‘@uventure” to describe the
gold rush era. It infrequently mentioned Indiand ansinuated Indians were dangerous.

For example, when Bauer wrote of John Sutter gptlie Sacramento River she posed

383The American Indian in State and National HistdrJhe Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 7
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this alarming question, “Were those Indians hidietind those thick bushe$¥Bauer
described conflict between the flood of gold mingns Indians in two sentences, “The
Indians did not bother the first parties. Those@whme in 1850 had more trouble with
them.®® Bauer’s readers would conclude California Indigrssigated any and all
conflict. Bauer concluded gold miners represefiéetlue democracy” because,
“Whoever they were, every man had an equal chaAtidhad to play fair and follow the
rules.”®®?

Another book written by Helen Bauer concerned the3\ California Indian
Daysserved as a standard text for fourth grade studeékgsa result of the issues raised
by the Indian history study committee, in 1966 $hete chose not adopt the book
statewide, though some districts used it and thdigher promised book revisions.
Within the revised edition published in 1968, Bamemtioned the AIHS in her
acknowledgements. She offered her sincere thaok$é staff of the American [Indian]
Historical Society, San Francisco, for their heliuggestions**° Bauer's comment
implied the AIHS played a role in helping with ttewised edition but in fact the
organization had no direct role. Indeed, the Afid&hd the edition printed in 1968
practically identical to the earlier edition.

In an effort to promote critical discussion abdwe book, the AIHS published a

comprehensive evaluation and critique by LowelliBgaofessor of anthropology at

%7 Helen BauerCalifornia Gold DaygSacramento: California State Department of Edanafl957), 19.
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California State College, Hayward, in timglian Historian In his article entitled, “The
Language of Stereotype, Distortion, Inaccuracy,aBeeiterated textbooks hold a
significant role in misinforming students and héedained Bauer’s book contained
patronizing and stereotypical language.

His article generated discussion on the issue e¢&tibnal content within
textbooks. In addition, the article provoked gsse from the publishing press
Doubleday. Doubleday Press responded with its President writing a letter to the
members of the California Curriculum Commissiominich he called the criticisms
“trivial, frivolous, and petty.?> He dismissed the concerns raised by AIHS by tisger
“Are we not dealing with a matter of ethnic sensiyi and social protest here rather than
accuracy per se?? In part, Doubleday Press wrote the letter to theiGulum
Commission in an attempt to minimize any possibvipact of Bean’s article on the
state’s decision to adopt the revised 1968 editibine AIHS prevented the book’s
statewide adoption at the Curriculum Commissionéetimg.

The AIHS also found an offensive dedication in artb grade supplemental
textbook adopted by the state in 198#yries California Indians ToldAnne B. Fisher
dedicated her book, published by Parnassus Pfessall boys and girls who like
Indians and Animals.” The AIHS believed “such atestment well meant though it may

be, is one degrading to the Indian people, and togihto have been mad&* Rupert

391 owell John Bean, “The Language of Stereotypetddiimn, Inaccuracy,The Indian Historiarvol. 2
no. 3 (Fall 1969): 6-11.
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Costo wrote a letter to Rafferty protesting theidatbn as a shocking insult. Costo
called the placement of Indians in the same cayeg®animals degrading, noting,
“Despite the fact that we [Indians] get top billimgthis dedication, we wish to state our
strong objection3* Costo pointed out the dedication denied Indiamadnity as it
perpetuated a historical practice of equating Insliand animals since only a short time
ago signs appeared in storefronts that read “N@ dodndians allowed.” Costo and the
AIHS argued further printings of the book shouldpesponed until a correction of the
dedication occurred. Costo stressed that the Adét®ern had no “accusation pointing
to personal prejudice,” but rather “There is thetarasolely of derogation, gratuitous
insult, defamation, and degradation placed uporiniage of Indian people’®

In response to Costo’s letter, J. Graham Sullivessociate Superintendent of
California Department of Education, contacted Pssna Press. He forwarded Costo’s
letter along with a request that the press considasing further publications of Fisher’s
textbook until deleting the dedicatory prefdéeHerman Schein, President of Parnassus
Press responded to the inquiry.

Schein shared information of the friendship betwaethropologist Dr. C. Hart
Merriam and Fisher and her husband, trained zostioQr. Walter K. Fisher. Through
the friendship, Fisher heard California Indian ®from Merriam. Schein proclaimed

the dedication “understandable” because the boakew for children, dealt with stories

3% personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Dr. MdfeRy, chairman State Curriculum Commission,
January 23, 1966, CSCC Papers, DASC, CSUDH.
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about Indians and animals and the “combinatiomofights no doubt led to the
language” used. He described the dedication dsarest, innocent, personal
expression” and doubted that anyone would crititheededication because they viewed
it as offensive. Schein noted, “To read sometldiegrading or sinister into these words
at this date does not change the meaning of whae Aisher originally intended to say

and plainly said *®

Despite Schein’s assurances that Fisher meanffemse, he
overlooked the reality that racist language cainéantion and effect. As a result,
Fisher’s intention may not have been racist butfifect of her language held racist
connotations. California continued to distributpies of the book to all elementary
schools. Costo ultimately characterized the staetion as, “Derogation, gratuitous
insult, defamation, and degradation placed uporiniage of the Indians’®®

One month following the initial presentation of thariculum criteria by the
AIHS to the Curriculum Commission in September 1968 AIHS received notice the
Board of Education received a number of inquiresualhe criteria and critical reviews.
Many of the inquiries came from individuals whodédifferent opinions from those of
the AIHS surrounding the gold rush and mission.ef@ergy from the Catholic Church
and the Conference of California Historical Soegthad concerns about the fifth criteria
which specifically centered on the relationshipsveen Spaniards, Mexicans, and

Americans to California Indians. In part, theHfiftriteria outlined, “The true relationship

between the Spanish-Mexican-American colonists gdme to this area, and the Indian

3% personal correspondence, Herman Schein, Preftdenassus Press to Samuel McCulloch, Dean and
member of California State Curriculum Commissioebfiary 18, 1996, CSCC Papers, DASC, CSUDH.

3994 ndian Anger Over Textbook,The San Francisco Examinelanuary 28, 1966, 44.

162



people who occupied it, should be accurately deedri Their own needs for
advancement and expansion brought them here. hBuitfailure to understand the true
position of the Indian and to recognize Indian tsghrought serious injustices to the
Indian people.”

The AIHS published both the criticism, the currioul criteria received, and the
organization’s response. At the meeting in Novenil®&5 of the Curriculum
Commission, a letter from Walter C. Frame, Predidéthe Conference of California
Historical Societies, was read aloud. Frame’taibjected to “the distorting of our
history in favor of any group, or race, or cultuvereligion.”®® Frame rejected the
criteria developed by the AIHS. He determineddheeria would misrepresent
California history. Frame appeared unable to resgthe mischaracterization of
Indians in history textbooks as equally harmfulndians and non-Indians. In response,
the AIHS declared more than twenty affiliated socehapters had no knowledge of the
statement nor had any of them been consulted &bante’s lettef*

Another vocal critic of the criteria came from amteer of the Catholic Church.
Fr. Noel Francis Moholy, O.F.M., Vice Postulator tbe cause of Beatification and
Canonization of Fray Junipero Serra, read a stattatéhe November 1965 meeting of
the State Curriculum Commission. In part Fr. Mgh@lcognized history’s evolving
nature due to historical revisions. However, lguad, “We must endeavor to be fair to

each individual and every minority, while preseg/the proper emphasis for the

40«Group Head Opposes Textbook Correctioftie Indian Historianvol. 3 no. 1 (January 1966): 12.
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prevailing majority in each given era,” he contiduéro favor one class or to emphasize
one group is to disfavor and discriminate againstdthers.®? Fr. Moholy never

defined “proper emphasis” and conveniently igndbeat California Indians were the
majority population throughout the mission era.Nfoholy declared the “correct
presentation” of the mission period in classroonasivated his appearance before the
Commissiorf>®

The depiction of the Catholic Church and its cangton as a benevolent
organization primarily concerned Fr. Moholy. Hetsth “From my own reading and my
personal study and research...l fail to note thatoriginal inhabitants of these environs
have been treated unfairly in a general sense.’addled, “In a single-confessedly the
most prosperous year-20,000 Indians were fed atted and housed. Can such be
styled the portrait of savages in bondage? Suffjarimder duress? Captives against their
wills?"*®* Thus, Fr. Moholy viewed the mission period a®werall successful and
prosperous period.

Fr. Moholy recognized the revisionist nature otdng, yet simultaneously held
firm to a belief in historical objectivity. He assed the field of history contains only two
norms “fact and truth, evaluated correctly andrimteted legitimately**> He neglected
to recognize the diametrically opposed situatindpiny of relating fact and truth to a

perceived correct evaluation and legitimate intetgaion of the mission period. After Fr.
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Moholy’s forty five minute statement, Rupert Costood and quietly cited the sources of
the evaluators’ information: mission recofd%.He then seated himself.

Rupert Costo responded to Fr. Moholy’s presentatianthree page letter the
AIHS published inThe Indian Historian Costo argued “fact and truth” could not be
served by being “interpreted legitimately.” Coagtked, “Legitimately for whom?” and
“By what standards?®’ As Costo carefully pointed out, the criteria deped by the
Indian history study committee did not offer higtaf interpretation but rather “merely
stated fact...merely named trutf§€®” Costo described feelings “akin to horror” in Fr.
Moholy’s view that the missions fed 20,000 Indiamene year and therefore Indians
could not have existed in intolerable conditio@osto countered with the suggestion that
Fr. Moholy investigate the Church records for Imdiates of death caused through
murder, brutality, and diseases.

The AIHS also published commentary by Alvin Josephywho supported the
curriculum criteria developed by the Indian Hist@ydy Committee. He noted the
strong need for the criteria because the implenientavould greatly assist in educating
the public. Josephy asserted the failures of atistorical works “prevent the
formation of a knowledgeable public opinion that @atelligently, through all media of

public expression, participate in solutions to wémne call “the Indian problent® He
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further noted that “each of the eleven criteria im&sit and meaning for all
Americans.**?

The AIHS continued its call for revision of histamxtbooks, but it also took
additional actions. During a meeting on Septen3)d965, the AIHS concluded that it
had no desire to “count the blows and leg ironhémissions,” but remained dedicated
that “no rosy and untruthful picture be given” dlifornia Indians in the missions.
Therefore, the AIHS noted the controversy and pedtio continue the textbook study
full force.”***

The American Indian Historical Society did obtaoms positive responses from
publishing companies. It reported a textbook onefinan colonial history would
remove a photograph of two Narragansett Indianpisgaa swooning white woman and
replace it with a different image. Additionallinet AIHS provided details that two
publishers, Harper and Singer, agreed to reviewravide current books? The AIHS
received a letter from a Mrs. Leswing [first nangg provided] of the Century
Schoolbook Press, in which she thanked the orgaorztor its “frank, objective
evaluation” of a proposed manuscript that the Abldi@cted and included a donation of

$50 as an expression of gratitd&.Mrs. Leswing noted the press’ goal of “publicatio

of an authentic, informative” book free of bias @hds “we are so grateful for what you
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have done” and appreciated the AIHS’ offer of fetaooperatioft** The response from
Leswing expressed her appreciation for the opioicihe AIHS and decidedly supportive
view towards the AIHS.

The AIHS revisited the textbook issue with the Bbaf Education and
Curriculum Commission. In 1966, the Society reggisd its complaints about the eighth
grade textbookand of the FreeWritten by historians John W. Caughey, John Hope
Franklin and Ernest May, it reached California sithon fall of 1967. The textbook
served as the first to depict people of color d@&Civil Rights Movement. Several
groups protested the book and thirteen Califorarensl districts failed to order it, while
three school districts refused to order it. Thigresented the first time California school
districts rejected a state-wide adopted btdkParents also refused to permit their
children to read it. This refusal eventually ledstudent suspensioff€. Some teachers,
parents, and schoold districts, decided the bomatened patriotism and exaggered the
roles of minorities. The AIHS limited its proteastthe depiction of Indians in the book.
The California State Department of Education cedldgublic concerns in the document,
“Criticisms of the Land of the Free.” The Societyncerns included word choice and
style. For example, it reccommended a revisiamédine, “For an even longer time,

Indians were treated as though they were childnelveere not allowed to vote,” to “For
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an even longer time, Indians were unjustly treatetdncompetents.” They were not
allowed to vote *!’

Members of the AIHS attended the July 1970 Bodtdducation hearing on
proposed new textbooks. Rupert Costo spoke ounstgae state adopting well-known
western historian David S. Lavender’s fourth greedébookThe Story of Californiain
part, Costo described some of the pictures fourtdeérbook as “inaccurate” and
“degrading.” Additionally, he called the book’sntrayal of Indians “biased and
prejudiced.**® Rafferty agreed with Costo’s concerns and aftephesentation
announced, “I'm going to send that book back toptielisher.**°

Nevertheless, the Commission “tentatively” adoptexlbook and agreed on voice
vote to evaluate the book again in the fall. Adoog to Rafferty,The Story of California
would, “be accepted only with extensive revisiond aorrections, after the board
majority reads it and approves it.” At the meetiagepresentative for the publisher,
American Heritage Publishing, asserted, “Such neasie revisions (as Rafferty asked)
can be made*®® The stakes were high since the book’s adoptiearmorders for about
300,000 copies.

The AIHS earned a small victory with ensuring aidaial review and some

revisions. However, Henry-Costo wanted more tleamsions. She wanted the book

removed and replaced. Henry-Costo argued, “Tloé& Bbould have been rejected out of
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hand.*** Lavender, the author @he Story of Californiavas away and could not
comment. His wife expressed dismay, declaringréiveas no intent of either oversight
or misrepresentation” by her husband in the b66kenry-Costo lamented the
Curriculum Commission “didn’t consult with Indiaasd doesn’'t have one Indian
evaluator” when it approved the book and and recented it for the Board of
Education to vote for its inclusidi® At the end of the meetinGhe Story of California
tenuously held its position for state-wide adopti@pendent upon revisions.

As Henry-Costo vocalized her continued commitmerddnfront Lavender’s
book, Costo expressed a growing weariness fromatedly confronting textbooks. At
an AIHS meeting in August 1970, Costo reportedr@nBoard of Education meeting and
declared, “These meetings with the State Boarddoic&tion take up too much of our
time.” He continued, “We should let them [Boardemfucation] take over and ease out
of it quietly.”?*

At the next Board of Education meeting, held ingber 1970, a 7-2 vote led to
the official adoption offhe Story of Californigalthough it did make a few changes. An

example of a removed line described a Californigets eating habits, noting, “They did

not mind eating lizards and roasted grasshopgétsWhile the author and publisher
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removed some problematic language, the book cadanome broad language. For
example, Lavender asserted, “Many Indian custonre aike from one part of North
America to another®® The inclusion of such broad generalizations kephée textbook
assuredly frustrated members of the AIHS. Increpfelings of frustration led the
AIHS to engage teachers directly across the staketeacher workshops. Through
direct contact with teachers, the Society providesitive interactions with those who
had the most direct, daily contact with studentdjdns and non-Indians. For some
teachers, the workshops may have representedshérie they had met an Indian, a
potentially powerful opportunity for the Societyhiave an enduring legacy in the

classroom.

% David LavenderThe Story of CalifornigSacramento: California State Department of Edanafl971),
38.
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CHAPTER 5
“ADOPT A POSITIVE ATTITUDE AND CONDUCT ACTIVE WORKAMONG
TEACHERS AND EDUCATORS”: WORKSHOPS FOR TEACHERS
On April 3, 1968 Rupert Costo, Cahuilla, and Prestdbf the American Indian
Historical Society, opened the In-service InstitisteTeachers at Greenville, a small
town in northeastern California, and part of th&dmic homelands of the Maidu tribe. He
reminded his audience, “When you teach our youdh @olumbus discovered America in
1492, you are teaching the history of a Europeaeldpment which took place in this
land. You are not teaching the history of Ametitd.Working collaboratively with the
Greenville school district, the American Indian tdigcal Society (AIHS or “The
Society”) co-sponsored the program. The eventlsioiogdevelop a better understanding
between Indians and educators and to find a pedetianner for local schools to
incorporate Maidu heritage in its curriculum. bidégion to Costo, the presenters at the
session included: William Peter, Maidu, who presdrihe keynote address; Jeannette
Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee; anthropology profekshn Lowell Bean; and Frank
LaPena, Wintun. Attended by local teachers andthgerintendent of Plumas county
school district Robert Schoensee, the program septed a practical and proactive
response by the AIHS with members who traveledssctioe state to speak directly with
teachers on methods to include Indian culturesngstdries in classroom curriculum.
Working with California state officials in the Bahof Education, Curriculum
Commission, and Superintendent Dr. Max Raffertg, AtHS addressed harmful

stereotypes in textbooks, initiated the Indian étigiStudy Committee in 1965 which

27 Cory Arnet, “Education for EducatorsThe Indian Historianvol. 1 no. 3 (June 1968): 4.
171



created a series of curriculum criteria. The Altld8valuated its effectiveness in creating
positive environments for Indian school childreks an organization, the AIHS decided
on a proactive response. It decided as an orgtmig, it must “adopt a positive attitude
and conduct active work among teachers and edsca®mell as in the classroonf§®”

As a result, the AIHS chose direct outreach asramethod of approach choosing to
work on improving historic knowledge among the &rdcommunity.

To accomplish this goal the AIHS visited the Na#ibArchives and Records
Administration (NARA) to gather information and poesent on the services offered by
its Indian Archives and Library located at the AlHSadquarters® Additionally, the
AIHS published a number of excerpts from histostiheoks used in California
classrooms ifThe Indian Historiaif*® In part, the Society illustrated the need for
revision by publishing mainstream textbook excenptsrder to compel parents to
become aware of what appeared in their childreexXtbboks. The journal, read by non-
Indians as well, exposed the readers to the spdaifguage many Indians found
offensive. By focusing attention on small portiche AIHS permitted non-Indian
readers to recognize the insulting language andiechgtereotypes.

By publishing excerpts of textbooks, the AIHS pusbarents to pay greater
attention to their children’s textbooks and incezhthe likelihood of family discussions
about this concern. For example, an Indian madharthird grader wrote a letter,

published byThe Indian Historianin which she described her child’s book on Plains

28 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes November 6, 396g. 3, box 12, folder 10, Rupert and Jeannette
Costo papers, Collection 170. University of Califia; Riverside Libraries, Special Collections &
Archives, University of California, Riverside (Cogpapers, Collection 170. UCR).

2 bid, 2.

430«A Textbook About Indians Today;The Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 10 (December 1965): 5-7.
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Indians. She observed “I found it to be objectldadecause of the violence and deceit
presented, which presented the Indian in extreri@ebcious character.” She continued,
“Indian mothers and fathers should look at the Isableir children are reading in school.
They might be surprised and appalled at what tire/i§ being taught*** The decision

to publish the letter also drew attention to tlsiesand perhaps led some parents to
contact the teacher, school, or local school bahaiit textbooks assigned to their
children.

In spring of 1967, the AIHS conducted a seriesudidn free classes for Indians
to attend and learn about general American Indistoty. Too many Indians knew little
about their tribal histories. A “public school edtion, the disruption of tribal life
because of white invasion, and the feeling on #ré @f some parents that their children
would have a better chance if they knew less attmit Indian heritage” the AIHS
believed®*? By offering classes on Indian history to Indiamples, the AIHS fostered
greater cultural awareness. By reaching Indiaemgar the AIHS indirectly facilitated
providing parents with the information to challertgeir children’s textbooks.

During the 1960s, many Indian parents were raigggbibents who had attended
boarding schools, which generally promoted compstmilation. As a result, some
Indian parents of the 1960s had limited tribal lzexge skills and cultural knowledge.
Offering the classes geared towards the Indian comityncreated a comfortable

environment for those unfamiliar with Indian hist@o learn more. The series of classes

431 wviewpoints,” The Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 5 (Winter 1968): 31.

“32 personal correspondence, Jeannette Henry-Coatblitalians, December 28 1966, box 12, folder, 11,
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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represented the Society identifying a need of tigaih community and responding to the
best of its ability.

Highlighting the shortcomings of public school edtion also reenforced the
AIHS call for changes in textbooks and promotedtp@sinteraction with teachers. The
classes informed Indian parents who could assstipporting public school textbook
challenges. The theme for the fourth class irstrees posed the question: “How can we
preserve Indian culture, crafts, and languag€d2sking such a fundamental question
about culture preservation could promote an impbdigalogue.

The AIHS would continue its discussion on textbooks the same time, it
realized the need to challenge the narrative abhidextbooks through direct outreach
to public schools and teachers. Therefore it @ddior a grant from the Rosenberg
Foundation, a group established in 1935 and dextidatthe welfare of California
children. According to the annual Rosenberg repo1965, the AIHS became the first
all-Indian organization to approach the FoundaffnThe AIHS employed a grant of
$9, 987 received from the Rosenberg Foundatiometate and sponsor a program to

make more accurate information on Indians availabfsublic school$®

3 bid.

341t is important to note the AIHS was the first e organization to receive grant money from the
Rosenberg Foundation. Though unclear if otheraindjroups had prior knowledge of the grant, perhaps
learning of the AIHS success led them to applyrthar, it is possible the exposure to the AIHS asd
application led the Rosenberg Foundation to takermus look at additional Indian organizationem®

of the subsequent grant funds were awarded in i®&¥ Mono Tribe and the Ad Hoc Committee on
Indian Education led by David Risling Jr., Hupa7&3o0 Tri-Country Indian Development Council, Inc.;
1977 and 1978 to Urban Indian Child Resource Cethfef9 to American Indian Lawyer Training
Program; 1979 and 1980 Oakland Intertribal Frieqmstouse; 1980 Inter-Tribal Council of California
Indians; 1980 California Tribal Chairman’s Assoitiat 1981, 1982, 1983 to California Indian Health
Council Inc.; 1982 and 1983 Native American Righdsd.

435 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, December 1065,9g. 1, box 12, folder 10, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.
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The grant funds supported AIHS members to traveliateract directly with
teachers and administrators at public schoolss ptogram served as a, “practical and
basic method by which to correct the errors aboufpeople in textbooks, and educate
the child and his teacher to as to the true histo culture of the Indiané*® Through
the teacher workshops, the AIHS had the opportuaigffect education in public
schools. In addition, the AIHS received accreditaby the California State Board of
Education. The accreditation furnished officiatas to the organization and permitted
school districts to pay for teachers to attend mgst seminars, conferences or utilize
AIHS facilities including the Indian library anddmve housed at Chautauqua House, the

formal headquarters’

43¢ «Schools to Get 1966 Indian AidThe Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 9 (November/December 1965): 3.

43 Rupert Costo, Organization Report [19677?] undated, 12, folder 12, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.
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The workshops held by the AIHS in 1966 took plaiciva locations across the
state. The Society called these workshops thegar of Indian Aid to Education.”
The locations included Berkeley, Beaumont, Frestampa, and San Francisco.
Speaking about the Berkeley workshop, Henry-Cosser@ed, “This will not be the usual
‘We was robbed’ type of propaganda meeting.” Shdinued, “We want to change the
public’s image of the Indian as a quaint, out-ad-ttorld character and show him as he
is-a live wire in today’s world*?® The presentations varied based upon location but
Indian teachers did participate.

Three AIHS members and teachers Al Hicks, Navajeglamentary school
teacher in Richmond; Martina Costo, Cahuilla, eletasy school teacher in Norwalk
school district; and Barbara Moranda, Weott, highos| teacher in the Los Angeles
district assumed leadership rofé8. At the Berkeley workshop some of the participants
included Emmett St. Marie, tribal chairperson ofridttgo reservation; Jane Penn,
Wanikik Cahuilla, founder of Malki Museum; Leo Celdribal council member of
Rincon reservation, and Dr. William Shipley, Prefsof Linguistics, University of
California, Berkeley*® Additional presenters on tribal history, language arts
included: Rosalie Bethel, Mono; Essie Parrish, Povarie Potts, Maidu; and Margaret

Brookins and Nancy Landuk, Kardft The Berkeley workshop also included a display

38 «\Workshop on Indian at BerkeleyThe Oakland TribuneéNovember 8, 1966, 18.

439 4Indian Teachers to take Lead in all Workshop Esgihe Indian Historiarvol. 3, no. 5 (May 1966):
1.

#0«Berkeley Session Registration StartSHie Indian Historianvol. 3 no. 1 (January 1966): 2.

41 «Berkeley Workshop Brings Noted Educator to Platig The Indian Historiarvol. 3, no. 9 (November
1966): 4.
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of indigenous plants and their use in basketryfand by Dick Angel and Ohlone tribal
memberg*

The Berkeley workshop incorporated the expertiseroflohn Barr Tomkins,
Head of Public Services at the Bancroft Librarye ptefaced his presentation on
Bancroft library resources by noting, “American iants remain probably the least
understood and most misunderstood Americans ofl.i8*a The Fresno workshop
attracted 210 teachers with 32 Indians particigatwth presentations, demonstrations,
the distributions of materials, and personal cosagons’**

Some of the workshops offered the opportunity fitvets to formally support the
AIHS’ work on textbooks. While in Hoopa, locatedriorthwest California, members of
the AIHS met with the Hupa tribal council and reeel a resolution supporting the
textbook correction prografit> In his capacity of tribal spokesperson of CalayiCosto
supported a 1966 motion by his brother Gilbert {8 osto for the tribe to send a
petition to the State Board of Education askirtg tegulate all textbooks used in public

schools in the hope of eliminating derogatory stesets**® The AIHS openly asked for

California Indian tribal councils to send theirakgions of support directly to

*42«gpecial Exhibits at BerkeleyThe Indian Historiarvol. 3 no. 8 (October 1966): 7.

#43 John Barr Tomkins, “Sources for Indian StudiethatBancroft Library,"The Indian Historiarvol. 4
no. 2 (May 1967): 7.

444 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, October 28,896g. 1, box 12, folder 11, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

4> personal correspondence, Michael Galvan to BoiBirectors, April 30, 1966, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

4% Minutes of the Tribal Meeting Cahuilla Band of iads, April 3, 1966, pg. 2, Cahuilla Band Minutes
1962-1963, Bureau of Tribal Operations, Tribal Goweent Files 1935-1986 from Cabazon to Campo,
Southern California Agency, RG 75; NARA, Laguna D&
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Rafferty**’ Costo spoke at all the workshops. At the workshdpeaumont,
geographically the closest workshop to the Cahuéervation, Costo asserted, “Teach
the children a deeper appreciation of the factalsanankind grows he makes mistakes
and tries for a better understandirf¢f”

Although generally well received, the workshopsamtered some minor
challenges. For example, Jeannette Henry-Cosealfsome criticism due to her lack of

patience with some teachers who displayed prejaidatiitudes'*®

However, the

primary hurdle remained convincing school distritigt the AIHS offered practical
assistance. Rupert Costo noted, “When we explaat we want to do, they are very
cooperative. But they do not wish to expose tbein lack of preparation, their own lack
of knowledge.**° For the Beaumont workshop, Costo developed a ounaphed
bibliography on Southern California Indians. In fireface, Costo explained the AIHS
adopted a “center of reference” with Indian histangl culture in which “investigation
must begin and be dominated by the special andfgpkeciian tribe being studied.” He
acknowledged the difficulty of Southern Califormiaian maintenance of tribal history

and culture due to “Spanish occupation” and “heseixperiences under Mexican and

American governmenfS8® Therefore, he agreed that not all Indian histargulture

*47“Tribal Support for Textbook Changes he Indian Historiarvol. 3 no. 4 (April 1966): 14.
*48«Indians Tell of Civilization Before SpanishThe Los Angeles TimeSctober 16, 1966, H12.

*49 personal correspondence, Michael Galvan to BobBdrectors, pg. 1, October 1966, box 12, folder 11
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.

450 Rupert Costo, “Report on Education Program,” Jani, 1966 pg. 4, box 12, folder 11, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

51 Rupert Costo and American Indian Historical SagiBibliography, Indians of Southern California
(San Francisco: American Indian Historical Societyl.), 1.
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could be recovered. However, he maintained “BUHAVEVER can be rescued must be
rescued.*>?
Rupert Costo’s sister, Martina Costo, contributeddkills and experience as a
grade school teacher towards the development aplgmentation of the teacher
program. She designed an outline guide for teadheronjunction with the curriculum
criteria which the AIHS shared during its presdotat at public schools. The guide
listed basic understandings to inform teachersethods to promote ending stereotypes.
For example, her first assertion noted, “The Indiahearly California had the same
basic needs of human beings everywhere, throughedutistory of man. Food, fire,
water, shelter, clothing®®® The comment may have seemed obvious to someatisach
However, it reinforced the need to avoid the migrathnding that California Indians
stood separate or outside from the human experience

Her outline also informed teachers that Califodnidians lived in many different
tribes and spoke numerous distinct languages aleots. By overtly stating the
obvious, Costo informed teachers and pushed thesrpgand their teachings beyond
broad generalizations. She also prepared a téadbsson plan for fourth grade which
listed activities for students to learn about Gathia Indians. In one example, students

learned about basketweaving and she outlined stsidead about the raw materials,

draw a basket design, and gather matettdlas a practical approach, the workshops

**2bid, 2.

453 Martina Costo, “An Outline Guide for the TeachéFte Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 7
(August/September 1965): 18.

454 Martina Costo, “An Example of Teacher ai@fie Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 7 (August/September
1965): 20.
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successfully placed teachers in direct contact imthans. Teacher’s personal
interaction with the Indian presenters could havalenged and countered any of their
misconceptions.

The AIHS also compiled supplemental materials tais&ibuted at the
workshops. These materials combated stereotygematonceptions. “Common
Misconceptions about American Indians” identifiedsoonceptions and debunked them
through “authoritative citations, factual materjagewitness reports, and a face to face
encounter with the truti"® Henry-Costo recognized some “authorities” opieidin
error but hoped the supplemental would lead ta¢hder to, “pursue this fascinating
subject, with personal observation, research, haddading of source materials
recommended?® She hoped teachers would leave the workshopsnadoe informed
and most importantly, curious to learn more. ThE3\identified twenty six
misconceptions that ranged from Indians were “Waflio Indian scholars “develop
attitudes too subjective” and inherently unabletactice objective scholarship.
Additionally, the supplement included a list ofseamended readings for teachers to
review after leaving the workshop. The supplenoenicluded, “With knowledge,
prejudice can be defeate®”

The practice of focusing on education as a meadsfeat prejudice seemed

appropriate. A local Bay Area newspaper reliegt@neotypes when reporting on an

AIHS presentation before a group of fourth gradelsnts. Hayward'$he Daily Review

455 “Exhibit 5 Common Misconceptions about Americadifms” U.S. Congress, Senate Special
Subcommittee on Indian Education of the Committeé.abor and Public Welfaréearings on Indian
Education: The Study of the Education of Indianl@kn Part 1 90 Cong., 1 and 2 sess. (1968), 408.

%% |bid.

47 bid, 418.
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poor attempt at humor at the expense of Indiaastihted the need for addressing
misconceptions. In a facetious explanation forvgigains, an unnamed author noted
AIHS members had been scheduled to appear before Beemont Unified School
District fourth graders for a cooking presentatioat the event was postponed due to
rain. The newspaper reported, Wes Peterson, eawaatifor publications of the school
district, “darkly” commented, “I hope next time theciety doesn’t get its cooking dance

mixed up with its rain dancé>®

The cooking presentation occurred prior to tlaeher
workshops and one can only speculate if perhapgsoenfrom the Fremont school
district would not make such an insensitive comnadtar attending a Program of Indian
Aid to Education.

In support of the teachers attending the workshimps brief time the AIHS
provided copies ofhe American IndiafReview a bulletin for educator§? The bulletin
contained practical articles on Indian historye lidnd culture. Each bulletin included
annotated bibliographi€§® The teacher workshops opened a dialogue betwetenis
and educators and provided the space for alliatocksm for the improvement of
education.

The workshop held in Berkeley offered such an opyaty for open
communication surrounding the junior high suppletaktextbookland of the Oakssed

in Oakland school district. Written by James darla teacher, and published by the

Oakland Board of Education, the school districutagy used his text in the classroom.

8 «Sideviews,"The Daily ReviesNovember 16, 1965, 13.

459 personal correspondence, Michael Galvan to BolBdrectors, April 30, 1966, pg. 2, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

460 «Educators, Indians Combine EffortShe Indian Historianvol. 3 no. 1 (January 1966): 3.
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Originally published in 1953 the book was reprini@d 955 and 1959. After a
workshop held on November 5, 1966 several teadhmrs Oakland approached AIHS
members and urged them to investigate the B8olAs an organization, the Society
formally determined to proceed with a protest asjatine volumé®?

The AIHS evaluated the book and determined it diiggato Indians. In response
to its findings, the AIHS sent a general evaluatm®uperintendent of Oakland school
district Stuart Phillips and requested a formal timgeto discuss their concerns about the
textbook. The AIHS received full cooperation frame Oakland school district and had a
productive meetind®® Additionally, the AIHS gained allies from Alfrelgin, assistant
director, of the Oakland Intertribal Friendship lHewand representatives from the
Oakland American Indian Associati.

The general evaluation of th@nd of the Oakgextbook by the AIHS revealed
numerous misinterpretations and examples of prejgldanguage. The AIHS noted the
author, Harlow, prefaced his book with the comm@ntjeals with anecdotal and
humorous phases of local history, as well as tbeiéh...to secure more dramatic
reading.” However, the AIHS considered his comnfanilea for the reader’s

indulgence,” and responded that his cavalier aoétiaus manner, “to try and be funny

#61“Book is Removed from Classroomghe Indian Historiarvol. 4 no. 1 (January/February 1967): 3.

462 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, December 1066.8g. 1, box 12, folder 11, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

453 Executive Council Minutes, January 4, 1967, boxfaRler 12, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
44U.S. Congress, Senate Special Subcommittee oarrgtiucation of the Committee on Labor and
Public WelfareHearings on Indian Education: The Study of the Edion of Indian Children Part 190
Cong., 1 and 2 sess. (1968), 242-243.
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about it adds insult to errof®® In one example cited, Harlow asserted, “They [the
Indians] liked the land for the same reason thenals had. The weather was warm and
comfortable.**® The AIHS responded, “The comparison between hsland animals is
degrading to the Indians as a people, as a radeasamdividuals. All human beings
have animal instincts and needs. Yet textbooksadanake such comparisons about
others.*®’

A central argument by the AIHS identified a lackhoimanity given to Indians in
textbooks. In total, the AIHS derived dozens adraples from the textbook.
Terminology used by Harlow included “digger Indiafspooky songs,” “strange
looking” houses, and “weird dances.” In evaluatiaylow’s description of shamanism,
the AIHS reflective asked, “What is weird?” andthear commented that “Modern
women'’s painted faces are “weird” to Indians ewetay.”°®

Harlow issued broad assumptions and prejudicialneents which he attempted
to partly conceal in poor attempts at humor. le erample Harlow tried to respond to a
guestion about the health of Indians in which heteyr“it might be that the Indians were
so untidy that germs were afraid of thetf’In another he offered a definition of “Digger

Indians,” named so because they “were always dipgiound in the ground for seeds

85 “Exhibit 2 Land of the Oaks by James Harlow evétrg U.S. Congress, Senate Special Subcommittee
on Indian Education of the Committee on Labor andlié Welfare,Hearings on Indian Education: The
Study of the Education of Indian Children Pay90 Cong., 1 and 2 sess. (1968), 358.

%% James Harlowl,.and of the Oak§1953; reprint, Oakland: Board of Education, OaKlanified School
District, 1955), 16.

7 “Indian Criticism Cites Defamation;The Indian Historiarvol. 4 no. 1 (January/February 1967): 5.
458 «“Exhibit 2 Land of the Oaks by James Harlow evtibrg” 362.

489 Harlow, 22.
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and bugs...They were very delicious, if you hapoelike roasted bugst® In its critical
review, the AIHS responded that Harlow designedstheement “to evoke indulgent
laughter” and that the language he selected remieéan insidious display of innate
prejudice and inexcusable ignoranéé”

The most outrageous example of Harlow’s poor atteahpumor centered on his
description of California Indian life experiencdde asserted “If the white man had not
come to this part of the country, the Indians wdwdge gone living peacefully through
the years, sitting alongside their mud housesnegatiams and throwing the shells on top

of grandpa’s grave®?

The AIHS called Harlow’s comment “a slanderowsgesnent,
degrading, and the picture made of the Indian faimilnaccurate in every respeéf®
Harlow’s comment alluded to a commonly held betedt the arrival of Whites ensured a
perceived cultural upgrade for Indians.

His remarks revealed a superficial understandin@adifornia Indian culture and
history. Harlow revealed his lack of knowledgefaying to mention the specific tribal
group, broadly known as Ohlone, who historicallsided in the bay area. Instead,
Harlow utilized the derogatory term “Digger IndiarHe also made a false comparison

between “Plains Indians” as he described them ageband hard working while “Digger

Indians liked to take life easy™ Additionally, Harlow spoke of human remains

#70«Exhibit 2 Land of the Oaks by James Harlow evtiirg” 358 and 362.
“Ibid, 359.

*"2Harlow, 29.

473 «Exhibit 2 Land of the Oaks by James Harlow evtibrg” 364.

47 Harlow, 17.
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dismissively when he noted, “Every time you digitite ground, you are likely to bump
into something you could use to decorate your homealloween.*”> Harlow’s
language deeply disturbed the AIHS, leading tdoidbying for the removal of the
offensive textbook. As Oakland served as a cityttie Bureau of Indian Affairs
Relocation Program, a number of Indian students attemded the public schools would
encountetand of the Oaks the public school system.

In part because of its proactive actions, the Atei&ived formal notification of
the Oakland school district’s decision to remaemd of the Oaks’® The AIHS
reprinted the January 17, 1967 letter it receivecthfSuperintendent Stuart Phillips in
which he announced a special review committee oheted the book, “be withdrawn
from use.” Further, Phillips shared the decismulistribute copies of the report prepared
by the AIHS to “all Social Science Department héadsts next meeting. In part, the
committee determined many sections of the textlvoaie “no longer appropriate for
classroom use in the context of today’s educatipnajram.”

Superintendent Phillips expressed his gratitudeatda/the AIHS for its interest
and “excellent contribution you have made to theeuttee’s thinking.” He continued
that AIHS evaluation report assisted in a “posigfect upon the instructional program
in our Oakland Public School§™ Yet, perhaps in a move to minimize the effectasm

of the AIHS and the Oakland American Indian Asstiaig Helen Cyr, Director of

47 Harlow, 20.

47® Executive Council meeting minutes, January 4, 186% 12, folder 12, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR. It mentions the Costos attended a meeting thiéhtOakland school district.

47" personal correspondence, Superintendent StuBHilBps to American Indian Historical Society,
January 17, 1967,he Indian Historianvol. 4 no. 1 (January/February 1967): 4.
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instructional media for Oakland Unified School DistinformedThe Oakland Tribune
the book was obsolete and already scheduled terbewed’’® In any event, in the case
of Oakland, the AIHS working with additional allisaccessfully lobbied on behalf of
Indians, specifically children, and had a textboakoved from a local school district.
Ultimately 1,652 educators attended the teachekstmps and returned to their
classrooms with materials, teaching guides, arectipositive interaction with
Indians?"®

The authoritative nature of textbooks concernediS because they conveyed
information accepted as accurate. Jeannette Heosye expressed her concern
surrounding the compulsory use of textbooks in18&7 articleOur Inaccurate
Textbooks She noted the ideas and information in textbasex! by students for
learning “certainly influence his mind, bending hemiritually and mentally in a definite
ideological direction®® As a result, Henry-Costo questioned the racieiediaation
process of students. She queried, “What is trecetfpon the student...when he learns
that Indians were mere parts of the landscape a@dénvess which had to be cleared
out” and the effect on young Indian student whorledColumbus discovered America,
that Coronado brought ‘civilization’ to the Indigeople, and that Spanish missionaries
provided havens of refuge for the Indiaff?”Henry-Costo’s questions reflected her

recognition of the potential impact of negative teon imagery of Indians. However,

4”8 «|ndians Win-Text Junked,The Oakland Tribunelanuary 5, 1967, 25.

479 Executive Council Meeting Minutes December 10,6Lp§. 1, box 12, folder 11, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

80 Jeannette Henry, “Our Inaccurate TextbooR$i& Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 1 (December 1967): 21.

481 bid, 22.

187



Henry-Costo equally recognized the potential pesiimpact of textbooks for future
citizens if they contained accurate portrayalshofidns. She observed that if non-Indians
could learn to understand Indians and Indian cellthe result would serve to “strike a
blow at prejudice more powerful than any pickeelif®*> While Henry-Costo concluded
with an optimistic tone, her overall analysis reeel a personal rebuttal from an Arizona
State University history professor.

Dr. Otis E. Young Jr., history professor at Arizdstate University, wrote a
condescending letter to Henry-Costo in 1967. Hetfausly noted that she should send
the article to every anti-defamation pressure gnithp instructions to replace Indian
with their community name to “save time and trotblgh its letters to textbook
commissions. Young pointedly accused Henry-Cobtemg one of many “mischief-
makers” partially responsible for the sad stateerfbooks. He bemoaned, “every
additional putsch of this sort only guarantees thattexts shall be even more vapid.”

Young offered a deal in which they would write atten Indians together and tell
the truth. Young noted that Henry-Costo shoultyd®f their accomplishments and
their wicked mistreatment by the wicked Spaniarmts \&WASPs,” while he would
educate the children about, “lice, infanticide,lgtmhes, slavery, xenophobia, intermittant
[sic] starvation, intertribal war, annual divore&d the institutionalization of thievery.”

In closing, Young acidly asserted that if Henry-toosished to practice selectivity in

facts for their fictive co-written text, “...thehis places you on all fours with the very

482 hid., 24.
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authors you have so heatedly condemr&d.Young believed strongly enough in his
opinions to directly contact her and indirectlyerefo her as a female dog.

The tone used by Young communicated his defenssgewhile simultaneously
showing that he was tone-deaf to Henry-Costo’s eorxc Further, in a postscript he
referenced human sacrifice practiced by Aztecsclivhiad no presence in North
America. However, his comment illustrates the Ors@iokes in which he described all
Indian groups with his attempt to correlate thewral and religious practices of one
specific group and advance the idea that all Inglf@articipated in identical cultural
practices.

He did not mention any specific California Indiaibbés, in itself demonstrating
the need for content on the subject of Californididns. Despite the incendiary
commentary by Young, his letter concerned the Ai8nly one manner. It wanted to
determine if the Arizona State University campubsdry cancelled its subscription to the
Indian Historianas a result of his lett&?* Despite such criticism, the AIHS remained
committed to challenging textbooks used in Calif@sclassrooms.

The AIHS focused on public schools’ textbooks jmah emphasis on elementary
and middle schools. However, it also hoped tditate discussions at the college level.
In 1961, Professor Jack D. Forbes, Powhatan/Leregman circulating his paper
“Proposal to create an American Indian Universitg,ihich he called for the

establishment of a pan-Indian and Chicano Uniwerdtiorbes campaigned for his idea

“83 personal correspondence, Otis E. Young to JeanHettry-Costo, December 18, 1967, reel 15, Costo
papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

84 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, June 15, 1968,2, box 12, folder 13, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.
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for several years but Costo had a different opimibaut it. Costo remarked, “We are not
in sympathy with it, even with a modified versiohito And even though we understand
that certain specialization is needed in the stfdie Indian history. We believe this
ought to be done as part of the curriculum of Abhktitutions of higher learning, and of
college history courses.” He concluded, “But weéhgot our GUT full of segregated
Indian schools. Enough is enougt?’

Costo opposed a separate school for Indians atehohargued for the inclusion
of Indian material in curriculum for all studentalthough Costo held a different opinion
about a separate Indian University, he invited Esro write an article about it for AIHS
publicationThe Indian HistorianCosto asked, “Would you care to engage in a
controversy on this subject?” He continued, “l alifor controversy! How about you?
Constructive controversy, fruitful controversy, tmversy which stimulates thought and
sparks ideas. Wonderfuff® Despite Costo’s invitation, an article by Forleegplaining
his proposal for an Indian University never appdaaithough he wrote other articles on
different subjects forhe Indian Historian

The AIHS sought historical accuracy in public sdiegtbooks. The Society
worked with the Curriculum Commission, with varyidggrees of success, eventually it
turned to writing and publishing books. Costo’swing wariness of working with
publishing companies inspired him to declare, “whenattempted to show them where

and how errors and misrepresentations were showreibooks, they became angry and

8> personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Jackibes, October 22, 1964, Forbes, Jack D. (1934-
2011) Collection, D-046, Special Collections, Umsity of California Library, Davis (UCD).

8¢ personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Jackibes, November 30, 1964, Forbes Collection,
Special Collections, UCD Library.
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published the way they wanted to anyhow.” He dbedrthe textbook review process as
“a fruitless effort” for the AIHS'®” At the 1968 Special Senate Subcommittee Hearings
on Indian Education in San Francisco, Costo testifiwWe are preparing our own books”
because the AIHS evaluated texts and found théieaic condition” and “not good.” He
continued “They have done no research for manyymgaars and they don’t feel, most
of these book companies feel they don’t have tionesearch the facts as they should be
presented*®

The responses from textbook companies convinceAltd8 to fully enter the
publishing field with its journal, newspaper, arsdadlish a printing press. The
methodology embraced and practiced by authorsydnod the Costos, published by the
Indian Historian Press may be deduced from an ealittBack of the Book” published in
The Indian Historiann 1965. The unnamed editorial, likely writtenting Costos,
asserted, “A true interpretation of our history autture should combine the results of
Indian scholarship, Indian memory, and the workafolars the world over, and should
be made available to the general public on thedesiascale possiblé® The Society
entered into the new field of producing and pulitigh By deciding to pursue

publishing, it ensured that the Indian voice woltdve a platform, as writers and readers.

87 Council on Interracial Books for Children, éhronicles of American Indian Prote@reenwich:
Fawcett Publications, 1971), 357.

88 Senate Special Subcommittee on Indian Educatitheo€ommittee on Labor and Public Welfare, 246.

89 “Back of the Book, The Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 9 (November/December 1965): 31.
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CHAPTER 6
“WE HAVE NO TIME TO LOSE. WE HAVE TO HAVE A BODY OR.ITERATURE
BEHIND US”: PUBLISHING AND FACILITATING COMMUNITY THROUGH
COMMON READERSHIP

The American Indian Historical Society (AIHS or &lsociety”) recognized the
potential power imbued in the written word andcitgulation. As a result of earlier
government policies of genocide and relocation ditsenatically decreased California
Indian population was scattered across the sfte. written, published word served as a
powerful tool, reconnecting and facilitating a netiwof artists, writers, scholars, and
activists in California and across Indian CountRor a number of years, the AIHS
worked towards correcting history textbooks useguhlic schools to better reflect the
experiences of Indians peoples by eliminating oneedsional caricatures. The Society
pointed out the suppressed and largely unwrittetoty of Indians and the distortion of
Indian heritage in many publications.

However, after years of working towards this godhwstate officials and
publishing houses, the AIHS determined that if @it@d items did not properly
represent Indian peoples then it would create astdlzlite its own materials. By
responding in this manner, the Society offeredleerative of Indian peoples being
ignored or misrepresented and provided an oppaytémn Indians to assert their voices.
Rupert Costo, Cahuilla and President of the AIHScdbed being “dismally
disappointed” about stereotypes that books stilt@ioed albeit, “much more
sophisticated” than in books previously evaluatedhe AIHS. After determining earlier
AIHS activities as “useless in light of the powetdby the publishers,” Costo
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concluded, “the only way we could beat this woutdtd publish the books ourselves, and
do something positive to change the situatitf. Bradford Chambers, directed the
Council on Interracial Books for Children, foundadL965 to promote literature for
children that better reflected the multi-culturatiety and affect positive change in
books. Chambers indicated that any movement tpagtumdependent, minority
publishers had to come from forces outside of thestream publishing industry,
because symbolic tokenism and inadequate fundmi¢eld the entrance of minorities
into publishing’®* As an organization, the AIHS created parallelljzations to
mainstream media for both general readers anddiheational community and sought to
reveal the humanity and cultural diversity of Intka

The establishment of a for-profit publishing preesemed an appropriate next step
for the AIHS after years of working on textbooky 1969 it established The Indian
Historian Press (IHP or the Press), the first Indbaned press, as a for profit press. Its
first book Textbooks and the American Indipublished in 1970 compiled and expanded
upon the textbook reviews and critiques the AlHiginally completed for the California
Board of Education during the 1960s. Costo renri@e believe that there is room

for a Native American publishing business. We thimédt it will be good for the

publishing business as a whole.” He continued, fémd it most difficult to get into

490 Bradford Chambers, “Why Minority PublishingPhe Publishers WeekliMarch 15, 1971, 41.

91 Bradford Chambers, “Book Publishing: A Racist Ciufhe Publishers Weeklfebruary 1, 1971.
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the business and find it increasingly so. We foalso that established publishers didn’t
want us in the busines§?

Funding for the Indian Historian printing press sttuted one of the greatest
challenges. The sources of funding varied. Iiytigrivate funds of AIHS members,
mostly the Costos, served as the seed money. Howie amount proved insufficient
and the AIHS worked for months on the proposaligppbn for a federal loan from the
Small Business Administration. As a publishinggsrgenture, however, it learned it was
ineligible for funds. Next, the organization atfged to receive loans from private
banks. Eventually the banks determined the AIH8 imsufficient collateral.

At a meeting in July 1969, of the IHP founders, Hye@Gosto spoke about
applying for a loan from a new San Francisco cafon, Opportunity Through
Ownership (OTO). Melvin Yocum, Vice President @ic8rity Pacific National Bank in
San Francisco, helped to start the group whichialeed in loans to help minorities start
their own businesses. She requested consent fr@hP to continue negotiations and
complete the application process. Her motion ghasanimously by the four attendees:
Rupert Costo, Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern Céerdleatrice Mikkelsen, Navajo,
and Philip Galvan, Ohlone.

At the meeting, the founders named its new pregsocation and established the
principals of the corporation: Rupert Costo, Je#teridenry-Costo, Leatrice Mikkelsen,
Phil Galvan and non-Indian anthropologist LowelbBelnitially the IHP consisted of

10,000 shares at $5 per share, with the Costosngodd55% majority and the remaining

%92 Council on Interracial Books for Children, ezhronicles of American Indian Prote¢Greenwich:
Fawcett Publications, 1971), 357.
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members holding 159%° By the following month, the AIHS had its firstrée books
tentatively planned: Textbooks Under Fire; Califarindians; and Joseph Senungetuk’s
book on Alaskan NativeS” In October 1969, the Costos obtained a loan f&5F® for
$26,000 but by February 1970, the Costos annouthesdsecured a $30,000 loan from
OTO with a $10,000 advant®.

Costo recalled feelings of friendship with Opportymhrough Ownership but
this sentiment quickly deteriorated. The AIHS exgeced many difficulties with OTO
and Costo described it as “even worse than thd bsming institutions *® For
example, the OTO attempted to offer new terms ahffefrom the preliminary
agreement. When the AIHS refused to sign, the @I ff the remaining approved
loan amount. Costo asserted the OTO made errdva@ndling the IHP account by not
applying payments to the account for days causiagtgonsternation. Costo indicated
the souring relationship and exorbitant interet caused the AIHS to repay the loan

amount by September 19%. Further, Costo shared “interference” from the OTO

93 Founders and Directors of the Indian HistoriarsBigHP) Meeting Minutes, July 14, 1969, pg. 2elre
24, Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry Costo papleesRupert Costo Archive of the American Indian
filmed from the holdings of the Rupert Costo Lilgraf the American Indian in the Department of Sgleci
Collections at the University of California at Rre@le Native America: a primary record series,

1. Woodbridge, Conn: Primary Source Microfilm, 2q@bsto papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001).

9 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, August 29, 9960x 12, folder 14, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

9 |HP Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, October 1869, pg. 2, reel 24, Costo papers, Primary
Source Microfilm, 2001. Indicates a personal loamf OTO for $26,000 for founding corporation and
publication of first books; IHP Board of Directdvieeting Minutes, February 6, 1970, pg. 2, box bRjdr
21, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.Acknowledgegotiating a $30,000 loan with a $10,000 advance
from OTO.

4% Council on Interracial Books for Children, 356.

*97|HP Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, July 1871, reel 24, Costo papers, Primary Source
Microfilm, 2001.
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accelerated paying the loan and severing all'tfe# worsening relationship played a
role in the dissociation between IHP and OTO. WihenlHP discussed the loan, it
passed a motion that the organization would prongal the loan with proceeds from
book sales and personal loans from IHP Board oéddirs?®® The OTO approved a
$30,000 loan, Costo carefully pointed out thatlthié chose to borrow a lesser amount of
$21,150 including a $4,120 transfer transaction fegresenting a loan amount of $17,
030°%

The IHP experienced difficultly obtaining and maining investors. It applied
for grant monies in support of its publishing endea. In 1971, the AIHS received a
Ford Foundation grant for $115,000 “for developmafthe Indian Historian Press
publishing program?** The Ford Foundation money assisted in publishisgries of
educational perspectives books entifléee American Indian Read#rat focused on a
range of topics: anthropology, education, literafdmstory, and current affairs with an

emphasis on treaties. In 1981, the AIHS receivextter Ford Foundation grant for

A motion passed to repay the loan within the nkeséd months; Leach, Janice-Faye. “Promoting Self-
Determination Through a National Indian Newspapéassaja: a Case Study” MA Thesis. California State
University, Fullerton, 1974, 97.

9% |HP Board of Directors Meeting, January 8, 19&2| 24, Costo papers, Primary Source Microfilm,
2001.

99 |HP Board of Directors Meeting Minutes October 1969, pg. 2, reel 24, Costo papers, Primary Source
Microfilm, 2001.

%% |HP Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, October 3071, reel 24, Costo papers, Primary Source
Microfilm, 2001.

%1 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, November 1871, box 12, folder 22, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.
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$250,000 to support the continued publishing ohés/spapeiWassaja®® While grant
money assisted the Press, financial security coatino concern the organization. The
AIHS established the IHP as a for-profit press\detifrom a desire for a “more
consistent and permanent” method of financing trexall organizatiort’® Aware of the
financial challenges, Henry-Costo declared a need promotional campaign for its
publications “or else have difficulties in the néaiure in our operations® In support
of this endeavor, the IHP advertised its booklather Jonesnagazine, a nonprofit San
Francisco based publicatié®. Aside from this small undertaking, the Presslyare
promoted itself through direct advertising or mairkgz The books made an impact as
illustrated with a letter from Castle Rock Publibidarian Carol G. Van Horn of
Washington. After readingsali she was compelled to write to the press and thzark
for publishing it. She commented, “I feel that masiite Americans are just now
becoming aware of the true history of the settbhthis country, and books like Bury
My Heart at Wounded Knee and Tsali are the maisaedor this new knowledge®

As a librarian, she also would recommend it to emyous readers seeking good books.

*02 personal correspondence, Willard J. Hertz, DePetyretary of the Ford Foundation to Rupert Costo,
President of the American Indian Historical Sociédgvember 12 1981, reel 14, Costo papers, Primary
Source Microfilm, 2001.

%3 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, June 12, 19%4.,2, box 12, folder 22, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.

04 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, October 3, 1956x 12, folder 21, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

%> Mother JonesJanuary 1979, 7.

*%® personal correspondence, Carol G. Van Horn tolfitian Historian Press, December 30, 1972, reel 16,
Costo papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.
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Books selected by the Press to publish includedeseorks that represented
“firsts” in the field of cultural and social histarlt chose to publish books from a myriad
of tribal, geographical and cultural areas. Thasision encouraged a general sense of
drift in the overall mission of the press. It apped unfocused with no cohesive theme
for its collective publications. Some of the boalgpeared without reference notes
making it difficult for readers and scholars torfeenore about the subject.

In addition to original works, some of its publicats reprinted earlier volumes.
For example, the Press reprinted a mimeographeg stuLl965 by anthropologist Ernest
Schusky, under the Board of National Missions efltmited Presbyterian Church with
the cooperation of the Institute of Indian Studiéshe State University of South Dakota.
Schusky was a former graduate student of Sol Téxeat)niversity of Chicago. The
AIHS utilized portions of Schusky’s report in itsrges of teacher workshops held
throughout California in 1966. The IHP publishedi@itial run of 3,000 copies that
quickly sold out, encouraging a second printing &00 copies of he Right to be
Indian>®” Schusky’s brief study included general informatior the uninformed person.
For example, he discussed who is an Indian anditlegights difficulties of Indians as
“special citizens.”

Many of the authors had a personal connectiondw fubject; indeed some tell a
greater story through the prism of personal histdrgr example, well known journalist
Tim Giago Jr., Lakota, firmly believed a mainstrepublisher would never have

published his book of poetry reflecting on his exgeces at boarding school. A close

%7 |HP Board of Directors Meeting Minutes Januarit871, reel 24, Costo papers, Primary Source

Microfilm, 2001.
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personal friend of the Costos, Giago went on taéduakota Timeswhich he renamed
Indian Country Todayn the 1990s. He deeply admired Costo and refexthan in
several times in his syndicated coluiates from Indian Countryltimately, the IHP
published dozens of books on topics that many rraias publishing presses

overlooked.

Figure 10 Jack Norton, Hupa/Cherokee, holding g @dfhis book at the
annual California Indian Conference. Image coyrtdsauthor.

Genocide in Northwestern Californay Hupa/Cherokee historian Jack Norton,
published in 1979, represented the growing impageamong Indian scholars about the
silence surrounding genocide in nineteenth cer@alyfornia. Professor Norton sought
tenure at Humboldt State University at the tim@&opublication. The book used the

United Nations definition of genocide and applieduse to California Indians.
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The IHP published Lumbee historian Adolph Didllse Only Land | knoyone of
the first general histories on the Lumbee IndignSautheastern North Carolina, a
federally unrecognized tribe. The Lumbee Indigt®ived their name from the
proximity of the Lumber River, commonly referredas the Lumbee River, which
travels through southeastern North Carolina. Bekinowledged the unknown about
Lumbee history and noted, “To be a Lumbee is tolbaked in the myths and
uncertainties of the past, to find your pride idilmess being challenged and
denigrated.®®® Regardless of the lack of federal recognitioral Brgued that Lumbees
always knew themselves as Indians. He recognlmad_umbee cultural practices had
disappeared. However, he noted historic mistreattimg local Whites, as an important
reason for this disappearance. A segregated Irsdiaool showed Lumbees to be Indian
since they were treated as “others.” Dial’'s woak@voice to a tribal group long
silenced in history.

Another “first” in the field of cultural history fothe Press included publication of
Give or Take a Century: An Eskimo ChronibleAlaskan Eskimo, or Innupiat, Joseph
Senungetuk in 1971. It was as the first book emitby an Alaskan Native without a non-
Innupiat co-author. In the preface to the secontioeg Henry-Costo described the
significance of Senungetuk’s work as a “distinabtrdoution, both to the literary world
and his people® Senungetuk was an artist who received his bacheldine arts from

the San Francisco Art Institute in 1972 and createthe artwork that appeared in the

%% Adolph L. Dial, and David K. Eliade3he Only Land | Know: A History of the Lumbee ImgiéSan
Francisco: The Indian Historian Press, 1975), xiv.

% joseph E. SenungetuBive or Take a Century: An Eskimo Chronif1®71; reprint, San Francisco:
Indian Historian Press, 1982), ix.
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book. Senungetuk underscored the importance ofitiik in describing Innupiat culture
and noted, “There is much to learn about my ancgshuoit | feel that the usual
‘authoritative’ sources do not offer this knowledg& Senungetuk recalled the Costos
“force fed” him writing skills so that they couldiplish his only book and the Press’ first
quality hardcover book including colorful &f: The book lacked a bibliography. It
constituted more of a personal memoir about hisecdhate family.

The IHP also publishe@ihe Iroquois and the Founding of the American Natio
by historian Donald A. Grinde Jr., Yamasee. Thekjarovided one of the earliest
works to examine the Iroquois Confederacy influsnme the authors of the United States
Constitution, including Benjamin Franklin. Senectst Peter Jemison, provided the
accompanying artwork. In the preface, Grinde notedlliteracy of many colonists and
asked readers to contemplate that perhaps, intpaytunderstood democracy not by
reading John Locke but by observing Indians anit thectioning government. The
Press openly entered into the controversy and pieairtbe book as “a new and
challenging approacir*?

Boarding schools received attention by Tim GiagpLhkota, with a small book
of poetry,The Aboriginal Sinpublished by the Indian Historian Press in 19G8ago
dedicated the book “for those Indians who enduaed,somehow survived this assault

on their sense of value and their culture,” anerefd it as a therapeutic testament for

*1%hid, 9.
*11 Joseph Senungetuk, “Change is in the Worlla¢horage Daily NewdNovember 12 1989, E3.

*12The Indian Historiarvol. 10 no. 3 (Summer 1977): 64.
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those who did not survivé® He hoped the book would educate non-Indians atheut
hardships experienced by Indian children becaugelafies based on the perceived
inferiority of Indian culture. In the book, he edtthe biographical nature of his poetry
and commented that some boarding schools poli@dsrproved for the better. Giago’s
book represented one of the earliest publicatiommiblicly question the purpose of
mission schools and discuss the harsh treatmesetiexjged by some Indian students.
Based on his experiences as a former student gtRtary Mission School
(later renamed Red Cloud Indian School) locatetherPine Ridge reservation in South
Dakota, Giago offered a critical assessment ofdingrschools. He believed his book
spurred uncomfortable questions about the missibod leading to unknown
employees’ attempts to expunge him from schoolrecand yearbooks. Giago recalled
that the superintendent of the school called hichlaweled the accusation that his book
damaged the school’s ability to fundraise. In addithe asserted various priests worked
in a coordinated manner to publicly deny his atégroe. Their public statement of non-
attendance was technically true, because the scaooé changed to Red Cloud Indian
School and Giago had not attended the school uhdespecific name. He described
their deception as a “pretty clever way to sileaadissenter>* Giago’s experience
demonstrated the burgeoning power of a small @redgpublications circulated among

Indians and non-Indians.

*3Tim A. Giago Jr.The Aboriginal Sir(San Francisco: Indian Historian Press 1978), viii

4 Tim Giago Jr., “Catholic Church Can't Erase Sifishe Past, Indian Country Todaypecember 15,
1994, A4.
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In discussing AIHS publications, it is impossibbequantify total readership.
Subscription numbers do not reflect total read@sgpublications got passed around or
read multiply times. Universities, libraries, dasoms, museums, reservations, and
individuals received copies of AIHS publicatiorfsor example, Ernest Wettstein of
Yuba College in Marysville, California noted itsliege library subscribed t®he Indian
Historian and assigned the first two volumes as requiredimgator all anthropology
students™ Several of the books published by IHP experierstath high demand they
required several reprinted editions. Regardlesek@Mmanner someone obtained IHP
publications, they shapedsense of community both between and among regemand
urban as it developed a cultural belonging throcmmmon readership. Undoubtedly,
columns and scholarly articles segued into contiersain Indian and non-Indian
households and communities.

AIHS publications provided a forum for communicasdoth within Indian
communities and between Indian and non-Indian conities. The power of
communications rests in the process of being adearganized, distributed, and received
in ways that support and confirm the dominant dg@evalues and assumptions while
purposely avoiding any possible challenges tdviass media historically served as a
method to homogenize society and either purposedgancate or undereducate the
general public. The mass media assumed the ralefehding the United States, or
distracting from the issues raised by Indian peaple

As a result, Indians initially found themselvesagald in media communication

practices without the ability to determine the emit Throughout U.S. history, media

*154\/iewpoints,” The Indian Historianvol. 1 no. 3 (Summer 1968):33.
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developed a caricature of Indian peopf®sThe mainstream print media tended to rely
on a dichotomous construction of Indian peopleshitch they appeared as either the
good “noble savage” or the bad, “blood thirsty se&'’ The spectrum of good to bad
placement of Indians depended largely on theitioglahip with whites in power and
level of assimilation. Henry-Costo declared itmpegure to discuss an Indian Press. She
asserted it is “not quite correct to speak aboufamerican Indian Press,’ since there is
no national newspaper, and no authoritative newscgeedited and controlled by
American Indians themselve3:® However, the AIHS participated in transformingttha
reality with its parallel publications to mainstneanedia. In addition, through
communication it strived to correct the false dii@moy and to assert Indian content in
media, and by extension into the minds of Indiams r@on-Indian peoples.

The Society publications reported on positive agtneents of Indian peoples and
historically contextualized events that assistelringing a level of accuracy and depth
missing in many mainstream publications. The apgmsought a balance of responsible
and responsive writing. The publications soughbaaotability, and in contrast to
mainstream media, talked with and to Indian peqpbeber than about them. Rather

than speaking about statistics from studies orrtepthe Society reporting provided the

*1% See Robert F. Berkhofer JFhe White Man’s Indian(New York: Vintage Books, 1978), 25-26. The
author asserts that White interpretation of Indiaas been incorrect because of three main reaons:
generalizing from one tribe’s society and cultwell Indians; 2. conceiving of Indians in termghodir
deficiencies according to White ideals rather timaterms of their own various [cultures]; 3. usimgral
evaluation as description of Indians.”

17 John M. CowardThe Newspaper Indian: Native American Identityhia Press, 1820-9QUrbana:
University of lllinois Press, 1999); Mary Anifeston,Native Americans in the News: Images of Indians in
Twentieth Century Preg8Vestport: Greenwood Press, 1996).

*18 Jeannette Henry, “The Indian Press: A Slow Dewelent,” The Indian Historianvol. 1 no. 5 (Winter
1968): 15.
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stories and voices behind the numbers. The AlH&gbed the tribal membership of
authors, subjects, and interviewees quoted. Bygleo, the AIHS maintained tribal
identities and recognized the diversity within ExiCountry.

From its earliest publications, the AIHS focusedmaties, treaty rights, and
challenging treaty violations as fundamental toradsing Indian issues. It published the
complete text of the first treaty with the Delaward 778, and the last negotiated treaty
between the United States government and the Nee Re1868"° It recognized the
100 year anniversary of the 1868 Navajo treatydoytipg the complete text. In
addition, the Indian Historian Press dedicateddsebook inThe Indian Readeseries to
the topic of treaties. The AIHS decided that alh{ed treaties should include the names
of the signatories, ensuring the memory of those signed treaties with the United
States. As a result of its commitment to publishimgtruth about treaties, AIHS
publications addressed access to historic justidea&curacy in any discussion on Indian
rights.

The motivation in establishing a diverse seriepudilications resulted in a strong
desire to document and offer testimony for Indiaogles. Henry-Costo described
Indian peoples as “in a hurry” to preserve storieg]itions, and poetry. She declared,
“We have no time to lose. We have to have a bddiyevature behind us. And so far the

Indian’s been struggling for justice-litigationgislation. We’ve been fighting for the

*19n addition, it published the complete text of Mavajo treaty in 1868. See “The First Treatyhviite
Indians,” and “The Last Treaty with the Indian$lie Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 10 (December 1965): 13
& 17; “Navajo-U.S. Treaty of June 1, 1868 The CoetplText,"The Indian Historianvol. 1 no. 2 (Spring
1968): 35.
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mere elements of survival and we haven't got t/i68&She maintained the need and
desire of Indian peoples to express their feelthgsugh the written word.

AIHS publications stood out because of the vargeksaof participants. Henry-
Costo concluded, “We’re a motley group. We incladeumber of real old-timers and
quite a few young peoplé®* Through its various publications, the organizasought
audiences of every age. The AIHS held a partibulagent desire to offer an alternative
to mainstream media and its frequent role of ptotgand insulating the federal
government and American citizens from Indian pesipialls for access to historic
justice.

The various forms of publications distributed bg Bociety offered an
opportunity for diverse publishing, from scholaasticles and current affairs to artistic
poems and humorous comics. The AIHS issued a riyomilmeographed newslett&éhe
Indian Historianin October 1964. For the next few years, the jabappeared on a
regular basis, but adjusted its schedule to bi-higrand eventually quarterly. Beginning
in December 1967 (-December 1979) a new serighefindian Historiarjournal
emerged as a quarterly publication with a professiformat measuring approximately
eight and a half inches by eleven inches. Henry&ssrved as editor and the journal
maintained its editorial policy of being “open tayaopinion, if that opinion is
responsible and the points raised are properlyeatitated.’”> The AIHS maintained

the journal as politically neutral and provided algspace for opposing opinions. By

20 Raphael Rothstein, “In the White Man’s Tongugtie New York Time#ugust 9, 1970, 5.

%21 Kimmis Hendrick, “History Revised: American Ind@falk Back to White Man’s ViewsThe
Christian Scienc&onitor, October9, 1968, 3.

*2The Indian Historiarvol. 1, no. 1 (December1967): 4.
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doing so, it encouraged the process of criticalith, as they declared “Let the people
decide for themselves what is true and what i®faléat is right and what is wrongf®

In addition, the AIHS published one of the firstinaal Indian newspapers with
original contentWassajabeginning January1973 (-October/November 19TOMarch
1980, due to production costs, lack of grant abdits, decreasing article submissions,
and labor requirements, the AIHS combiMgdssajaandThe Indian Historiarinto a
newsmagazineWassajabriefly reemerged as a stand alone newspaper fabrho82
through summer 1983. Finally, the AIHS publishezhddren’s magazinélhe Weewish
Tree from November 1971 through December 1980. Hamasicholar Noenoe Silva
summarized the significance of community-controledblications by noting they
represent “a site for the practice of freedofif.AIHS publications granted the
opportunity to contextualize and report on iss@esly seen and reported on by
mainstream media. By not limiting the organizatiorone form of publication, the AIHS
reached a broad audience and ensured that if dsliegtion experienced delay or
problems its other publications would continuewleek. AIHS publications served as a
site for practicing freedom by promoting the huntyaof Indian peoples and encouraging
critical thought.

The earliest system of communication in the fornindfan journalism and
publishing began in 1828 with the tribal publicatidherokee PhoenixThe apex of

Indian publications, however, occurred in the nateltwentieth century. The 1970s

523 bid, 5.

24 Noenoe K. SilvafAloha Betrayed: Native Hawaiian Resistance to AnzariColonialism(Durham:
Duke University Press, 2004), 201.

207



through the 1980s represented a dramatic shiftarptiblishing field for Indians peoples
because of the sheer volume of publications, astabkent of an American Indian press
association, and the emergence of Indian ownedgatinin presse¥> During this time,
periodicals such as newsletters, newspapers, jmimagazines, issued irregularly,
weekly, biweekly, monthly, and quarterly spokendian peoples’ perspectives and
gained a non-Indian audient&. The publications increasingly included a strergtd
call for self-determination and cultural revitalizen.>*’

Indian publications filling the role of advocatedaeducator during the 1960s and
1970s joined the myriad of publications from vag@ihnic communitie¥® However,
Indian periodicals differed by offering periodicédsgeted toward a tribal, multi-tribal,
regional, specialty (such as lawyers), or natienaliences* A shift in tone and
information resulted partly from the decline in govment and “friends of the Indian”
publications, and an increase in Indian peoplesticrg, writing, and distributing

publications.

2% Daniel F. Littlefield, “The American Native Pressd American Indian StudiesWicazo Sa Revie®
no. 2 (Autumn 1986): 51-57.

2% Daniel F. Littlefield, and James W. Parins, edsaerican Indian and Alaska Native Newspapers and
Periodicals, 1925-197(QWestport: Greenwood Press, 1986) and Danieltielield, and James W.
Parins, eds.American Indian and Alaska Native Newspapers arbBieals, 1970-1985(Westport:
Greenwood Press, 1986).

2" patty Loew, & Kelly Mella, “Black Ink and the NeRed Power: Native American Newspapers and
Tribal Sovereignty'Journalism and Communication Monographno. 3 (October 2005): 99-142; Susan
M. Murphy, “Native Print Journalism in the Unitetbfs: Dreams and Realitie&hthropologica25
(1983) 23-30.

%28 Sharon MurphyQther Voices: Black, Chicano and American Indiae$3(Dayton: Pflaum/Standard,
1974).

2 James E. Murphy, & Sharon M. Murphyet my People Know: American Indian Journalism,3-8278
(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1981).
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Costo previously experienced receiving an Indiaaaded publication with the
California Indian Rights Association (CIRA) newsétCalifornia Indian News
published 1935-1942. Costo described feeling “gactceive it” and noted, “It certainly
must have started our people to thinkind."Thomas Largo, Cahuilla and founder of
CIRA, acknowledged it primarily served “to give dadian people the truth about their
situation and to understand their legislative peatd with the idea of helping them to
distinguish true facts from false propaganda, wicatised no end of confusion among
our people.®?

Indian publications enabled broad accessibilityapgearing in English. AIHS
publications appeared in English but in some exampéed Indigenous words and
phrases. Specifically, tribal and cultural stouéiized Indigenous languages. Costo also
used the written format to reclaim his surname t@ki&” and published a series of
articles entitled “Meeahwhah Nahish” and “The Céhtin The Indian Historiarunder
Costakik. Costo explained the Coyote clan of MaimCahuilla referred to itself as
“Costakiktum” or “Costakik” but when non-Indianstghe name into writing they
shortened it to “Costo>
In some instances, the AIHS attempted to use Indige languages, but its broad

audience required a common language. In Califomany languages are moribund and

acute concern about tribal languages resultecdbnoad language revitalization

30 Rupert. Costo, “News From Our Delegate in WasliingRupert Costo,California Indian NewsApril
1935, 3.

314To Let You Know the Truth,California Indian NewsJuly 1940, 3.

*324Mee ah Wha Nah-hish;The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 1 (January 1965): 10.
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movement>® Yaqui scholar Elizabeth Archuleta observed, “é vontinue to perceive
English as an enemy and writing as an activity thake us ‘less than Indian,’ then many
will be left without a language or a position ofer from which to spealkc®* Thus, the
use of English assisted in speaking out and beapmsible, both literally and
politically. The editors oReinventing the Enemy’s Languagey Harjo and Gloria
Bird, further assert that, “to speak, at whateterdost, is to become empowered rather
than victimized by destruction® The AIHS recognized the concerns about languages
and published several articles on the topic, bterdéned communicating in English
provided a common language and an effective maorsgeak out>°

The process and power of “writing back” providediéms and their allies the
opportunity to advocate for Indian issues. The 8liHade a choice to maintain
independence and not seek or accept federal mimmiasy of its publications. Rather, it
depended on paid subscriptions, donations, grantseventually advertisement revenue
from its newspaper. The Ford Foundation and theNal Endowment for the Arts
provided some of the largest grants to the AlHSaddition, the Indian Historian Press

Inc. operated as a for-profit endeavor of the AIHS.

%33 Leanne HintonFlutes of Fire: Essays on California Indian LangeagBerkeley: Heyday Press, 1994);
Teresa L. McCarty and Lucille J. Watahomigie, “gious Community-based Language Education in the
USA,” in Indigenous Community-Based Educatia@d. Stephen May (Philadelphia: Multilingual Ma#,
Ltd., 1999).
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Writings of North AmericdNew York: W.W. Norton & Company, 1997), 21.
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Through its publications the AIHS sought constrestinutual understanding. For
Indian peoples, the majority population historigdield the power of printed word.
With the rise of community or tribally controlle@podicals, narratives, and histories
shifted to include Indians perspectives and asskisteultivating critical consciousness.
The Costos celebrated and promoted Indian culasewslturally distinct, remarking “He
doesn’t forget. And this tugging at the soul, tiniging of the spirit, makes it almost
impossible to exterminate his independent mind,gsdt was not possible to exterminate
him as a human being® In addition, the publications gave authors andoeslithe
opportunity to profess pride in their historiegditions, and cultures. By furnishing the
space to write their own histories, AIHS publicasallowed the freedom to challenge
directly the commonly held historical narrative.€TAIHS created publications not to
erase distinct tribal differences but to informiamdcommunities and encourage Indian
solidarity while promoting self-determination anshemunication of ideas.

The Society began its foray into the world of pditals in October 1964 with
The Indian HistorianThe periodical remerged as a professional jourmial a/new series
in December of 1967. Costo recalled the firstusston about publishing, “We first
talked about some type of publication at a coffepshear the corner of Van Ness and

588
€

Market, 5 or 6 people>®™ The AIHS viewedlhe Indian Historiaras a “journal of

history, information, and literature about the Aroan Indian in the past and his situation

37«p Statement of Policy: Indian Journal to Studystdiry and Development of Native RaceBiie Indian
Historianvol. 1 no. 1 (October 1964): 1.

>3 The People Behind WassajaJhited Indian Development Association Repowtel: VII, no. 7,
September 1977, 1.
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today.”3 For the first three years of publication, Cosseda fifty year old AB Dick
Copier mimeograph machine that he operated by #&rad.an undated speech, Costo
recalled the timely process of putting it togethele had the task of cranking the
machine, Bertha Stewart spent hours at night hglput it together, and Henry-Costo
served as editof* AIHS members received a complimentary copy asqfatteir
membership dues.

Initially, the list of subscribers included onlyetfifteen-member Board of
Directors, but quickly rose through the years. bwBimber 1965, Costo reportéte
Indian Historianhad 324 paid subscribers including universitigsaties, and schoof§?
In part because of the increasing subscriptioresAliHS determined it should develop a
professional published journdf Henry-Costo assumed leadership on researching and
recommending a publishing company. Ultimately, AldS voted and selected San
Francisco based Garrett Press out of four bidsibligh the new serie$? The last
edition of the old series proudly noted that it lgaown to nearly 1,000 subscribers.
Working together as editors, the Costos describegaurnal as a child grown into an

adult and proclaimed, “Step with us along the paftsuth, reverence, and homage to

3394p Statement of Policy,” 1.
*404ndian Historian to be Issued in Printed Formle Indian Historianvol. 3 no. 9 (November 1966): 8.
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Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.
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UCR.

212



our Indian traditions®*> The December 1967 new series had an initial fia®0 and
by February 1968 the journal had 1,543 paid subsrsi*® The readership exponentially
grew and by 1971 the subscription reached appradriyg,280 subscribers’

The success of the journal led the AIHS to passrganizational resolution
outlining the general format. The AIHS soughteacly understood format as it
identified its journal “now exerts wide influencpan the Indian world and among
scholars generally.” The criteria detailed theaprigation’s commitment to articles
written by Indians concerning their own tribal bist They also focused on a minimum
of one professional article in anthropology, arciagy, or other social sciences on the
topic of history or critical analysis of legislatipa minimum of one story demonstrating
Indian humor; a pledge to publish short storiepastry whenever possible; a vow to
deal with news objectively without editorializingtsshowing all sides; and determined
regular segments would include: book reviews, the& guestions and answers, and
viewpoints>*® By outlining the general format of its journadletAIHS emphasized
quality and consistency. It embedded a commitraadtpreference to publishing tribal
histories from tribal members that needed to becheln part, this pledge ensured Indian

voices would be consistently heard. The journatestas a powerful recruitment tool for

45 “The Child is Now an Adult, The Indian Historiarvol. 4 no. 3 (Fall 1967): 2.
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the Society and an instrument for constructive eosations, as several college classes
utilized it in coursework.

The original mimeographed journal developed a stsiatement of policy. The
inaugural October 1964 issueTfe Indian Historiandeclared it would be “published,
edited, and directed entirely by American Indian$Hie AIHS mentioned its targeted
audience for the journal included the “true scholaevery race.” Further, the statement
clarified it would report on Indian peoples’ issd&sserve them intellectually in any
way needed®° The Indian Historiarhad modest beginnings. However, its major
distinction was that Indian peoples directed th@pgiete process of the journal. In
addition to assuming parts played in decision-mgkales, Indians selected topics,
wrote, and overall determined the vision of therfal

From its foundationT he Indian Historiarpublished works that addressed a
myriad of topical issues and concerns. The edlityoms issued monthly highlighted
legislation and other government actions affectimdjan peoples. In addition, social,
political, artistic, and cultural articles appeaada regular basis. The scholarly emphasis
resulted in articles from the diverse fields ofranpology, archeology, history, literature,
ethnobotany, and the arts. For some scholars,ftretimajor publications occurred
within the pages of he Indian Historian Some of the early writings of Indian scholars
such as Henry Azbill, Maidu; Vine Deloria Jr., Sdarg Rock Sioux; Adolph Dial,
Lumbee; Edward Dozier, Santa Clara Pueblo; JackdspiPowhatan/Lenape; Tim Giago
Jr., Lakota; Donald Grinde Jr., Iroquois; Clara igwell, Choctaw/ Chippewa; D’Arcy

McNickle, Salish; Beatrice Medicine, Standing R&ikux; Jack Norton,

*494A Statement of Policy,” 1.
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Hupa/Cherokee; Alfonso Ortiz, San Juan Pueblo; 8i@diz, Acoma Pueblo; Morgan
Otis, Southern Cheyenne/Arapaho/Kiowa; James Riingawnee; and Katherine Siva
Saubel, Cahuilla appearedTihe Indian Historian

As the new series grew in its popularity, non-Imdiagncreasingly submitted
articles toThe Indian Historian Indeed, AIHS members privately lamented aboet th
difficulty in obtaining articles written by Indiascholars. The concern grew to such
intensity that the organization considered elimgatt but determined it served too great
a service to Indian educators and schot#rSome of the non-Indian scholars whose
work appeared in the journal included Lowell Be@eprge Castile, Laurence Hauptman,
Alvin Josephy Jr., Nancy Oestreich Lurie, Calvinritg Mary Fleming Mathur, Theda
Perdue, William Sturtevant, and Oswald Werner. é&ligfhThe Indian Historian
emphasized academic works, it also published studerk. A special issue “Dreams
and Drumbeats” of the journal was written and pradliby Indian students from
Stanford University>* In this manner, the AIHS assisted in furthering jiurnalism
education of Indian students.

In addition to articles, the journal also includeditorials, book reviews, and
briefly offered a section for letters to the ediémd questions. In announcing the section
letters to the editors, the Costos declared thaiting is more needed today than a
complete and untrammeled discussidtf."Thus, the AIHS promoted a dialogue between

the readers and producers of the journal. Inds&dge of the early questions served as

*%Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, June 9, 193 12, folder 25, Costo papers, Collection 170.
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basic education. Examples of early questions dezlunquiries on taxes, cannibalism,
and concepts of land ownersRiS. “Viewpoints” and “Commentary” replaced letters to
the editor and question sections in which shomiopis from letters appeared
anonymously if the author requested. Costo aldizedi the “Commentary” section to
issue editorials.

Costo served as the editor for book reviews andk@mhany other journal§he
Indian Historianpublished reviews that included candid criticadlgsis. Individuals
wrote the reviews but in some instances when aanizgtional discussion occurred, the
author listing appeared either as unlisted or dsiSstaff review.” For example, Costo
wrote a review of Richard LancastePggan: A Look From Within at the Life, Times,
and Legacy of an American Indian Tripablished in 1966 by Doubleday & Company.
Costo evaluated the book as a literary work, moeanoir or scholarly work. As a
literary work, he describes it as poor that “drceigl lisps and rants interminably about
the author’s feelings and respons&%.ln conclusion, Costo argued the book failed to
make any significant contribution to an understagaif the Blackfeet Nation or Indian
peoples.

Alongside Costo’s review appeared a commentargriétdm Chairman Earl Old
Person of the Blackfeet Tribal Business Coungcilthie letter, Old Person expressed
support for Costo’s review and noted, “He [Richhaahcaster] has not been welcomed as

usual and, in many cases, the people have expréssedislike and their distrust of

*3«Questions and AnswersThe Indian Historianvol. 1 no. 1 (December 1967): 33.
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him.”>* Further, while he acknowledged Lancaster may heen “adopted” by James
White Calf, he carefully points out that an adoptees not have any authority to speak
on behalf of the Blackfeet tribal community.

As a result of publishing the review and lettemfrthe tribal Chairperson, the
AIHS furnished a forum from which a book publisiesm a large press faced scrutiny
from Indian peoples. Rather than solely as a stilfige mass consumption, a tribal
member from the Blackfeet Nation had the opporjutatrespond in a public forum.
Costo’s review gained more exposure when Gordoni®owote a letter to the editor of
Montanamagazine published by the Montana Historical Sgcién his letter, Pouilot
complained of the positivieieganreview inMontanaand quoted from Costo’s review to
support his viewpoint>®

An additional example of dialogue and discussiochaxge occurred with
Oklahoma Cherokee Diana Bynum'’s review of UnivgreitMinnesota’s Arthur Harkins
and Richard Woods repofrhe Social Programs and Political Styles of Minnaegp
Indians A senior undergraduate at San Francisco Statedgeo Bynum originally wrote
the piece for her class taught by Professor Beadwed After summarizing the report
and asking some insightful questions, Bynum offexreditical assessment, describing it
as a “misrepresentation of both White and Indiamd eonsidered it “narrow, ignorant,
and prejudiced.” In her judgment, reports andistidn Indian peoples issued from
universities and government agencies constantlgaeg, but the value of them seemed

doubtful. Finally, she posed a fundamental quastimallenging the purpose and

555 |1hi
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usefulness of the report by asking, “why is it [raghbeing spent in such a fruitless
quest?®®’ The authors, Arthur Harkins and Richard Woodsgoto respond to her
review and the AIHS supplied space for the authors.

In a section labeled “Discussion” appearing beféagkins and Woods’ response,
the AIHS described the discussion as a “highlyrdéée reaction,” as dialogue needs to
occur for understanding. Further, the segment nibigicreaction by Indian peoples
toward reports were “deeply felt but largely unspakuntil the appearance of Bynum’s
review. The AIHS concluded that Indians conceraledut the information and research
distributed about Indians would “stand up and ‘tadick’ to both reporters and reports”
with increased frequency and “greater and greasstence >®

In their response to the review, Harkins and Waedsmmended serious readers
refer to the original report to gauge their intélifte authors proclaimed Bynum’s review
“erroneous and misleading” and a “genuine lackamhprehension may have
occurred.®® The authors systematically refuted Bynam’s revaewd consistently
reiterated that their purpose was to report on gg\and the style of public Indian
spokesmanship they termed “New Urban Chiefs.”

The authors’ sentiments about their purpose ilaistt a point raised by Bynum.
The research completed by the authors fulfilledr theals, but the value of the research
for Indian peoples was lacking. Further, by nabmporating any discussion with “New

Urban Chiefs” but verifying their conclusions abthiem through uncited “close Indian

>’ Diana Bynum, “A Question of Discredited Researdg Indian Historianvol. 3 no. 3 (Summer 1970)
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associates,” the authors left room for challengiregr methodology. Instead, the authors
place the responsibility of incomplete researchnughe “New Urban Chiefs.” The
authors asserted they had not prevented the “NéarucChiefs” from explaining their
positions or conduct, and indeed if presented withear and concise statement they
would publish it. However, the authors ignoredrtheck of inviting and including the
subjects of research in their report assessment.

In his commentary section, Costo entered this dsiom. He supported Bynum’s
review and raised additional concerns. Costo asletdged that some reports yielded
useful data but many also contained misleadingmétion. The problematic nature of
misleading information concerned Costo becausbefasting impact of it, “Decisions
are reached, policies are drawn from such conatgsioegislation is introduced and
passed.” Costo also believed the constructiond@peéndence on an “Indian expert”
guaranteed the process of keeping Indian peoptesubjection intellectually, socially,
and economically.” On behalf of the AIHS, Costoefally asserted the organization
worked with all scholars and did not support thigtbéhat only Indian peoples could
provide authentic scholarly works. Rather it supgubthe belief that without Indian
“direction, objective and scholarly, the researdbdost in a wilderness of cultural
ignorance.®®°

Costo questioned Harkins and Woods’ scholarly eigeeand qualifications to
describe the style of Indian public spokespersdthes proceeded to call for an end of
more research by unqualified personnel, and insteguied that money for unnecessary

research should be “directed to positive actioadileg to the betterment of the Indian

*%0 Rupert Costo, “CommentaryThe Indian Historiarvol. 4 no. 1 (Spring 1971): 64.
219



people.” In the end, Costo concluded the exigaidar more cases of unity among
Indian peoples than Harkins and Woods identifiedugh their report. The AIHS
facilitated a dialogue between the authors anceresi and through that dialogue,
provided for evaluation of methodology and evercepa question the purpose and
intent of research.

In part,the Indian Historianas a parallel publication exposed its broadening
audience to opinions that countered and resporadpobblematic and misleading
information that appeared in mainstream publicatiolm 1967The Los Angeles Times
printed a story about Jeanne Weldon, a young wqguaditipating in the Volunteers in
Service to America (VISTA) program, and the onlymber living and working on an
Indian reservation in California. VISTA sent herthe Santa Rogancherig home to
the Tachi Yokut tribe, located roughly forty milestside of Fresno, for eighteen months
because it believed the reservation to be oneeoptiorest in the state. On her last day,
Weldon gave an interview fbhe Los Angeles Timas which she summarized her
experience, “There are no leaders here at all. ocares. Look around. The windows in
the shacks they live in are knocked out. Garbaggurk everywhere. They just don’t
care about anything.” The twenty-three year otihfrCleveland, Ohio described the
Tachi in negative terms. She alleged, “they danH fight all the time....It's a nasty
situation.®’ Indeed,The Los Angeles Timekose to focus its article on Weldon’s heroic

efforts and her perception of the hopeless natlireiowork.

%1 Charles Hillinger, “Indians Refuse to be Helped BISTA Girl Plugs Away,”The Los Angeles Times
February 15, 1967, A6.

220



Rather than demonstrate compassion or informedrstaaeling, Weldon
appeared judgmental and insensitive because autieiral ignorance. One wonders if
VISTA sent her to the Appalachians if her reactimicommunity poverty would earn
such scorn. President Lyndon Johnson initiate@iispoverty program after his public
tour of “poverty pockets” in the Appalachiatfé. Indeed, President Johnson’s War of
Poverty provided the funding for VISTA through ©#ice of Economic Opportunity.
Weldon’s comments painted a picture of Indian pesjls lazy and dirty. The article
noted the Tachi men’s high unemployment rate aadwienty four families living on the
reservation as welfare recipients. While discug3iachi children, Weldon commented
about the high rates of illness, “Poor little kidBhey're sick all the time with dysentery,
colds, and have TB.” She continued, “The childreme to the class filthy dirty with

lice in their hair.?®3

Weldon declared her greatest accomplishment ttbeincing
eleven young men and women to leave the reservatidrenter into vocational training
programs in Oakland, San Jose, and Los AngelesWeétdon, the triumph of
persuading some Tachi to leave the community slsesemat to assist demonstrated that
she afforded minimal consideration to the histdrazal institutional circumstances that
led to poverty on theancheria

The decision byrhe Los Angeles Timé&s emphasize Weldon's story rather than
the Tachi inherently offered a lack of contextuadlgsis and instead stressed a common

predetermined narrative of the drunk, lazy, dirtgin. The article featured one quote

attributed to an unnamed Tachi tribal member inchlthis individual agreed with

%2 Ted Sell, “Johnson Asks Millions for Appalachiaid& The Los Angeles Time&pril 26, 1964, 1.
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Weldon’s assessment, noting, “the problem withTtaehis is they don’t want to
cooperate, to try and get along, and make sometfititemselves.” Denton Bedford,
Delaware and an AIHS member, brought the artickaecattention of members. The
Society responded by sending letters to Presigt#mtson, Sargent Shriver, head of the
Office of Economic Opportunity, and VISTR? The Society decided to print portions of
its letter inThe Indian Historian Additionally, it printed the response receiveaht
William Crook, Director of VISTA.

By utilizing an open letter format, the AIHS demtrated a model of letter
writing for its readers. The model showed readiers to write letters of concern and
illustrated that a letter could receive a positegponse that could lead to change. Inits
letter, the AIHS called Weldon’s comments a “hatsfectacle.” The primary complaint
of the AIHS centered on Weldon in her capacity &3 A worker giving the interview
and “turning on those she is supposed to [helpjeMban that-to understantf®
However, the AIHS also stressed the difference betwwhat Weldon completed and
what the Tachi reservation needed. In its letterSociety noted, “They need toilets, but
they get a social center! They need a roof ovaer treads, but they get a place in which
to play games.” The AIHS succinctly added, “Whatlie Tachi want? They want more
than the VISTA girl has understood. They want esti®®® In his response, VISTA

director William Crook apologized. He called Welt®oomments “unfortunate” and

%54 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, April 1, 19@#%x 12, folder 12, Costo papers, Collection 170.
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shared his decision to distribute copies of thielarind letters to all training centers as
an example of harm caused by “thoughtless commtioic®®’ In conclusion, Crook
expressed his gratitude to the AIHS for raisingoawns because it presented VISTA a
“valuable training tool through which we may seelavoid other incidents of this kind.”
By gaining the audience of VISTA through effects@mmunication, the AIHS assisted
in providing a teachable moment for those currewtbyking or in the future would work
within Indian communities.

A couple of years latefhelndian Historianpublished a letter it received from
David and Trudy Brunt, VISTA volunteers and AlIHSasiate members. Assigned to
Birney, Montana on the Northern Cheyenne resematiee Brunts described the isolated
community. The Brunts acknowledged the deplorabte@oor economic conditions but
they also shared some community requests, inclutiemgreation of a cooperative
grocery store and gas station, which the couplsysd. In contrast to Weldon, the
Brunts wanted to support the community and theadse The couple described Birney
as “a town in real need of programs which will dcevrecreation, education® In
support of local artists, the Brunts inquired abibet AIHS Museum of Indian Arts at
Chautauqua House exhibiting Birney artists. Cosgponded positively about hosting
the artists and publicly called upon its membersupport the Brunts’ work at Birney. By
publishing the letter exchange, Costo demonstrafeakitive approach by VISTA
volunteers. Although he did not reference Weldegular readers dfhe Indian

Historian most likely recalled the article in which her naappeared. Therefore, Costo

%7 1bid, 28.
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published a cultural practice of imparting a lesebreaders hearing that which is left
unsaid.

The AIHS also utilized its pages to focus on thpydar culture of television and
film. Kent Mackenzie served as director, writardgroducer offhe Exilesa 1961
documentary on relocated Indians in the Bunker hélghborhood of Los Angeles. The
independent film received many accolades but ipaese to letters received, the Society
issued an editorial response. It maintained thedistorted the experiences of many
urban Indians and called it “an insult to Indianerywhere.” The Society believed the
film failed “to reveal the nature of the relocatiprogram, nor does it tell the truth about
the Indians’ problem when on relocation.” In corsotun, the editorial asserted that
Mackenzie’s film neglected to demonstrate the digiof urban Indians’ experiences
and that “many Indians have managed to win out-everelocation, in spite of all the
unfavorable conditions>®® In addition to responding fbhe Exilesthe AIHS also
published several articles focused on popular cefl! For example, the organization
spotlighted the recruitment of Indians from South€alifornia used as movie extras in
the 1969 film “Tell Them Willie Boy is Here>® The AIHS commitment to publications
provided for dialogue on Indian issues within thdev public discourse and with more

contextual understanding.

9 “The Exiles Draws Indian Critics’ FireThe Indian Historiarvol. 3 no. 4 (April 1966): 24.
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no. 2 (Spring 1973): 23; Gerald Wilkinson, “Coldigan Through the Media,The Indian Historianvol. 7
no. 3 (Summer 1974): 29-32; Hedy Hartman, “A BRefview of the Native American in American
Cinema,"The Indian Historianvol. 9 no. 3 (Summer 1976): 27-29.

"1« And Now a Film: Indians on LocationThe Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 5 (Winter 1968): 27.
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In part, to facilitate understanding of Indian bigtand culture the AIHS decided
to publish a youth magazinéhe Weewish Treen 1971. The magazine contained
stories, drawings, poetry, and recipes. The irgiiitorial board included Jeannette
Henry-Costo, Linda Lomahaftewa, Joseph Senungatuk,John K. White. In describing
the name selection for the magazine, the editdieateit as a Cahuilla word for “acorn
food.” They concluded, “we like the name we havesgn for this magazine. We like
the sound of it, and we hope you do t3& The organization printed 10,000 copies of
the first edition and decided to limit subsequeiitings to paid subscriptiort$® By
1973The Weewish Treschieved broad popularity with a paid subscripteer 8,50
The following yeaThe Weewish Treead a paid subscription of 9,000 and was now
“nearly self-supporting>">

While written for a younger audiencEhe Weewish Tremaintained a similar
structure to other AIHS publications. It includedection “The Weewish Dictionary”
that listed unfamiliar words and provided definitso The magazine included a section
“Indians of Today” and “Indians of Yesterday” tdrnoduce its readers to specific Indian
people. The second edition introduced readersad.lgan Issacs, Pueblo recording artist

and co-owner of Indian House Records, and Ramoalayia, whose life inspired Helen

*"2«The Mighty Oak,”The Weewish Tre&lovember 1971, 3.

"3 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, November 1871, pg. 2, box 12, folder 22, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

" Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, September1i%,3, pg. 2, box 12, folder 24, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

"> Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, June 9, 193 12, folder 25, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.
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Hunt Jackson’s booK® Another section featured “Questions and Answemtigre the
editors invited their young readers to write lettabout Indian history and life. Through
this open approach, the AIHS encouraged activecgaation of its young readers.

In the first edition, the editors wrote an openeeto parents and teachers,
encouraging them to u3dne Weewish Tregs a group or family activity. They
suggested, “These stories may be read aloud, dg skercises. Or, they may be read in
the family or school group, as plain enjoyment.€yltontinued “The student is
encouraged to read to himself, because we bellesstimulates thought....And thought
is what's needed today as never before. A rewab#he family reading circle is certainly
needed. Why not use this magazine for such a petd’ By encouraging group or
family interest, the AIHS hoped to promote the ediomal prospects of all ages.
Eventually, the IHP would publish a compilationvadrks fromThe Weewish Treia
book format titledA Thousand Years of American Indian Storytellinghe introduction
of the book, the Costos anticipated questions atpotlt or legitimacy of its stories.

They asserted, “Are they true stories? Some aomeSare not. But in each of these
stories, one can find a kernel of truth, a lessolbet learned, and the heartbeat of love for
all things that live and breathe. If only one i#ten.””® The Weewish Tresever
attempted to serve as a formal, scholarly endedubrinstead focused on stories that
might capture the interest of youths. The Coskpdagned that the tradition of

storytelling imparted lessons about values. Fuytneencouraging cultural

>’®The Weewish Tredanuary 1972, 21 and 22.
5"«To the Parent, to the Teachefhe Weewish Tredlovember 1971, 40.

°’8 Jeannette Henry Costo, and Rupert Costo, AdBhousand Years of American Indian Storytelling: A
Weewish Tree Readét981; reprint, San Franciso: Indian Historiand8re 988), viii.
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understanding, they taught the importance of lisggand understanding instead of
ridicule or degradation. For historical conteke AIHS turned to its other publications

to promote cultural understanding.

*k*%k

The AIHS presented historical context to local pst$ by its members that
supplied more insight than trite stereotypes amtitelogy that generally accompanied
mainstream articles on Indians. The occupatioalcdtraz Island in the Bay Area
received major national media attention. Howethex , AIHS protest to protect an
Ohlone cemetery located about one mile west of iBlisSan Jose on Washington
Boulevard in present-day Fremont, located in the Bancisco East Bay, received
limited local media attention. Indeed, Ohlone PhBalvan viewed the occupation of
Alcatraz with a sense of detachment and indiffeeeacillustrated with his observation,
“We are all working people. We can’t take time wffgo demonstrating. We're just
happy we got the burial ground at la3t"The AIHS took steps to ensure its protection
from becoming a partial paved expressway extermmhunsuccessfully challenged the
Jehovah'’s Witnesses building a meeting hall andathadjacent to the burial grounds.

Stories about the Ohlones and California Indiargemeral rarely appeared in
mainstream media. However, in 1958 a storyhe Oakland Tribunen Mission San
Jose with an unflattering description of the Ohkeerfaced. This article publication
corresponded with the government policy of Indi@location in the Bay Area, which
potentially directed both non-Indians and out-@tstindians to draw negative

conclusions about Ohlones. The article describleldii@s as “squat dark-skinned people

> Caroline Turner, “Ancient Ohlone Burial Bowl Retied,” The ArgusJuly 25, 1971, 3.
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with low foreheads” and “no history and no outsiagdskills.” Additionally, it declared
Ohlones as “a race with no past and no future” wdescribing the encounter with the
padres at mission San Jo¥8. A photograph of an Ohlone cemetery accompanied th
article with a caption that referred to the “exti@hlone tribe.”

The indigenous homelands of the Ohlone encompassnttday San Francisco
Bay Area. Ultimately the Society provided the higtal context in its pages dihe
Indian Historianof the Ohlone tribal story and the call for pratex of Indian burial
grounds. In the 1964 debutDhe Indian HistorianMiwuk John Porter explained the
origin of the word Ohlone in relation to Miwukstrébal neighbor. The Miwuk word for
West is O’lo’no wit and people from the West arethO’Lo’Ni.**! Some of the
writings on the Ohlones published by the AIHS cdroen Ohlone people, a tribal group
repeatedly declared extinct by anthropologistsraathstream media outlets. However,
one must carefully point out that while governmeitficials, scholars, reporters and even
some Indians judged Ohlones as extinct, the Ohlnaesr forgot their tribal identity.

For many Ohlones perhaps the greatest blow to phulic recognition came
from anthropologist A.L. Kroeber. In his influeaitil925Handbook of California
Indians he asserted, “The Costanoan [Ohlone] group is&xdo far as all practical
purposes are concerned. A few scattered individsialgve, whose parents were
attached to the missions of San Jose, San Juarstdaaind San Carlos,” but he

concluded, “they are of mixed tribal ancestry amd &lmost lost among other Indians or

%80 Bij|| Strobel, “Indians who met Mission Padres LasDblivion,” The Oakland Tribunelanuary 31,
1958, E25.

*1“Ohlone People: Known Well,The Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 1 (October 1964): 11.
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obscure Mexicans>®? In part, Kroeber’'s assessment and opinion senteteeOhlone to
an accepted myth of extinction for years.

During the early twentieth century, Ohlones hadefatirecognition. A unilateral
move by Sacramento Agency Superintendent of Buné#udian Affairs Lafayette
Dorrington removed the Verona Band of [Muwekma] @@ from a listing of eligible
“landless” Indians in need of land in 1927 As a result, Ohlones lost their federal
recognition, eligibility for land, and subsequerntigve fought for federal re-recognition
for years. The misinformed declaration of extinetiny Kroeber led Indians and non-
Indians alike to dismiss the Ohlones as a peoplg mne. The assessment placed a
shadow over the discussion of the Ohlone burialigds. As a result, the storiesTihe
Indian Historianextinguished the myth of Ohlone extinction.

The protection of the Ohlone burial ground partigtivated the formal
incorporation of the AIHS in 1964. At a prelimiganeeting of the organization, Bertha
Stewart and Sylvia Green moved and seconded astigagon of the Ohlone cemetery
based on the findings report shared by Rupert Gektolearned about it through his

employment with the state highway department. ekxdbed the cemetery as seriously

%82 A L. Kroeber,Handbook of the Indians of Californ{a925, reprint, New York: Dover Publications,
1976), 464.

*83 For more on the federal recognition process oMbevekma Ohlone see Les Field, Alan Leventhal,
Dolores Sanchez, Rosemary Cambra, “A Contemporatgr@ Tribal Revitalization Movement: A
Perspective from the Muwekma Costanoan/Ohlone isdid the San Francisco Bay Are&dlifornia
History 1, no. 3 (Fall 1992): 412-431; Renya K. Ramifgative Hubs: Culture, Community, and
Belonging in Silicon Valley and Beyor{iburham: Duke University Press, 2007), 102-125jiphiaverty,
“The Ohlone/Costanoan-Esselen Nation of Montereyif@nia: Dispossession, Federal Neglect, and the
Bitter Irony of the Federal Acknowledgment Proce¥icazo Sa Revie®8, no. 2 (Autumn 2003): 41-77.
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damaged and without any care from any individualrganizatiorr®* At the request of
the AIHS, a joint meeting took place with the Wasgjton Township Historical Society, a
local history association including Fremont, Un{oity, and Newark. At this session,
President George Coit noted his organization haerakened the cemetery a historical
landmark but did not have the funds necessaryr®foa it. While the city of Fremont
wanted a right of way order to construct a streelbise of the clouded land title it was
not possible. Costo communicated the Society’smitment to protecting the cemetery.
He asserted, “We want no personal gain, and notfodny kind in this matter. We
want only to see that a hot dog stand is not plagesh the bones of our ancestors.”
Costo also shared that he had talked with the ppangst of Mission San Jose, whom he
described as emphatically and almost angrily repgét don’t want any part of that

cemetery.”®

%84 Minutes of a preliminary organization meeting,yJid, 1964, box 12, folder 9, Costo papers, Cabect
170. UCR.

*% Minutes of joint meeting of AIHS and Washingtonireship Historical Society, July 25, 1964, box 12,
folder 9, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.

230



Figure 11 Ohlone arch at burial grounds. Note tbeesmonument installed by
Mrs. Clorinda H. Stephens in the background in 19h%age courtesy of Galvan
family.

By August 1964, Costo’s research illustrated that€atholic Church owned the
cemetery but had long neglected it. As a resust@€proposed that the AIHS contact the
Church and if cooperative and amiable, it shoulenapt to obtain the land title and care
for the cemetery®® The next month the AIHS met with Catholic repreatmes,
including Father Moran, head of Catholic cemetefiédsnsignor O’Neill, pastor at
Mission San Jose, and attorney Richard Logan reptieg) the Diocese of Oakland at the
parish house at Mission San Jose in Fremont. AltéBibers in attendance included the
Costos, Nancy Landuk, John Porter, and Bertha S$tela@gan inquired about the funds

the AIHS had to provide care for the cemetery amestjoned if assurances could be

% Meeting Minutes August 21, 1964, pgs. 2-3, boxfaRler 9, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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promised for the continued care. Costo responddteirony of the question as the
Church had ownership for over 100 years but hadwet “lifted a single hand to pull a
weed, or set up a [grave plot] mark&t” He further found the question offensive, as an
estimated 4,000 baptized Catholic Indians buriedetlwere “most responsible for the
building of the mission and the original churchtlasared for both throughout the years.

For Costo, even an all volunteer group would bagrovement compared to the
neglect of the Church. Few markers existed to anc@the cemetery. The only
permanent marker at the cemetery had been addé&d by San Jose resident Mrs.
Clorinda H. Stephens, who erected a masonry waltdtect the site from grazing cattle
and artifact hunters. She also placed a smalksteonument inscribed: “Here sleep four
thousand of the Ohlone Tribe who helped the pdoéd this Mission San Jose de
Guadalupe, sacred be their memat3?”

At the end of the meeting both groups agreed tealpp the state to assume
responsibility for the cemetery. The Church repneéstives agreed to relinquish the land
title to the state. However, by November the Alld8aived notification that California’s
division of State Parks had no interest in gairmmagership of the burial grounds because
too many were being discovered with excavationsaamuepting one might create an

expectation that other burial grounds would faliienits jurisdictior®® As a result, the

87 Minutes of a joint meeting between representatdfahe Catholic Church and the Executive Countil o
the AIHS, September 24, 1964, box 12, folder 9 t€pspers, Collection 170. UCR.

%88 |_arry Smith, “Indian Burial Ground: Neglected SiteBecome LandmarkThe Daily ReviewFebruary
2, 1965, 13.

*%9 Meeting Minutes, November 29, 1964, pg. 2, boxfakier 9, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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AIHS decided to contact Bishop Floyd L. Begin o fBakland Diocese and request the
Church provide the AIHS with the land title to therial grounds for proper care.

The lengthy activities of the AIHS promoted dialegabout the respectful manner
in caring for the Ohlone burial grounds, and thei&y reported on its actions ihe
Indian Historian The first story to appear ifhe Indian Historiareppeared with a
headline that read simply “Ohlone Burial Site Acqdiby Indians.” The article
reminded readers that Ohlones built and cared issibh San Jose, giving reason to
guestion and formed a musical orchestra that &rlagsitors to listen to their music. By
reiterating the role of Indians, the AIHS inser@llones into local history, mission
history, and California history. In part, the irts@m of Ohlones into history challenged
the Spanish fantasy and romanticized missiori®eradditionally, an unspoken
commentary in the story included reflection abdat ¢oncept of ownership. As the
indigenous population in their historic homelarttie, Ohlones built Mission San Jose,
giving reason to question the concept of ownershipe lands, mission, and burial
grounds. The story served to remind readerseohtimanity of the Ohlone and their
acumen for music.

Coit, President of the Washington Township Sociexpressed delight about the
land transfer. He asserted, “This is a wonderifubbnews. It shows what can be done
when the people of all races get together in am gndeavor.**? Costo noted the need

for clearing and cleaning for restoration but iradéx! that when those tasks were

9 bid.

%91 John O. Pohlmann, “California‘s Mission Myth,” PWi3s., University of California, Los Angeles,
1974, Print.

*92«Ohlone Burial Site Acquired by IndiansThe Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 1 (January 1965): 5.
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completed a religious and civic ceremony to hoherdvent would occur. The Society
envisioned extensive plans for the burial groumdtuding building an Indian museum,
religious and cultural center, as well as a Chapelhe AIHS hoped to establish an
Ohlone Indian memorial park. In support of the péinke San Lorenzo Women’s Garden
Club donated one hundred dollars to purchase pfantee cemetery®

The following month a local newspapgne Daily Revievbased in Hayward
reported on the Ohlone burial grounds with comméwots Costo and John Porter. While
the informative headline read “Indian Burial Grouhglected Site to Become
Landmark,” the opening sentence presented Indisuasfargotten group. The first line
read, “A dusty page in American history, FremoQMslone Indian burial ground, is
going to be swept clean...” The article includdatiaf historical synopsis and overview
with information provided by Porter and Costo. @ostncluded the significance of the
repatriation of the Ohlone burial ground becaudaisdknowledge, this was the first time
“any church has handed back to the original inlaaibét of this country any land in which
their people are buried® The AIHS continued the discussion about the Ohlmméal
grounds and published the quit-claim deed in widifhop Floyd L. Begin of the

Oakland Diocese transferred the deed to the AMSS.

*3“Ohlone Memorial Plans,The Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 2 (February 1965): 12.

94430ciety to Develop Park From Indian Burial Sit&ie ArgusMarch 29, 1968, 2; “Ohlone Historic
Site Nears CompletionThe Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 3 (Summer 1968): 26; Executive Coulgleting
Minutes, January 4, 1967, box 12, folder 12, Cpstpers, Collection 170. UCR.

% Larry Smith, “Indian Burial Ground: Neglected SiteBecome LandmarkThe Daily ReviewFebruary
2, 1965, 13.

*%“Quitclaim Deed, The Indian Historiarvol. 2, no. 3 (March 1965): 18.
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In April 1965, the AIHS coordinated a rededicatafrthe Ohlone burial grounds
and a celebration accepting it on behalf of alidnd. The celebration attracted an
estimated one thousand people, blended culturabcaions and included a eulogy to the
Ohlones and Miwuks in the Miwuk language by Violdl&r Wessell, Me-wuk and AIHS
member; a peace pipe ceremony led by Adam Nord®alppewa; a presentation of the
Lord’s Prayer and Psalm twenty-three by Lowell $mbEIk in the Lakota language; and
a consecration of the cemetery by Bishop Begimef@akland diocese with the
assistance of six Indian altar boys from Pala regim of southern Californi&”

The Society planned the event with great careogzatlImedia, rather than report
on the significance, focused on the colorful, ihautic Indian attire. For example, the
reporter forThe Oakland Tribundescribed a bonnet made of plastic bristles ratiaer
porcupine quills® Similarly, The Daily Revievincluded an apology from a pipe dancer
Randall (Jim) Walmee in attendance who contrit&ed “I'm afraid I'm getting a bit
commercial” as he pointed to his plastic beadsymghirt, and buzzard feather
headpiecé” The San Francisco Chronictarried a front page story about the event
accompanied with a large picture of Bishop Floydkgin dancing along with Indians in
full powwow regalia. The story titled “Bishop’s @8Pow-Wow” relegated the significant
victory of Indians getting the Catholic Church &urn burial grounds to a story about

Bishop Begin. The author began his reporting byisbabout the opening of the dance

*¥"“The Program, The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 3 (March 1965): 5.

% Dodie Livingston, “Fremont Puffs Peace Pipe aidndCemetery DedicationThe Oakland Tribune
April 4, 1965, 30.

*9 Bob Lira, “Bishop Begin Officiates: Indians Whoiipup at Grave Site Ritual;The Daily Review
April 4, 1965, 6.
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with Bishop Begin calling “Come, dear princess’steteen year old Marlene Chibitty,
Comanché®

The local media issued judgments about the perdéack of authenticity and
revealed the commonly held preconceived notion‘tteal” Indians had to remain static
to fulfill non-Indians concepts of realness. Byaxsion, the unstated conversation
included an undercurrent belief that contemporadyan held no land rights to claim
violation as they were perceived as culturally theatic or not real Indians. As a result,
the media attention focused on catchy titles antupes while talking about the issue in
the abstract rather than specifically reportingl@victory of Indians. The AIHS public
commitment to protecting the burial ground attrddtee attention and participation of
surviving Ohlones living in the Bay Aré&*

Within weeks of the cemetery rededication, the ARd&d the prospect of
Fremont approving the Paseo Padre Parkway, a partiohich would run across part of
the cemetery. Ultimately, the AIHS emerged viaias in stopping the road from
encroaching on the burial ground by lobbying foréternative path for the ro&d& The
Society protest benefited from the participatiorfiather and son, Philip and P. Michael
(known as Michael) Galvan, Ohlone, who became addlHS members in 1965 and

established an Ohlone group within the AIF¥% Philip Galvan worked for years as a

69 jack Lind, “Bishop’s Big Pow-Wow,The San Francisco Chroniglépril 4, 1965, 1.
01 «The Ohlones, The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 8 (October 1965): 19.

892 |_arry Smith, “Fremont Freeway: Indians Rout Poliths,” The Daily ReviewApril 18 1965, 8;
“Fremont Zoning Planners to Discuss Key ItenTh& Daily Reviewduly 26, 1965, 12; “Parkway Battle
Won by Indians, The Daily ReviewAugust 18, 1965, 19.

8934 ndians Protest Fremont Planning;he Daily Reviewdune 29, 1965, 17; “Indian Life Film Showing,”
The Daily ReviewAugust 20, 1965, 11. Philip Galvan formally resd from the AIHS Board of Directors
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grounds caretaker at the Sisters of the Holy Fanadlwent in Fremont. As an AIHS
member, he drew many of the illustrations that apge inThe Indian Historian
including drawings that appeared on the journakeft?

During the same time the AIHS engaged in stoppiegbdad, Philip’s mother,
Dolores Galvan, Ohlone, publicly challenged thaarbf Ohlone extinction in a local
bay area newspapé&he Daily Review Galvan shared her life story and revealed tkat h
four month old daughter Eva Alvarez had been ortbefast people buried at the
Ohlone cemetery in 1919 and that a fire had desttdlye wood grave markets. By
sharing her story in a local newspaper, Dolorev&ualdisputed earlier print stories
claiming the demise of Ohlones and the depictiothein as less than human. Perhaps
part of her motivation in speaking out includedngag support for Ohlones and the
AIHS during its protest against the Paseo Padrewar. The Galvan family
participation in the AIHS provided an opportunitygublicly challenge the image of
extinction and the derogatory stereotypes of Old@ral by extension California Indians
in general.

The AIHS committed to care for and protect the @blburial grounds. After
acquiring the land title, the organization encowededifficulties with vandals. The city
of Fremont also issued a use permit for Jehovahtadsises building next to the burial
grounds. Local newspapers regularly termed AlH8qsts and expressions of concern

as going on the “warpath,” a trite, dismissive wthrdt evoked any disagreement as an

in July 1970. See Executive Council Meeting Minutaky 11, 1970, pg. 2, box 12, folder 21, Costoguap
Collection 170. UCR.

804«Artist,” The Indian Historianvol. 3 no. 8 (October 1966): 19.

8% | arry Smith, “Fremont Tribe: Indian Woman Link Rast,"The Daily ReviewAugust 8, 1965, 3.
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inherently hostile pursuit without merit. The AlHSperienced growing concerns about
vandals at the Ohlone cemetery. At a December r8&&ing Michael Galvan reported
someone stole a metal sign installed at the cem&&Philip Galvan asserted, “We
can’t do a thing unless we can be assured of groteagainst such heartless
vandalism.®?®” Due to the lack of support by local authoritigithin a year the AIHS
decided to enclose the burial grounds with stestifey materials for $1,20%°

The AIHS unsuccessfully organized a challenge éaJ#shovah’s Withesses
building next to the Ohlone burial grounds. Indeedeceived a $500 donation from
local philanthropist and conservationist Olive Hydgurchase the land from the
Jehovah's Witness&%’ The organization argued that the land was patiebriginal
Ohlone burial grounds and that the city violatedatinance that at minimum a one acre
lot be provided for use permits’ Despite the legitimate concerns of the AIHS, local
media minimized the concerns by inserting poomaptts at facetious humor. An article
in The Oakland Tribunepened with a description of a Fremont city coumaeting.

The reporter remarked “Recently City Councilman Bugh Block quipped during a

8% Executive Council Meeting Minutes, December 1065,%0x 12, folder 10, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.

897 «Cemetery Vandals Draw FireThe Daily ReviewDecember 23, 1965, 16.

6% Report to Board of Directors October 1966, pdod 12, folder 11, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

699 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, June 25, 1968 12, folder 11, Costo papers, Collection 170.
UCR.

®1%«ndians to Press Cemetery Battl@fe ArgusJuly 29, 1966, 1; Jim Wilson, “In Burial Battle:
Ministers Urged to Back IndiansThe Argus July 30, 1966, 1; “Graveyard: Indians on ‘Walpat
Fremont,"The Oakland TribungAugust 17, 1966, 17; Bob Lira, “Indian Society Gaages Church Title
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recess of the meeting ‘fffftttt! | just got an liagh arrow in the back.” He grimaced in
pantomime, laughed, and returned to wdf®.”Such reporting trivialized the legitimate
concerns of the AIHS.

While the AIHS unsuccessfully protested the Jehm/Mlitnesses, it continued to
inform readers and the public about Ohlones witp Frem Galvan family members.
The AIHS collected information in its Indian Arcleis to challenge the Ohlone
extinction. It received records from Bishop Begantaining the names of Ohlones
buried at and near Mission San Jose. The So&atywéd of more than one hundred
Ohlone descendents in the Bay Area. The AIHS pbbtl a summary of its findings and
its Indian Archives. According to the report, Olds “know where their grandfathers
and uncles and brothers and sisters are burietilan@....they are certainly not
extinct.”®? The Society planned “living lectures” on Ohloife bnd culture during
summer 19672 Also during the summer, the AIHS invited the palbd the Ohlone
burial grounds for Memorial Day candle lightingest Young members of the Galvan
family, Michael, Andy, and Eleanor, led the canidjleling of their ancestors’ resting
place®* Seventeen year old Michael Galvan participategsitbook reviews in which he

objected to the lack of Indian representation, @rate an article entitled “People of the

11 Bob Carr, “Indians Promise to FighThe Oakland TribuneAugust 18, 1966, 16.
®12«p Report: The Indian ArchivesThe Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 5 (May/June 1965): 20.

®13 General Program of Activities 1967 adopted by Etiee Council, December 10, 1966, pg. 2, box 12,
folder 11, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.

14 “Indians in Memorial Day Candle Lighting Rite§ihe Oakland TribuneéMay 28, 1967, 20.

239



West”: The Ohlone Story,” in which he furnished geal educational information on the
broad historical presence and survival of Ohldtigs.

The AIHS determinedly sought the return of Ohloneadl grounds land title to
Ohlones, in keeping with its policy of supportimg treturn of land to indigenous owners.
A condition for the transfer included the estabfigmt of a non-profit incorporation
under the name Ohlone Indian Tribe Inc. that waédbetually care for the burial
grounds, which Philip Galvan successfully estalglisin 1971. Speaking on the land
transfer, Costo noted, “we are not in the cemdbegimess” and expressed that the AIHS
always wanted the land to belong to the rightfidadmdent$'® The AIHS sent a
resolution to Philip Galvan, Secretary of the neadyablished Ohlone Indian tribe Inc.,
along with the pen that AIHS members used sigrinegésolution. The AIHS celebrated
the land transfer by printing the resolutionrine Indian Historiarf*’ Henry-Costo
recalled there had been early discussions on estalg the cemetery as a historical site
“but we did not want it open to the public, a grsiteisn’t a park but sacred grourtd®

As a federally unrecognized tribe, the Ohlone haither the legal right nor
access for a reservationmancherialands, which made the land transfer a significant
event as it was the only Ohlone owned land whiclusted an ancestral burial ground.

Philip Galvan described his sentiments when spegadioout cultural artifacts and the

®15Michael P. Galvan, “People of the West”: The Olel@tory,”The Indian Historiarvol. 1 no. 2 (Spring
1968): 9-13.

®1®Board of Director Meeting Minutes, June 12, 197d.,10, box 12, folder 22, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.
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burial ground, “It's ours and that’s all we had® The AIHS and Ohlone members
remained committed to protesting intrusions upatidn burial ground&° In addition,
Ohlone Indian tribe Inc. utilized the Ohlone cemgte intern Ohlone remains
discovered when new construction unearthed thetineiBay Are€?*

However, Costo purposefully pointed out the neetognize tribal sovereignty
among Indian tribes in regard to individuals emtgiinto action “on behalf’ of any tribe
without the tribe’s knowledge or agreement. Speliify, Costo publicly chastised
American Indian Movement (AIM) co-founder DennisriBa, Ojibwa, for prematurely
taking up the issue of Indian remains and artifemiisd in San Jose at a Holiday Inn
garage construction site “on behalf” of Ohloneshatit their knowledge. Philip Galvan
remarked on the lack of consultation from Bankdw@hlones. He noted, “Banks nor
any other Indian speaks for the Ohlone Indiansost@ expressed full support for Galvan
and the Ohlones. The Ohlones, according to Casih previously consulted with
builders and worked to re-intern their ancestralams. Costo recognized the difficulty
when Indians from various tribes moved into a aityl with good intentions often
intruded upon issues concerning local indigenabsdr He noted that Banks demanded
the builders cease construction, and urged a bbgttte hotel chain, leading Costo to
proclaim “That’s not his business....This is nofugstion of fancy-stepping protocol. It

is tribal sovereignty.” Thus Banks had no righspeak for the Ohlones or to take action

%19 Caroline Turner, “Ancient Ohlone Burial Bowl Reted,” The ArgusJuly 25, 1971, 3.

62040ld Indian Bones Uncovered at Apartment Complég,SThe Oakland Tribuneluly 6, 1972, 34F;
“Burial Ground: Building Site Taken Over in Indi&motest,"The Los Angeles Timdglarch 20, 1975, 3.

62LBones Unearthed: Ohlone Indian Remains to ge¢luRal,” The Daily ReviewJuly 13, 1972, B1.
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without their informed broad consent. Costo whknaevledged supporting Banks’
earlier causes, concluded Banks needed to “bathuitfi interjecting himself??

Eventually, California passed legislation estaltigithe Native American
Heritage Commission and charged it with mediatiatpeen Indians and non-Indians,
and being responsible to work towards identifying aataloging sites of cultural
historical significanc€*® During the late 1980s, Ohlone members found tleéras in
the center of a debate within Indian, anthropol@mng museum circles. They worked
towards an agreement in which Stanford Universgiyame the first major university to
repatriate the skeletal remains of over 500 Ohldoeseburial®®*

Working in support of the Ohlones, the AIHS supgdrthe recommendation for
the name for the new Fremont-Newark community galleo be Ohlone College in 1967.
Wilma Prewitt, an associate member of the AIHSicafly submitted the first name
recommendation prior to the trustees even develppime-adoption procedur&s.
Philip Galvan appeared before the College Boartrostees to represent Ohlones and
the AIHS. He noted, “Whether you choose this nameot, we will always be willing to

help the teachers and particularly this colle¥f& His statement fully illustrated the AIHS

commitment to education with particular willingnégsswvork collectively towards

622 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: Tribal Sovereightassaja February 1977, 2.

623 John Hurst, “Final Ignominy to U.S. Indians: GraRebbing,”The Los Angeles Timedlarch 21, 1977,
1.

624 Jane Gross, “Stanford Agrees to Return AncienteBdno Indians, The New York Timedune 24, 1989,
1; Jay Matthews, “University to Return Ancestralngs to Tribe, The Washington Pgslune 23, 1989,
A4.

82>«Ohlone, Indian’s Tribes Name, Urged for Juniotl€ge,” The ArgusJune 1, 1967, 1.

%6 «New College is Named OhloneThe Indian Historianvol. 4 no. 3 (Fall 1967): 12.
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informing both educators and students through varimaethods. Galvan embraced his
role as teacher and expressed his feelings abeubtttinued inaccurate reporting on
Ohlones. Eventually he ceased speaking with lm@ahstream newspapers. The Society
supported his decision, and in a show of alliamfesed to speak with local Bay Area
newspapeihe Argus?’

Out of a desire to inform and provide news to Indithe AIHS turned to
developing its own national newspapilisrepresentation and misinterpretation on
Indian events and priorities within mainstream raegtemonstrated a need for Indian
perspectives. Many of the stories in mainstreardiangid not fully cover the reasons for
Indian concerns and protests. As a result, maoplpeeceived information without
context and therefore limited readers’ understagdiimerefore, the AIHS developed
Wassajaas homage to Carlos Montezuma, a lesson in Irdsary itself, and continued

the work of letting people know.

827 pachter, John. “Mistrust Halts Telling of Ohlorter$,” The ArgusJune 27, 1975, 2.
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CHAPTER 7
“COMMUNICATIONS IS THE DESPERATE NEED AMONG INDIANS WASSAJA

During the 1960s and 1970s, three major Indian papers beganindian Voices
was published sporadically from 1963 to 1968.etieived financial support from the
University of Chicago. Members of the Iroquois Gaadracy, also known as
Haudenosaunee or Six Nations, establighlesesasne Notes 1968. It became a
national newspaper, primarily reprinting newscliggs. In 1973, the American Indian
Historical Society (AIHS or “the Society”) creatgd own newspapeklVassaja It
promoted Indian self-determination through origiadicles.

Rupert Costo, Cahuilla and president of the AlHShdered for years the
possibility of such a newspaper. He disapprovetth®fpractice oAkwesasne Notex
copying articles from all over the country with@iting any credit. Some of these
articles contained misinformation, which subseglygmromoted misunderstandings.
Wassajaalso encountered mainstream media coverage wlaossives tended to
categorize Indians as marginal and their issuéswéal, ineffective, or without cause.
Costo commented the idea of a national newspap@ia®ed out of his observation that
no newspaper delivered “Indian news to the Indieopte directly.®?®

In contrast to mainstream publicatio$assajadisplayed the hopefulness for
successful protests and considered Indian conegwhslisputes as purposeful because it
viewed them through the lens of historical contaekiaation. By providing a rich
contextualization of the social, racial, econonaiagl political complexity of issues,

Wassajgpresented a more complete picture of events amdteced mainstream media

5% Janice-Faye Leach, “Promoting Self-Determinatitnoligh a National Indian Newspaper: Wassaja: a
Case Study” MA Thesis. California State Universkyllerton, 1974, 89. Print.
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with its skewed reporting and stereotypical languads a parallel news sourédéassaja
challenged mainstream publications that tendecterdl and distract from the issues

Indians raised.
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Figure 12 inaugural edition &WVassajaabove fold. Note the masthead image and

headline. Image courtesy of author.

Costo insisted thaassajahold self-determination as its guiding philosoplhy.
the leading editorial of the inaugural issue, Caodémtified self-determination as “the
one strategic need of our people” and noted thatrehs of concern for Indian
communities derived from it. Self-determination miean end to bureaucratic control and
Indians making their own decisions and mistakes.réfjarded sharing accurate news
information as a supportive tenet in supportingdndelf-determination. Costo shared

the story of Chautauqua House, the formal AIHS faaders, receiving over fifty copies
245



of an identical editorial concerning “Indian Orgtbsent in by family and friends across
the country. Costo summarized the editorial aslaing the lack of one passionate and
eloquent Indian to speak for all Indians. Theatl outraged him and he viewed its
broad dissemination as problematic. Costo resphritiéhat is it with these white
people, they simply refuse to understand us! Thezeso many eloquent Indian voices
that one can only say: The gift is rich indeed. atio these people listen to, that they
can't hear the Voice of the Indian today.” He atdld&he trouble is that we get [sic]
dam little coverage in the mass media—coverageiobest people, our most eloquent
people, the men and women who truly have sometoisgy and say it welf*® Costo
disapproved of mainstream newspapers because he foe information on Indian
affairs “meager, and largely inaccurate,” and dgttarticularly strong need to provide
correct information since legislation, policiesdageneral public support or opposition to
legislation on Indian affairs depended largely wailable printed reportinf®

The Society recognized that Indians needed tofoenmed about legislation,
litigation, programs, educational and economic ofyuties and the successes and
failures in Indian affairs on an individual, tribaind urban level. While Costo
consideredVassajgorimarily an Indian newspaper, from previous loblgyefforts, he
recognized and understood the benefit of buildihgreces among diverse tribal groups
and non-Indians. Alliances based on respect raliaer pity or charity assists Indians
because an informed non-Indian speaking abouthngk#-determination had the

potential to provide broader discussions in nonadnadommunities. Further, by

29 Rupert Costo, “Speaking FreelyWassaja February/March 1973, 3.

630 Rupert Costo, “Editorials: Self-DeterminatiomfassajaJanuary 1973, 2.
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promoting understanding of tribal issues in ond pha state, region, or country
provided a model for other tribes and an opporyulaitoffer multitribal support.

Communications remained central to the purposaehewspaper. Costo
relayed the importance of bringing informationndien communities because previously
mostly gossip or the grapevine informed people amstream publications infrequently
reported on government policies, general eventselevant new stories to local Indian
communities. He supported publications sucWassajabecause, “It is impossible for
any people to make wise decisions unless they alhtiee facts at their disposal.”
Ultimately, he concluded, “People talking to pegpleople listening (and hearing)
people; and people determined to get the newsoathers-this is what's so necessary
now, as never beforé* Costo’s wife, Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern @ieer,
brought significant journalistic experience andypld a key role in the newspaer,
eventually serving as editor. In discussing ttal@dishment of its newspaper, Henry-
Costo remarked, “communications is the desperatd aenong Indians’®®> The Costos
committed to a journalistic endeavor to maintaleweel of journalistic integrity and
accuracy.

The AIHS received letters that revealed varyingliguiesponses tivassaja
Tim Breasher, from Des Moines, lowa complainedrte@spaper held a “blah position
on many things” and suggested it become more ‘anilitin its reporting. In contrast,
Arnie Stepford, from Newark, New Jersey decriedrteespaper as “pretty militant” and

urged the newspaper to be more “conservative.” Chelmers, from Chicago, lllinois,

83! Rupert Costo, “Editorials: One Axe to Grind\assajaMay 1975, 2.

32 \Wallace Turner, “Paper for Indians Issued on Gbaste New York Time§ebruary 15, 1973, 11.
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objected to the namé&/assajaand even suggested a name change because, “We don’
know how to pronounce that name, and we don’'t kmtwat it means eithef*® Another
reader, Jackson Deere of Kansas City, Kansas caregld’Everything is so serious” in
the newspaper with its focus on laws and policidkimately, he suggested a “lighter
touch.”®®* Despite the varying criticisms representing ecsm of opinionsyassaja
maintained its journalistic integrity with an emgisaon accurate news reporting,
although it eventually incorporated satirical poéit cartoons. For the Costos, the
newspaper represented a mode of communicating lgregttin Indian country to
reservation and urban Indian residents, given échitnances and distant signals for
televisions or radios. As many mainstream newsapeglected to provide in-depth
reporting on Indian affairs, Indian newspapers l&dyiserved as a principal mode of
communication.

Costo valued tribalism and expressed a preferdratdribal groups publish their
own newsletters and Indian organizations commuaitatinformation and decisions in a
transparent manner through regular publications.cédled for Indian support of
Wassaja Costo asked, “How can we influence public opinigthout such a means of
communication? How can we let government know vithatsituation really is all over
Indian country? How can we even influence the nmaedia, who look down their noses
at us, unless we have a newspaper that ‘leavas®4t” Costo understood the

significance of a newspaper issued on a reguladidh and its powerful impact as a

833«voice of the Indian: Too Blah, The Name, Too Milit,” WassajaMay 1977, 4.
834«voice of the Indian: Fun PleaséassajaMarch 1978, 18.

635 Rupert Costo, “CommunicationsWassajaJune 1976, 18.
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communications tool. Indeed, he expressed a desaeentually publish the newspaper
on a weekly or daily basis because he felt the atnolunew stories warranted such a
publishing schedule.

As an organization, the AIHS wanted to ensure atio#ity and affordability of
its newspaper. The organization understood treekalssajarepresented in developing a
community network. In describingyassajaHenry-Costo asserted, “our newspaper will
be a force in welding Indians togeth&®In support of that vision, the AIHS subsidized
subscription costs for its newspaper with two piecing: ten dollars annually or five
dollars annually for Indians who could not afforéma®’ Eventually, it also subsidized
student subscriptions charging two dollars ang fifints, eventually increased to three
dollars, for a yearly subscription. In additiohpaef intervals the AIHS offered its
newspaper free of charge or in an exchange progpaeservations and organizations
throughout the United States. The AIHS also offdyelk sales of annual subscriptions
in bundles of five for $15; ten for $25; and twefdy $30 a yeaf>®

Similar to other AIHS’ publications, it is not paske to quantify total readership
of Wassajasince subscription numbers do not reflect all eesd For example, faculty
members at colleges requested copies for useimnctheses and to distribute on campus.
Historian Ken Owens, California State Universitac&amento, wrote in offering his
congratulations on the newspaper and asked fay thilditional copies of subsequent

issues because he concluded, “They will prove, tartain, a valuable aid to our

%3¢ Carrick Leavitt, “Newspaper for Indians Flourisfiebhe Washington Pastay 27, 1973, F15.
837 Wassaja March/April 1974, 20.

38 \WassajaJune 1974, 8.
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teaching efforts on this campu¥* Chairperson of the newly established Native
American Studies (NAS) at California State Univgrsban Francisco, Donald Patterson,
declared the newspaper “long overdue” and shamdhle NAS faculty used copies of it
in their classrooms “to further inform our studeatshe contemporary problems and
movements of our People&® The newspaper also served as a practical toalliege
class discussions. A reader from Anchorage, Ala8kdam John, shared that he led
several college discussions on the occupation aitled Knee and founé/assaja
“invaluable” in assisting his discussioH.

Passed along to family members, tribal membeends, students, or handed out
from Indian owned businesses and urban centerggsof\Wassajaexchanged hands.
Max Mazetti, Luisefio, wrote to the AIHS newspapai described how the Broken
Arrow Cafe on the Rincon reservation in southerhf@aia, distributed copies of the
newspaper. He shared a story of someone who firgwtcopy and drove twenty two
miles back to the cafe to retrievét. A letter from disgruntled subscriber Joseph Bear,
from Michigan, illustrates the practice of sharargl passing it along. He wrote to
Wassajacomplaining about the tardiness of his subscniptiBxplaining that he passed
around his copy to “maybe 25 people until it'stalin up by the time it gets back to me if

it ever gets back to me” and he wanted to ensgreasanteed arrival time for his

839 4voice of the Indian,"Wassaja February/March 1973, 2.
840«4voice of the Indian: Long OverdueyWassajaJune 1973, 2.
841 «voice of the Indian: Communication NeedetlyassajaJune 1973, 2.

8424y/oice of the Indian: 22 Miles for WassajalVassajaApril/May 1973, 2.
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subscriptior?*® Gluxu Taat Ploeu, Leni/Lenape, wrote to the newspaxpressing her
delight in finally deciding to subscribe to it “regr than having to scrounge second hand
copies” of the newspap&t The lengths people traveled for their copied\afssaja
demonstrate a strong interest in the publicatiasgramitment to reading it, and perhaps
the intention to pass it along.

In 1977 the AIHS discussed a unique predicamehe riewspaper had gained
more readers, yet lacked paid subscriptions. riteraplated decreasing circulation with
the understanding that the paper circulated by laawld‘one subscription could serve as
many as ten readerg’® The AIHS openly encouraged sharing and printbedraer that
read, “When you have finished reading Wassaja, twanl pass it along to a friend, a
relative!”®*® Perhaps the AIHS hoped greater exposure woul@aser subscriptions, but
more likely it wanted to inform readers whethenot they paid a subscription fee.

From its first issueyWassajahad a professional format. Measuring approxinyatel
eleven by seventeen inches, the newspaper appedskettk ink and with red ink
periodically in the masthead or headlines. The 3\B¢lected an image of three
Cheyenne men adorned with feathers and mountedmedas its official image that
appeared on the mastheadMdissajaand on its official organizational letterhead. Some

may consider the picture selection as an interatdia of non-Indian stereotype of

643 4y/oice of the Indian: Waiting for WassajaWassajaMarch 1978, 18.

6444 eni-Lenape,Wassaja October/November 1974, 25.

84> Executive Council Meeting Minutes, January 29, 2,9%%x 12, folder 27, Rupert and Jeannette Costo
papers, Collection 170. University of Californiay®&side Libraries, Special Collections & Archives,

University of California, Riverside.
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“Plains” Indians. However, the image publicly aministakably identified it as an
Indian production.

Costo may have been influenced by memories of #Hid#athia Indian Rights
Association (CIRA) newsletteZalifornia Indian Newswith its permanent cover art by
Sherman Institute student Elmer Curlie [Curley]vhja®*’ Its cover design included
three Indian women wearing skirts, feathers inrthair, and surrounded by arrows. In
an editorial that introduced the Cheyenne imagestiiieely written by the Costos, it
described the peaceful nature of California Indiges carefully pointed out, “But peace
does not mean servility.” The editorial continweith admiration, noting “Cheyenne
Indian people, like those pictured below, madeaadtgainst all others, because they
had to.®*® Thus, the image conveyed standing against thosewsild deny the
humanity of Indians or sought to destroy Indiartungs.

Unlike other Indian newspapeM/assajahad no direct ties to any academic
institution or a specific tribal Nation. It begasa a national newspaper issued on a
monthly basis except December, though in its lggars it would be issued bi-monthly.
The newspaper maintained a national audience. Costmitted the majority of
reporting target tribal issues on reservations beeas he commented, “that’'s where
Indian life is.®*° He emphasized that reservations remained theapyifocus because
the majority of Indians living in cities were trig@eople and had the same rights off

reservations. As a result, articles regularly ajppe on reservation economies and

847«Our Cover Page DesignCalifornia Indian NewsApril 1935, 1.
48«Qut of the Past,The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 3 (March 1965): 2.

%49 Janice-Faye Leach, “Promoting Self-Determinatitnoligh a National Indian Newspaper: Wassaja: a
Case Study,” 91.
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development, water and fishing rights, litigatitegislation, and treaty rights. The
articles informed readers and also demonstratédtibggovernment was not giving
Indians anything. As Costo explained, “They’re atljupaying for what they haven't
paid for many years>™

Similar toThe Indian Historianthe AIHS remained committed to its policy of
not providing opinion. Instead, Costo assertedwd do give an opinion, it's an opinion
on both sides, thereby enabling the reader to rhekewn conclusions as to which is
right and which is wrong®* Through such a practice, the newspaper encouagial
thinking by its readers. The first issueWbssajawelcomed discussion and
disagreement, proclaiming, “There pages are widadpr the Native American, and for
all others who wish to discuss or comment on In@iffairs, or to bring us news, to
complain, defend, attack , as well as to offer &stjgns.®>? Some articles framed a story
in a manner that revealed an opinion from the repsior editors.

Eventually, the editors announced that articlgsilisa byline could contain the
writer’s opinion, which did not necessarily repnatsine opinion of the organization. As
a result, the reporter’s insertion of interpretatay definition potentially limited reader’s
opportunity to form their own conclusions. As thading editors, the Costos had the
power to decide what stories appeared, resultispime Indian news stories appearing in
mainstream publications but not\Massaja For example, Bay Area resident Adam

Nordwall (Fortunate Eagle) traveled to Italy andiled it by right of discovery in

50 bid, 94.
%1 1bid, 106.

52«Editorials: The Right to Know,WassajaJanuary 1973, 2.
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1973%2 Despite the story appearing in several mainstreewspaperdjVassajanever
published an article on his actions.

To offer his opinion, Costo regularly wrote an ed#l column, “Speaking
Freely,” in which he discussed his thoughts, opisjand reflections. In his first
column, Costo gleefully described it as a “giftdiin theWassajaeditorial board. He
declared, “Here, in this corner, | am supposedtoexactly what | think—no holds
barred. | suppose this was done because | hatlee atver-mature age of 66, the right to
say what | please. I've done it all my life anyhoW's too late to change. So let the
chips fly.”>* Costo described himself as “just an old country Wwho doesn’t know
about keeping his mouth shut.” In addition, heeddtis earlier life experiences
explained his desire to speak up, asserting, “Aftgood 50 years in the Indian
movement, fighting, lobbying, talking, and takinigedt action in ways more in the
Indian tradition than is known in these days, Idawight to speak ouf>® His column
appeared regularly and provided insight into hteat, and at times, forceful opinions.

As the editor-in-chief, Costo wrote the editorialest likely with the aid of
Henry-Costo who initially served as associate edital eventually co-editor. Costo’s
fiery editorials attracted the attention and adtrorafrom Tim Giago Jr., Lakota, who

recalled, “If there is any journalist who servedaa®sle model for me when | took my

853 “|eandro Indian to Discover ItalyThe Daily ReviewSeptember 22, 1973, 1; “U.S. Indian Planning to
Discover Italy,”The Los Angeles Tim&eptember 24, 1973, 20.

4 Rupert Costo, “Speaking FreelyWassaja February/March 1973, 3.

855 Rupert Costo, “Which Way the American Indian Mowant?” Wassaja March/April 1974, 10.
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first wobbly steps into news writing, it was Rup€dsto.®>® Giago affectionately
recalled Costo as his mentor and frequently meatlan his editorials that without
Costo’s friendship and support he would not havered into journalism. As Costo’s
student, Giago received lessons on the pugnacmtusenof objective reporting and the
enemies such reporting attracted. He adoptedtitundat strongly reflecting Costo’s as
illustrated by his comment, “I don’t give one damhether anyone likes me or not. |
seldom join anything that | may have to report baree time anyway. | just try to do
my job.”®" Similarly, Costo directeWassajao adhere to objective reporting, however
if the editorial board considered any individualgp, or method as detrimental or
misleading, it would report it as such, much to¢hagrin of Indians and non-Indians
alike.

Giago received criticism for an article he publdheWassajahat documented
how Holy Rosary mismanaged funds collected fordndéducation and instead used the
money to purchase large tracts of land for the @atiChurch®® The article gained
attention from Monsignor Paul A. Lenz of the Bur@dCatholic Indian Missions. In his
letter, Lenz described feeling disappointed abdag®s article which he called
“inaccurate.” However, he acknowledged faithfulyadingWassajao help “in
appreciating and understanding my Indian sistedsbaothers.®*® Costo responded to

Monsignor Lenz by asking clarifying questions argressed concern that Lenz choose

%% Tim Giago Jr., “Notes from Indian Country: Breagitte in San Franciscolihdian Country Today
April 30,1986, 4.

87 Julie Sullivan, “Publisher Takes a Standllie Spokane-Revie®ecember 2, 1996, Al.
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not to open an investigation and instead respofidezidefensive and protective
manner.®® Father Bob Goodyear also contactdssajaand explained his concern
about what he termed the “one-sided” nature of Gggrticle which “leaves readers
with an inaccurate vision of the Catholic Churcld & ministry among the Indian
people.®® Costo printed all letters and given his penclianlketting readers form their
own conclusions, he defended Giago and his pulditabut would not tell readers what
to think.

Over timeWassajaeceived attention and promotion from non-Indian
publications. The American Library Association peical American Librarieppromoted
the AIHS newspaper in a brief listing for materialsdeclaredVassajamportant for
non-Indians to read for greater understanding andladed “any library with a
significant collection of Indian materials will wato subscribe®®? In Learning: The
Magazine for Creative Teaching short feature owassajaappeared. It announced the
newspaper “an eye-opener into the lives of modediahs.®®® Although unclear if these
positive endorsements led to a rise in subscripfithre articles increased the exposure of
the newspaper to non-Indians.

An advertisement fowassajallustrated its scope. It read, “Nationwide news.

Tribal news. Special section on educational adtisitNews of every part of the Indian

%% |bid.
1 «yoice of the Indian: Holy RosaryXVassaja September 1979, 6.
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world...TODAY. The problems, experiences, and alall’accurate, authenticated
INFORMATION.” The advertisement continued by askiogcharter support “Help us
bring the correct news, the accurate informatiotihélndian people of North America,
and to the general public as wéif* In a later advertisement, the AIHS described the
role of Wassajaas “The Indian speaks through Wassaja. The Indiarard through
Wassaja....Communication is the most vital neetti®Native American. Wassaja is
providing this service®® Unlike additional organizations, the AIHS offeradange of
publications that attracted audiences from schoéatgcators, children, and curious
Indian and non-Indian readers. The various putitina by the AIHS provided for cross
advertising and solicitation for writers and sufpoFor example, advertisements for
books published by the Indian Historian Press (IBpeared in th€he Indian Historian
andWassaja The AIHS continued publishing its scholarly joal while the newspaper
focused more on current affairs.

The newspapaiNassajabore the strong influence of former American Imdia
Federation (AIF) member Dr. Carlos Montezuma, Yavap its name, approach, and
content. Costo regarded Montezuma with great reéspetbelieved the AIHS version of
Wassajacontinued the struggle for self-determination.tHe originalWassaja
Montezuma declared “the time has now arrived tegmethe real conditions, for the
public, and for those in power to consider andrbeasition to remedy the appalling

slavery and handicap of the Indian raé¥."The Society honored Montezuma and in its

4 The Indian Historiarvol. 5 no. 4 (Winter 1972): 18.

% The Indian Historianvol. 6 no. 2 (Spring 1973): 44.

8% “Introduction,” Wassajavol. 1, no. 1, April 1916, 1.
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inaugural 1973 edition, a dedication to the menudrylontezuma appeared, “He waged
a continuing struggle for Indian rights....He vallvays be remembered with love and
respect. We dedicate Wassaja to Carlos Monteziagy. his spirit live in all of us®’
Another organization from the Bay Area, United MatAmericans (UNA) led by
Lehman Brightman, Sioux/Creek, recognized the lggdédontezuma as the father of
modern militant activism in its organizational n@aperThe Warpattf®®

The AIHS version oiVassajaregularly recalled the legacy of its historical
namesake. An editorial explained, “The name «f All-Indian newspaper comes from
the Indian name of Dr. Carlos Montezuma, whosewi#s dedicated to the struggle of
our people for self-determination.” The editogahtinued, “The issues he confronted
then are different from those we confront todawt Bis fighting spirit, his longing for
knowledge, his dedication to his people, are examfd all of us today®®® In addition
to asserting Montezuma could serve as a modellforddans, the editorial commented
on self-determination and noted, “The struggle yada continuation of the historic
struggles of the past. We believe this shouldoedforgotten, but rather that we should
learn the lessons of the past, in order to wirfitite: today.®’® By contextualizing the
newspaper in the tradition of Montezum¥sssajathe AIHS illustrated the struggle for
self-determination existed not as a recent evetit Red Power but rather as a continuing

campaign for Indian rights. Further by explainthg role of Montezuma, the AIHS

7 «Carlos Montezuma-Fighter for Indian Right§YassajaJanuary 1973, 3.
%8 «Carlos Montezuma: The Father of Modern Militantianism,”The Warpath1970, 14.
89 “\Wassaja-The NameWassaja, January 1973, 2.
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introduced him to a group of readers who othenmsg not be aware of his significance
in the struggle for self-determination. In lateays, the newspaper regularly included a
small section describing the background for its @am

Montezuma’s influence on Costo continued with teerspaper regularly
featuring stories on water rights. The issue alewaghts appeared prominently in the
first issue article boldly titled with one inch fipfiindians Face Genocide.” Most likely
Costo wrote an additional column in which he expedi the title selection derived “not
merely to get attention. It is for real. Indidase genocide.” He continued, “The source
of this deliberate effort to crush our economysdoeeze our reservations dry, is in the
issue of water rights*! In the fourth issue of the newspaper, Costonati¢el the
influence of Montezuma on water rights. Montezistaated the water struggle for his
home reservation, Fort McDowell, and aided the Pamé Tohono O’odham. Costo
concluded fighters for Indian rights should advedat self-determination “not only for a
better life” but “for the continued existence oétNatives as a race, as a culture, and as a
people.®’? In an editorial entitled “Fake Self-Determinafidhe editors expressed
frustration about the continued practice of BIAgraalism and Indian tokenism.
Additionally, the editors conveyed a simple mess#ua Indian peoples should
determine the content of Indian policy noting “Wecahave the best conception as to

what is good for our peopl&™

71«The Source of GenocideWassajaJanuary 1973, 5.
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Costo lived in San Francisco, but concern for loisielands of the Cahuilla
reservation always remained with him. He undedthe false dichotomy of
reservation v. urban. Indeed, he openly soliditedollaborative work within the pages
of Wassaja For example, in regard to water rights, Costag@ged important roles for
reservation and urban residents. He declared,eikason Indians! Inform yourselves
about your water rights. Give help to your tribalincilmen. Ask them what is
happening. If you are also residents in the aifigrm the urban Indian centers and the
urban Indians about the situation.” He contindéltban Indians! You can be our
political arm....Go to the nearby tribes; ask wikdtappening; inform yourselves. Then
mount a campaign of information to the public...@@hmembers of Congress. Let them
know the facts. Ask that they cooperate with titees.*™* Regardless of where they
resided, Costo perceived an activist role forradlidns. He recognized reservation
Indians may reside in the cities and could plaigaiicant role in informing urban
Indians. The centrality of land guided his comnatmto water rights. Costo recognized
that without water, Indians would cease living esarvation lands, effectively stagnating
reservation economies. Without a land base, Indiginire and the connections with
homelands would cease to exist. Therefore, Cddtpadl Wassajaas a communications
tool to promote greater control over water rights.

Wassajacountered stories generated by mainstream meatigethded to
oversimplify issues and equate Indians as an additiminority group in the United
States of America. As one of the earliest natioealspapers with original content,

Wassajgprovided for news reporting parallel to mainstreaedia. With the increasing

674 “The Source of GenocideWassajaJanuary 1973, 5.
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popularity of Indian self-identity during the 197@®me mainstream newspapers began
to venture into Indian country for stories. Altlybusome supplied historical context and
accuracy, many fell short of that prospect. Semsalized news coverage on Indian
occupations may garner public interest but witHally revealing the reasons the
occupations occurred, some news stories furthenfarsed readers and left them with
the impressions that occupations occurred for itihh@le reason that Indians wanted
something. Since many non-Indians form an impogssf Indian life and culture from

the media, reporters have the influence to, eititentionally or unintentionally,

reinforce preconceived notions they may carry. ilM&pretation, mistaken views on
priorities, and attitudes in news articles potdiytiabsorbed and transmitted by the media
could transfer to the public. When non-Indian ré@ahave no curiosity about Indians or
Indian country and report their portrayal of Ind@iiture through such a lens, the
resulting story inherently compounds any Indianaesns since the poor reporting misses
the opportunity to inform and educate.

As a national newspaper, the AIHS organized redjicagporters from across the
country to access stories. Initially, the newspdgael a committee largely of Stanford
University students but it needed assigned repotteoughout the country. The first
geographical region reporters included: Barbanzl8ir Sage, Washington; Larry
Murray (Wind River reservation), Wyoming; Leroy 8eil (Yakima), Oregon; John
Winchester (former coordinator for the North Amandndian Affairs Office at
Michigan State University), Michigan; Chuck Poit@sirtle Mountain Chippewa),

Massachusetts and Northeast; Bette Mele (Seneea) Jdrsey and New York; Beth
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Garza, Alask&’ However,Wassajastruggled to find and keep a reliable reportiraifst
as a review of the first few years of publicatidhsstrates a high turnover rate of
regional reporter§’® By the summer of 1973, regular regional repsrtecluded:
Lorraine Edmo (Shoshone-Bannock), Idaho and NevBdase Barton (Lumbee), North
Carolina; Andrew Roberts, Pennsylvania and Newed&ré The regional reporting staff
in 1974 included: Bette Crouse Mele (Seneca) replacid-year by Patricia Porter,
Washington D.C.; Susan Arkeketa (Otoe-Missouria@rekk), Oklahoma; Charles Tate
(Chickasaw), Southwest; Bill Thacker (Paiute), Ndajaloe Senungetuk (Eskimo),
Alaska; Adolph Dial (Lumbee), Southeast. In addifidepartment heads included
Gwendolyn Shunatona (Prairie Band Potawatomi/Pat@tee-Missouria) for education
and Cory Arnet for the arts.

AlthoughWassajahad regional reporters during the formative egdars, the
newspaper struggled with retaining reliable repsrtd-or instance, Costo dismissed
Shunatona from the Board of Directors, after ttye@rs of participation, and
discontinued her column. Costo expressed deeeaiption for her personal friendship,
but he complained that her column “floundered” &htlas been necessary to prod and

insist” to obtain a regular column from H&f. The newspaper regularly solicited for

675 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, November 15729g. 2, box 12, folder 23, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.
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Collection 170. UCR.

77 «people You Should KnowVassajaJuly 1973, 17.

678 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Gwena&nm May 5, 1975, reel 16, Costo papers,
Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

262



reporters from all states and Canada in its pagéssked for any interested people to
contactWassaja

Wassajaadvised free-lance writers could submit informatoos articles for
publication in what the editors termed the “Redymek.” The Red network served as an
informal reporting system in which a tribal membmnganized group, individual, student
or teacher gathered information and passed it a@lokgassajay telephone, letter, news
clippings, or word of mout’® A staff member would personally confirm the
information by telephone or personal interviewcr&asingly Wassajarelied on the Red
network and also hired a company known as N.E.\Rt®®to News located in
Washington D.C. to supply photographs and newsrteff8

A self-supporting endeavor, the newspaper regufarhlished reminders to its
readers to bring their subscriptions up to datke Jtaff attempted to make the
newspaper available at newsstands but encountesedfance and it remained available
through mail subscriptioff* While the reason or reasons for newsstands nwitdlitng
the newspaper is unclear, perhaps some believedrigsented a niche market. Largely
due to financial challenges, the newspaper actiselght advertising dollar®?

By the second year of publication advertisementedtieges, universities, rodeos

and powwows, books, United States military and RO&itel employment listings began

679 “How the Wassaja Red Network Operatéd/dssajaMay 1977, 17.
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to appear. The decision to print advertisementshi® U.S. military upset some readers.
Wassajareceived a letter from a person who viewed thé&anyl advertisements as a
“lack of principled policy.” For Costo, the compiafrom a person he termed a “fake
militant” personally offended him because his motad brother, Manuel, worked at
Consolidated Aircraft during World War 11, paternahcle Martin served in the navy and
his cousin Sylvester received a Bronze Star dufitogld War 1122 He concluded “Who
are you to dictate to them what they should do, tieey should think, and what they
should support?* Further, he pointed out the newspaper reflecteersié Indian
concerns and interests.

The fees for advertising depended upon the numfidénes it would appear.
Display ad rates for one time appearance consit8800 full page, $500 half page,
$300 for quarter page. For two to four time ingersi the price decreased to $800 full
page, $400 half page, $200 quarter page. The agmntost thirty-five cents for a five
line minimum®®® By 1978, the classified directory rates had cledmiepending on the
run on the advertisement: $1.75 per line for ughtee issues; $1.25 per line for four to
seven issues; $1.00 per line for eight to eleveneis; and $0.80 per line for twelve
issueg?®

A primary goal folWassajancluded sharing information with regular columns

covering a broad range of issues. Similafhe Indian HistorianWassajaregularly

883 | ester ReedDld Timers of Southeastern CaliforniRedlands: Citrograph Printing Co., 1967), 15, 22-
23.
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provided space for letters from readers in “Voi€éhe Indian.” Indeed, the newspaper
invited input from readers who objected to anycéetor story. The Costos served as the
editors and welcomed opinions, noting, “That’s wiiedé newspaper is all about. The
greatest exposure of all kinds and varieties ofiopi is needed for the people to make up
their own minds.*®” HoweverWassajaas an editorial policy insisted on not publishing
anonymous letters; however, it refrained from mlohg the name and address of anyone
if they so requested.

Columns appeared dedicated to the arts, law andriexican Indian, Natives of
the western hemisphere, and a section entitledpieetou Should Know.” The
newspaper addressed education and economic progeigmus and cultural freedom,
and reported news from particular Indian tribeg asuld potentially impact other tribes
or serve as a model. A regular column “Along thidlrTrail” served as an
announcement board as it listed news, events, amergl goings on in Indian country.
Special reports regularly revealed and reviewesligigpn and litigation at local, state,
and federal levels. A sports section eventualab®e a regular feature that highlighted
various athletics from golf, basketball, boxingdk, and football.

In addition, the newspaper issued corrective infdrom in its pages and
providing connections for its readers. For examplerief column responded to an
article appearing in the San Luis Obispelegram-Tribunéhat noted the Chumash
“vanished.” An unamed writer foNWassajaesponded, “This is news to the Wassaja staff

and must be even more enlightening to the Chumasimuinity in and around Santa

887 «Editorials: Your Opinion is Invited,Wassaja July1973, 2
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Ynez,” California®® The brief statement corrected the informationlighled in a
mainstream publication. In another example, C@fetcher of Pasadena wrote a letter to
Wassajgprotesting an article that appearedire Los Angeles Timesitten by William
Drummond. Specifically, she objected to his “glitd superficial account” of Eskimo
people and culture. Wetcher wrote a letteflhe Los Angeles Timdsut she also wanted
to bring attention to the article. She pointed &s an example of “the inaccuracies that
will proliferate if the articles and informationeanot challenged®®® The decision to
publish the letter iWassajgprovided greater exposure to the article as ampieof
unacceptable writing.

The newspaper also assisted in developing a sémsenonunity for its readers.
Wassajaannounced college graduations of Indian studemdsshared the news of
prominent Indian activist's deaths. The newspapierted several letters from residents
of Canada, Germany, Holland, Italy, Switzerland] arcarcerated Indians who all
sought personal correspondence exchanges. Stuttietters seeking information for
school projects. Additionally, Indians raised adesthe Indian community, perhaps
because of adoption, sent letters seeking for m&ion on their tribe. By printing the
letters and addresses of those seeking informatiassajeoffered a thoroughfare of
communications and provided the opportunity foispaal connections. Through
common readershipassajeacultivated a sense of community both between amoihg

reservation and urban Indians, and promoted uratetstg by its non-Indian readers.
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Issued in the aftermath of the Alcatraz occupatind during the 1973 Wounded
Knee occupation at Pine Ridge reservation, Cosliaad the newspaper to present
alternatives to violence for Indians in attainihgit goals. He believed in the adage, the
pen is mightier than the sword. AIHS members dised Wounded Knee and how the
organization would address the issues the occupadised. Henry-Costo expressed
concern about the organization taking a positiatheit becoming involved in political
matters. She also wanted to ensure the organizeggpected the differing opinions of
all its members. Henry Azbill, Maidu, shared Hefosto’s concern, but he determined
“we should take a position, that's what a papdoisand believed the AIHS should
support legislation “for the good of our peopldJitimately, a motion carried and the
AIHS took positions and issued opinions on Wounidade, the BIA building
occupation, and other current situations, but peechiall to voice an opposition
opinion®%°

Within a week of the AIHS passing the motion, aeottiiscussion ensued
regarding how the organization would report on WmthKnee. Members expressed
their apprehension, specifically about the useiaence. Costo opened the discussion
by declaring, “We cannot encourage nor can we endiatence.” Although he
maintained the situation at Pine Ridge had becotodeirable, he believed legal

measures and investigations could resolve sonfeeatdncerns. Cherokee member

89 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, February 2673%o0x 12, folder 24, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.
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Helen Redbird Selam simply noted, “I'm absolutefpimst such violence.” Again, the
AIHS passed a motion to provide full publicity abdoth sides of Wounded Kné¥.

The February issue dVassajaeflected the internal discussions within the AIHS
Bette Crouse Mele, Seneca, wrote a lead artic/oanded Knee in which she
described it as “a badly organized, spontaneousement” but remarked how Indians
were no longer willing to wait for justice and ctuded “the movement for justice is
bound to continue®? Costo’s lead editorial read, “No one has thetrigrcondemn or
criticize those who have chosen to make a staidaainded Knee. Considering the
current situation which has existed for hundredgeairs and appears to be getting no
better, we can only give them our support.” Theoeil concluded, “Alternatives to
violence might well begin with such an investigataf the treaties and their
violation.”® The writers recognized Wounded Knee as a conimuaf activism and
previous calls for justice. Therefore, the Costod the AIHS considered treaty rights as
central to protests and resolving violent exchanges

As a result, in July 197®/assajgpublished an eight page special supplement
edition that included the entire text of the 18@8tFE.aramie Treaty along with the names
of all the signatories. Additionally, the supplemhancluded the Constitution and By-
Laws of the Oglala Sioux, Pine Ridge reservatioostG@ explained the role of treaty-
making between Indians and federal governmentoli$erved the growing unrest

among Indians, but affirmed “I do not believe ioleince, and will never condone it.
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Other means must be explored, which are not sé#fatieg.” However, he continued,
“But | would be foolish and out of my head wer® lbelieve that violence can be
prevented in the light of the present situati®#.”In an effort to show all side®yassaja
published statements from Pine Ridge tribal Pregibéck Wilson and his supporters
criticizing the Wounded Knee occupation and AlMowever, through editorials, Costo
made clear his position supporting the reasong§fiounded Knee, but not necessarily the
chosen method of protest.

Instead of violence, Costo supported the procesegbtiation partly because he
remained ambivalent about the lasting results &eldi¢hrough violence. In discussing
the need for negotiation skills, Costo assertattetligent appraisal of any situation, with
intelligent approaches to methods of redress.ualligworks.” He continued, “In a fight,
you had better learn how to negotiate. That is sbimg we have still to learn how to do.
The quicker the better. A good fight is often Ibetause of lack of negotiating
knowledge.®®> The mainstream media’s fascination with Woundeedresulted in the
nation’s brief attention. However, without in-dephformation and discussion, the
practical calls for historic justice remained unaesed. ThroughoutVassajaarticles
covered the multifaceted reasons for various ptet@ace central to its purpose focused
on providing information to its readers. It alsti@@ for a complete fulfillment of self-

determination.
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A motivation in the organization’s commitment t@pide information to its
readers appeared in an advertisement solicitingcsydtions to its newspaper. The
advertisement remarked that at one time, Indiafdsthe majority population but
currently stood as one of smallest populations.aAeasult, “The Indians depend for their
power on an informed public, and informed Native &iman people.” The
advertisement demonstrated the AIHS’ understaniiagindian peoples’ small
population limited the prospects of specific forafisactivism as an economic power or
social force. The advertisement concluded, “wéawe Wassaja, and through Wassaja
both Indians and the general public can becomerirgd.®®

As a parallel publication, the newspaper unapologhky placed a priority on
issues central to Indian peoples and underreporteghored issues regularly found in
mainstream media. For example, Costo candidlyudsed his reasoning for ignoring
President Richard Nixon’s administration’s Wateegstandal that erupted during the
Wounded Knee trials. In an editorial, Costo sumpea what he termed the
“peculiarity” of the American news media, as it ,redvaway from coverage of Wounded
Knee and South Dakota Democratic Senator Jamesr@bds, chair of the Senate
Select Committee on Indian Affairs, hearings ondhents and issues that lead to the
confrontation and occupation. Instead, the mediaged on Watergate. Costo pledged
the newspaper would publish as much as possikhe fine hearings because he

determined the hearings held a “greater importéamtiee health of the American Nation,

than are those being held on Watergate...whichsfite corrupt quality of American

9 Wassaja October/November 1974, 29.
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government...all of which has been going on forg&®’ Costo issued another editorial
in which he commented on the reasoning for ignowwegergate noting, “While
Watergate boils, we are confronted with the losswfwaters, our land, our economic
base.®*® Not every reader embraced Costo’s reasoning. Roé of La Puente,

California wrote a letter and argued that previSegsate investigations resulted in “fancy
rhetorical promises...an appeasing reform or tavdet sabotaged in applicatiot?” The
newspaper continued coverage beyond the actiotie gfarticipants of Wounded Knee
and obtained an interview with Senator AbourezkheWdiscussing mainstream media
coverage of Wounded Knee, Senator Abourezk remafRdéidhey did was highlight
Indians with guns, Indians silhouetted againststhyewith more guns...they weren’t
doing a thing to tell the world what's really wrongt there.”®® Costo’s editorial
decisions also limited information or commentargamajor national events.

In 1975, Costo revised his opinion and wanted tbrace some national news
stories or at least dialogue about the inclusionatfonal stories. “We are not an island,”
wrote Costo in an editorial. He described survgyidian newsletters and newspapers
and realizing they did not reflect current affav&tnam, Watergate, national economic
instability or the two major political parties. Hensidered these national issues of
“critical importance” to Indian country. He notadlians did not have a lack of interest

as illustrated by the numerous letters receivetMagsajaexpressing their opinions about
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these particular issues. However, he noted, “Tideah press is not reflecting the
concerns of the Indian people, nor how these coisoafrthe general society are affecting
our lives and our future. | think we shoul@”Despite Costo’s revised opinion and
recognition of the newspaper’s limitations, fewi@dess appeared on national issues.

He attempted to respond to his own criticism byicktthg an editorial to
Vietnam in which he called it an “irresponsible Wdout few articles appeared on
Vietnam/%? Costo further attempted to generate discussich@i976 presidential
election by calling for a get out the vote campaggpfucational campaign to inform
Indians how government works, and a program of tipr@ag in which groups of Indian
people would follow legislators whenever they apgeask vital questions. In
conclusion, he remarked Indians “need to get witbn the importance of the
presidential election because “This is the govemtme live under, and that is what has
to be done if we want anything done to change onditions.”® Political antipathy
toward national politics aggravated Costo becaesetognized policies affected Indian
country. Perhaps he recalled the lesson fromRieviote on Cahuilla reservation where
non-participation in the vote counted as a “yes’tfe policy.

In support of generating more discussion abouptksidential election, in the fall
of 1976 Costo wrote to President Ford. In higelethe shared th@Vassajahoped to
prepare a front page story and asked Presidentté@aimplete an enclosed

guestionnaire to reveal his position on issuefiical importance to the Indian
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794 The questionnaire included twelve questiongirapfrom water rights to

people.
unemployment rates on reservations. Bradley PatteRresident Ford’s Special
Assistant for Native American Programs, perhapsgesn opportunity to politically
connect with potential Indian voters, expressedsrd to answer the specific questions
posed bywWassaja

The newspaper reprinted an editorial frelimming Arrowsthe Stanford
University Indian student newsletter, by Mike Bemsdhe reprint appeared with a
preface thatwassajafound it “very worthy of a guest article.” Inghieprinted editorial,
Benson discussed the innate limitations of onlydding issues considered “Indian
issues.” Further, he determined Vietnam shouldrbndian issue and concluded,
“There is an Indian issue wherever there is hunudfieisng. There is an Indian issue
wherever there is inequality® Costo’s decision to reprint the article illusesia
growing sense of indigenous issues throughout trédw IndeedWassajgpublished an
article in which the authors described the cultgnadilarities between American Indians
and Hmongs who secretly fought as American alliggng the Vietnam conflict in
Laos’® During Vietnam, little information or opinion agared inWassaja

However, in the aftermath of Vietnam it publishegteral articles about Vietham

veterans. The AIHS discussed its position on Vietrsd an Executive Council Meeting

in 1970 and indicated a letter would be writtenradded to the President and
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Congress®” The Society planned to print its letter in thetrissue ofThe Indian
Historian, but for reasons unknown it never appeared araifins unclear whether the
organization wrote a letter. Rather than focuslgan Wounded Knee and AlM,
Wassajacovered a broad spectrum of issues and protasésndwspaper reported on
specific tribal stories if it could serve as a miaatetribal management and response to
issues.

At the one year anniversary, the editors survelgechewspaper and noted its
rapid circulation growth from 50,000 to 82,000 striigers. Banners promoting its
circulation read “The Newspaper Most Indians Readdsto reiterated the purpose of
the newspaper: to put information into the handmdians. In addition, he directly
commented on letters the newspaper received abeyterception that the newspaper
defended violence at Wounded Knee and BIA buildalkgover. He determined the letter
writers had a false sense of outrage about violbecause they passively tolerated and
even accepted regular violent occurrences withilialm communities. He remarked,
“Those who quaver at the violence are not as qualoice their alarm when young
Indian people are murdered,” he continued, “noqeick to look squarely at the facts
when Indian people are killed for presumed infi@ts, when Indians die of
tuberculosis.”®® Costo described violence as “distasteful,” bugihestioned the lack of
leadership to help address concerns in a morerdgtio manner. He also observed
violence would continue as long as current condgiexisted. By calling out those who

criticized violence, Costo highlighted the tolerar internal violence within Indian
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country or acceptance of violence directed to Insliay non-IndiansWassajaaddressed
the issue of violence with its story on the protastches in the border town of
Farmington, New Mexico located near the Navajodndieservation.

In 1974, the bodies of Dodge Benally, John Hareey David Ignacio were
found in Farmington. The Navajo men’s bodies weund partially burned with
crushed skulls in arroyos outside of FarmingtonyMéexico. In response, Farmington
area Navajos organized marches downtown, effegtisleking all businesses for several
weeks in response to the murders and to expresotiteage about the physical and
verbal harassment, intimidation, and “sport” of fodian youths beating, attacking, and
robbing Indians known idiomatically as “Indian inotj.” Wassajaeporter Steve Atencio
wrote a front page article about the murders antept marches. He highlighted a press
conference held by John Redhouse, Navajo, an sictith Indians Against Exploitation,
who described the “sick perverted tradition” of Aadians regularly going into Indian
sections of town to physically assault and rob dydend intoxicated Indians. Redhouse
condemned Farmington police for few arrests ani@éddbr charges against “Anglo
renegades.” Further, Redhouse warned “We Indiaplpewill be forced to take the law
into our own hands and apply it accordingly....\éstrbe prepared to meet violence
with violence.”® Atencio reported the Coalition for Navajo Libéoatpresented
demands before the city council and mayor includésging a formal request that the
U.S. Civil Rights Commission convene hearings imkagton.

The local Farmington newspaper published a sefiagticles on the murders and

protests. National media also reported on thetsybént minimized the violent
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exchanges and reasonable opinion of Redhousenttiank had an inherent right to self-
defense when and if violence occurfél.Ultimately, the Civil Rights Commission
investigated Farmington and released “The Farmmgeport: A Conflict of Cultures,”
in 1975, which described widespread prejudice sitige, and mistreatment across
Farmington. ThrougkVassajahe story discussed the historically based videnc
perpetuated by non-Indian youths raised in an enuiient that accepted and expected
the subhuman treatment of Indian&assajacontinued the effort to report on issues not
easily identified by the mainstream media as itatsd through the reporting on a
building fire in San Francisco.

About two weeks before Christmas in the early magrhiours of December 12,
1975, a fire blazed through the Gartland Hotel-Apents located at $6and Valencia in
San Francisco. The five story building quickly elfigd in flames because an arsonist
poured gasoline through the only hallway and séasecof the building and litit. The
death toll climbed as rescuers searched and odezen people perished and several
firemen and residents received injuries or buNVassajaeported on the deaths of two
women, Eleanor Andrews and Marie Felton, from tlsdbud Sioux reservation, and
framed the story with an economic lens, attributimg poverty to the “monumental
failure” of the BIA relocation program. Henry-Coswrote a front page story in which
she described the “ghetto conditions” of the aparnimouses in The Mission District
familiar to Indians because the San Francisco m@ianter stood four blocks away from

the building and the Native American Health Clioidy three blocks away. Henry-Costo
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noted diverse ethnic and racial groups lived in Whssion District, bound by their poor
economic positions. She reported that Gartlandtpent floor plans contained a
kitchen and a living room with one wall bed but stimes families of up to six people
lived in the rooms.

The poor conditions led to dozens of fire and gafailations including citations
for inadequate fire escapes and open staircasdight®in the hallway, and no doors in
the stairwell. Indeed the city condemned the lngdwo years prior to the fire but it
remained open through legal maneuvering. Belvai€@pRosebud Sioux and director of
the Native American Health Clinic, noted, “Housisghe root of the evils we must
contend with. Unless this is remedied, we are mdighting a holding battle against
disease, malnutrition, alcoholism, and desperatebafe conditions’™ In addition to
bringing attention to the awful housing conditiorgnry-Costo purposefully placed
responsibility on the phasing out of the BIA Relima program, noting that Indian
relocatees placed in the Mission District remaifiedked into poverty” with
substandard housing. In a lead editorial, Costoiel@the relocation program as Indians
being “dumped” into cities. He described housiadpad on reservations but commented
“it is even worse in the urban ghettos where mogians live.” He called for Indians to
unite for better housing both on and off the reaon but cautioned a need for an Indian
Housing Development agency directed by Indiansamizged by Indians, and selected by

Indian peopled®?

"1 jeannette Henry, “Two Indians Die in Ghetto Fiseban Poverty Blamed as Search Continues for
Bodies,"WassajaJanuary 1976, 1.

"2 Rupert Costo, “Editorial Comment: The Housing Bag” WassajaJanuary 1976, 2.
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Stories on the fire appeared in several local nepss because it stood as one of
the largest mass murder arson fires in San Framci§he mainstream stories remarked
on the slum conditions of Gartland Hotel-Apartmeantd the role of lax housing code
enforcement. The headlineTine Oakland Tribuneead “10 Die in S.F. Holocaust” as it
described the terror as residents escaped by junigm their windows or onto
firemen’s ladders hurriedly placed against theding.”** However, mainstream articles
reported the fire without discussing the issueafgsty, Indian Relocation, or
mentioning the deaths of two Indian women in tihe.fAs a result, the link between
poverty and low wages, underemployment, and higtsneeceived minimal discussion in
mainstream newspapers.

Wassajacontinued examining housing through an articl@nmcomplete and
insufficient housing rehabilitation program fundadthe Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) on fouancherias Pinoleville, Redwood Valley, Yokayo,
and Hopland, located in Mendocino county abouttwnadred sixty miles northwest of
Sacramento. According to the front page articfsnarl” within Mendocino county
administered Community Development Commission (CBSylted in many Indian
home repairs being left incomplete, some with damgeliving conditions. The
California Indian Legal Services (CILS) servedegal representation for the

homeowners and provided some photogrdphsn one, a lawyer points to a bedroom

13 Jim Douthit and Jim Greaver, “10 Die in S.F. Halost," The Oakland TribuneDecember 12, 1975, 1.

"4 The California Rural Legal Assistance had provitkeghl representation to rural areas, which inalude
many Indians and Indian tribes. However, legal plexity led to an Indian services division. Eveaity,

in 1967 the California Rural Legal Assistance dine&eorge Duke and David Risling Jr., Hupa, dettide
to incorporate an entity dedicated to Indian lawe TILS offers free or low-cost legal representatm
Indians and Indian tribes. See Malcolm Margolindian Law for Indian People: The Origin of Califiat
Indian Legal ServicesNews From Native Californid@, no. 1 (Winter 1993): 22-24.
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which had paneling installed without insulationsbeetrock. In another example,
workers installed a wood-burning stove but faileghtovide proper ventilation or fix the
roof. As a result, the roof leaked, the stove mistéed the walls blackened because of
poor ventilation. Though not directly mentionedeshould question the serious health
dangers in having an improperly ventilated woodstoRobert Gibb, an attorney from
the Ukiah office bluntly stated, “The people saidatvneeded to be done, but | don’t
think the CDC fulfilled its promises.” The artiatketailed the numerous concerns of
residents but noted they wanted the program tammasit However residents feared
guestioning the program would cause an end tadil@ve residents with incomplete
work.

By exposing the story to a larger audience, thespayer brought attention to
California Indianrancheriasand illustrated that poor housing conditions cargihto
exist. Also, sharing the story exposed the CIL3 bwoader audience and the aid it
provided. Finally, the story demonstrated thaneny instances, a program developed
for housing improvements left many in worse comaigi, therefore requiring provisions
for supervision and homeowners input. The articieed exceptions existed but “one
doesn’t spend billions for exceptionsWassajastaff concluded that “It’s time to re-
evaluate the programs with all speed, while comtigtio provide the people with homes
they so desperately need>Wassajaopenly criticized housing conditions but withireth
context of insisting on a better quality program.

Wassajacirculated during the feminist movement and thotklghword feminist

rarely appeared in print, through regular reporbngndian women and their successes,

"5 “Housing Hit a Big Mess,Wassaja February 1977, 6.
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the AIHS demonstrated support for gender equalitiye election of Indian women
leaders appeared in the page¥\uatssajaas did job appointments, and reports on Indian
women meetings. Costo attended the Southwestritliamen Conference held in
Window Rock, AZ and coordinated by Annie Waunekay&o and second woman to be
elected to the Navajo tribal counéif In her opening address at the conference,
Wauneka noted “We cannot afford to sit with armdéd and wait for the responsibility
to be delivered to us: we must develop strateggssggded not to replace men but to work
on equal basis with them.”

Costo expressed tremendous support for the wongenference and called
Indian women'’s social progress “one of the mostteeang developments in Indian
affairs.” The meeting attracted an estimated ty@mte tribes and eight hundred
registered women attendees. On behalWatsaja Costo offered to help in any way the
newspaper forum could provide against “the fighkdiagt male chauvinism” and
commented, “don’t think the Indians are immune friis sickness™’ Wassajaalso
reported on a Northwest Regional Ohoyo Confereace&dmen to motivate action for
advancing women’s opportunitié¥

The newspaper bore the editorial influence of H&Dogto. Many articles spoke
about women and women'’s issues, but tended to cotimeEm to the broader Indian
community. Thus, rather than speak of women’sassu isolation from family or tribal

community, articles demonstrated an interdepenaationship between the sexes.

"% peter IversorDiné: A History of the NavajfAlbuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 202
"7 Rupert Costo, “A Historic Indian Women'’s Meet\assaja January 1976, 5.

"8 Owahan Anderson, “When 300 Indian Women Get TagethVassaja September/October 1982, 25.
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Additionally, the newspaper incorporated the aytpbblishing the poetry of Cree artist
Buffy Sainte-Marie. In one poem entitled, “Amefiche wrote “I can powder my face
in/shades of alabaster, chalk/and eggshell/but omg® are still those/of an Indiaf* In
part, the poem addresses the process of an Indiaraw attempting to lighten her skin
color through cosmetics. However, even with hegmapts to acculturate to the dominant
society, at her core she remains an Indian andigmier conceal it from herself.

In addition to poetry, the newspaper addresseavtimeen’s liberation movement
by incorporating it into a profile story about JesBierce, Onondaga. In her early
eighties, Pierce’s family had numerous prominentimers including her son Leon
Shenandoah, head of the Iroquois Confederacy. fidféepnoted the Onondaga
functioned as a matriarchal society in which owhgr&nd clan derived from one’s
mother. Additionally, clan mothers retained thghtito name a new leader thereby
influencing future tribal policies. As a resultgtarticle noted the Onondaga had
women’s liberation “long before contemporary wontieought of it.” The article
described the practice as a matriarchal societg aatural thing” because culturally
women inherently received respétt.

The editors dedicated a special issugVassajao Lucy Covington, Coleville,
who fought against termination and served as ornkeofirst women elected tribal
chairperson. Within the pages of the dedicatadeisslenry-Costo examined popular

culture and Indian women by detailing a video gd@ester’'s Revenge” made for the

"9“The Poetry of Buffy Sainte-Marie\WassajaOctober 1977, 7.

"20«Devoted to Longhouse Way: Jessie Pierce Keepéiticient Onondaga FaithWassaja September
1974, 20.
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Atari gaming console. The player’s goal in the gasn® unite Custer with an Indian
maid in movements simulating rape. The back olidleo game package read “You are
Custer. Your dander’s up and your pistol’'s smokigavishing Indian maiden is in your
view. To get to her you must dodge a hail of arréwsenry-Costo observed numerous
organizations protested the game including theddatiOrganization of Women (NOW),
national Indian women'’s organization Ohoyo, Natiofrgal Chairmen’s Association,
The Urban League, and others. Henry-Costo remahHedrowing significance of video
games because they, “can also influence undersignaliild ideas and nourish the
imagination.” Therefore, she had concerns ab@arae that promoted racist and
demeaning treatment of Indian women. She termaddtooling sexual fantasy” and the
organization Ohoyo called it “an insult to the Aman Indians and particularly to the
Indian women.*** By citing Ohoyo, Henry-Costo illustrated the négmand
detrimental impact on all Indian peoples rathenttlastructive only to women.

An additional article in the Covington dedicatesuis by Majorie Bear Don’t
Walk, Salish, discussed the women'’s rights movernretite United States. She
commented, “The women’s movement is essentiallyh@ewvoman’s movement. | don’t
see women treating other races as equal.” Shalatifeere is a lack of recognition that
we as Indian women exist.” In speaking on Indiamen activism, Bear Don’t Walk
remarked women should organize and engage withgygibwer on reservations. She

cautioned such action, “will make Indian men ingecbut they will survive it.*?In

2! Jeannette Henry, “Defaming the American Indian VilnnSpace Age Pornography\assaja
November/December 1982, 3.

22 Marjorie Bear Don’'t Walk, “The U.S. Women'’s Movenig‘lt’s White-Dominated, ”Wassaja
November/December 1982, 12.
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part, she addressed the possible challenges emcedritom white women and Indian
men. An unspoken portion of her commentary adécefise internalization of gender
roles and misogynistic attitudes accepted by sordmah men. She described Indian
women as inexperienced in entering politics, bueddhe importance of any
involvement because participation in politics pd®d a growing process. In addition to
social issues\Vassajaalso examined economic issues.

A particular issue of interest to the AIHS encongealswhat Costo termed the
“vulture culture” consisting of archaeologist ammdigenir hunters pilfering Indian
remains. An extension to the AIHS’ previous adyiyirotecting Ohlone burial grounds,
it utilized the newspaper to sharpen the focusvartttire culture.” In a special 1975 staff
report,Wassajadetailed a three day tourist event located neanp&ille, lllinois and
the Dickson Mounds State Museum. Organized bytbleaeology department of
Northwestern University and seemingly promotedh®/American Express Corporation,
the program taught about Indian cultures by examgiskeletal remains, a process the
AIHS called “revolting” and perpetuated by an “insgive, profit-orientated company.”
Rather than an intriguing presentation of comptekdn culture, the tourist event
focused on disturbed burial grounds. The reponblasted the program for playing on
the “morbid curiosity” of people rather then “idktespect for Indian heritage.” The
article drew attention to the inherent cultural dieustandard by concluding, “Countless
graveyards across the country contain the bonésglio Americans, yet no tour
company would have the gall or the insensitivitptey upon them in order to make a

buck.” "*® Alongside the article appeared a photographgifteikeletal remains,

23 “How to Make a Dollar on Indian GravedfassajaJuly 1975, 3.
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including one of a child. In part, the inclusiontlee photograph intended to shock the
reader and agitate action.

The following monthiWassajgoublished two photographs on the front page from
a dig site in Cincinnati, Ohio. One image showkdwt a dozen people digging with the
caption “Nobody raised the question of whose grave® being dug up.” The other
photograph included a close up of jewelry dug Tipe caption notes “Fact is, when such
items are buried with an Indian, they are sacrécklmious import, and should not be
dug up, and certainly not displayed.” The inclastd the photographs demonstrated the
delicate cultural baland#/assajasought between informing and agitating readersewhi
not being culturally offensive. For some Indiammples, buried remains should not be
displayed or looked upon. Ultimately, the AIHSalatined the photographs
demonstrated the macabre method of “vulture cultus®me readers appeared in
agreement. Paul Tremaine from Albany, New Yorkeddhat perhaps with continued
exposure, non-Indians would begin to realize thensiive nature of digging up burial
grounds. Philadelphia, Pennsylvania resident Bawas called the “vulture culture”
practice of digging up remains an insult to Indi&fs

The “vulture culture” topic remained an item ofargst tolVassaja It continued
to explore how Indians could respond to such caltumsensitivity. It shared how the
Hopi tribal chairperson, Abbott Sekaquaptewa, idsare executive order controlling
visits from outsiders to prevent further desecrati&pecifically, visitors had to obtain

written permission from the tribal chairperson avidle on the reservation must be

24«\/oice of the Indian: Vulture Culture WassajaAugust 1975, 8.
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accompanied at all times by a Hopi tribal memB&rFor Indians in Alabama, an exhibit
of Indian artifact collections demonstrated thetoared “vulture culture” practice
despite protective state laws. The reporter blatagthteur archeological collectors” as
archeologists preferred a careful excavation tsgme items. The article concluded by
offering readers a list of what to do if they sustpd desecration of Indian burial
grounds: contact the police department, alert lbw#ian organizations, and notify
archeological societi€$® If readers received a lack of cooperation, itgasged they
contact the AIHS. The article provided concretpstforWassajareaders to report, and
hopefully resolve, “vulture culture” activities. W& Wassajaclearly communicated its
loathing towards “vulture culture” other economisdyns for reservation economies
received ambiguous assessment.

Wassajaoffered a platform for discussion about reservataurism for economic
development. Initiallyy\Wassajaappeared to embrace and endorse tourism on lzihads
as a means for economic prosperity. In correlatrah the Colorado based non-profit
American Indian Travel Commission (AITC) receivifagleral grant money to help tribes
cultivate tourism economies Vdassajastaff report promoted facilities and recreational
events at several reservations. Several photogaplkgled courtesy of the AITC
accompanied the article. In describing varioustiocs, the report noted, “There are
natural places on Indian reservations rivalingwladers of the Swiss Alps, the beauties

of India, and the lore of Africa’®’ While Wassajanitially promoted reservation tourism,

2> “Hopis Order Halt to Pot-HuntersWassajaJune 1978, 18.
726 “The Vulture Culture Strikes AgainWassaja January/February 1983, 8.

"27«Natural Wonders of the World Seen on Indian Lanassaja April 1975, 5.
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it had some growing concerns about the potentralyative impact of tourism. In a
preface note, an unnamed source, though likelydCasserted that reservation tourism
could be successful if conducted properly with adég direction from the tribe but
without these qualities, reservation tourism waesult in disaster.

The concern about culturally appropriate tourisrthaat verging into cultural
exploitation and harmful stereotypical imagery Wdssajao publish an article with a
cautionary tale. Laurence French wrote specifycatiout the Eastern Band of Cherokee
Indians’ reservation, and his article appeareditih lVassajaand an expanded version in
The Indian Historiarbecause the editors determined it of “such impaeathat it
merited publication in botff® French indicted the role of the non-Indian Chemk
Historical Association as an exploitative forcettbened and ran a profitable play “Unto
These Hills,” the Museum of the Cherokee Indiansl, the Oconoluftee Indian Village.
Specifically, French criticized the play for itdda portrayal of Cherokee history and
culture. He argued the play perpetuated a falg miyout Will Thomas as a savior and
friend of Cherokees.

In contrast, French asserted Thomas served hisel#imterests and amassed
wealth through his real estate transactions tlatgal Cherokees at a distinct economic
disadvantage. The false tourist image of Cherokegsetuated strained relations
between Indians and non-Indians. In closing, Aredetermined little had changed over
the years and that “attempts at controlling, expigiand misrepresenting Native

Americans for the purpose of self-interest and @aaskprofit, amounts to nothing less

28| aurence French, “Tourism and Indian Exploitatiohhe Indian Historianvol. 10 no. 4 (Fall 1977): 19.
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that cultural genocide’ While his article addressed the Eastern Band efr@itee,
Wassajassued a summary on the repdhe Gift that Hurt the Indianginanced by the
BIA and the Ford Foundation in which it reportedstie@servation tourist ventures had
been failures Wassajastaff reported on the study, but it went furthed admonished
“They [reservation Indians] must, if money is torhade, cater to the nonindian. They
will be surrounded, swamped, and filled to overfilogvwith nonindians,” and expressed
concern, “It will be nearly impossible to keep cws people from wanting to ‘visit’
Indian homes, attend Indian sacred ceremonialspbaodme involved in many cases, in
Indian affairs.” It continued, “Do you want this®sk the people. Make them realize
what is at stake™® Even though the report expressed cautious optimisth the
presence of proper tourism managemérdssajademonstrated a comprehensive
understanding of the possible pitfalls of resenvatourism. Further, the newspaper
cautioned about cultural exploitation and advisadaf community decision about
reservation tourism.

In regard to terminologyVassajautilized the term genocide in its first issue in
relation to water rights, but increasingly usei iarticles written by staff reporters or
guest articles. Initially the newspaper used #émmtto describe events occurring in South
America, largely Paraguay, Venezuela, and Braazikifinatives of the western
hemisphere” section. Through this practice, getmtargely appeared to occur outside

the United States of America. However, in the smaf 1969, Costo wrote ihhe

2 aurence French, “Tourism and Indian ExploitatidrSocial Indictment,' Wassaja September 1977,
20.

304 ooking a Gift Horse in the Mounth-Do it¥WassajaMarch 1978, 15.
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Indian Historianabout the need for Indian self-government andiwitiat context
described the exceptional achievements of Indielagive to the dramatic population loss
due to “times of attempted genocid&™ A minor reference, the application of the term
to describe US policy reverberated within AIHS pecéations.

The Costos began to describe various events actigasin the United States as
genocide and published writings by authors who dtilsederm. One of the earliest
instances ofVassajausing genocide in relation to the United StateArmkrica appeared
July 1975. In discussing the country’s bicentehoédebration with a wagon train
crossing the country, an unlistédassajareporter remarked the wagon symbolized “the
illegal entry of the settlers who took the Indiand, the adventurers who committed
genocide, the destruction of Indian lives and Indialtures.” The newspaper labeled the
event a “circus” and conducted an informal surveglmut fifty Indian leaders in which
it asked their opinions about the bicentenniallm&lgon. In response, every respondent
indicated no reason existed for Indians to celeblasteadyWassajaasserted a “true
history” inclusive of friendship and betrayal beemeindian and non-Indians could be
shared but “propagandists are at work manufacturifogmation.”>?

The AIHS also published authors who used the tegnogide to describe Indian
history. In a 1976 article, Van Hastings Garnesaiied federal Indian policy during the

19" century as “effectively genocidal® In addition to publishing works that included

31 Rupert Costo, “Native Americans Need Self-Govemiéow,” The Indian Historiarvol. 2 no. 2
(Summer 1969): 21.

32«The Bicentennial: Crossing the U.S. in Honor @f®cide,"WassajaJuly 1975, 12.

33\an Hastings Garner, “The Treaty of Guadalupe Higdand the California IndiansThe Indian
Historianvol. 9 no. 1 (Winter 1976): 13.
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the use of the word genocide, the organization @ported on American Indians
participation and presence within the United NatiQdN).

In 1977 and 1978Nassajgorinted several stories on the UN, relaying
information on an organized international confeeean discrimination against
Indigenous peoples under the auspices of the UNsidivon Human Rights and the
World Conference for the Eradication of Racism Radial Discrimination convened by
the World Peace Council. For informational purgesefull page dedicated to listing the
Program of Action recommendations adopted at tHeyénous Discrimination
Conference detailing the legal, economic, and $pailitical aspects of discrimination.
The page also listed the conference participafitshe informational page preceded a
report derived from an unamed correspondent, whedaled the minutes of the
economic discussion at the conferencéi@ssaja The report offered testimonial
summaries of representatives from the Six Natibakptas, International Treaty
Council, Hopi, Alaskan Natives, Mapuches of Chded additional peoples. The
representative from the Six Nations “called for &x¢ernal pressure of the international
world on the U.S. to address treaty grievan¢&sWassajaalso included articles on the
UN Genocide Convention.

Henry-Costo wrote a front page story in which shaled for the United States
Senate to endorse the UN Covenant Against Genocigmally passed in 1946. Henry-
Costo described the political atmosphere in whigjections centered on the belief it

infringed on United States’ sovereignty. She saadithe United States failure to adopt

34«Native People in Effort for International Unity\WWassaja November/December 1977, 18.

35 “Report on International Treaty Confab SessiokgdssajaNovember/December 1977, 19.
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the international covenant binding nations to resgige human rights of all peoples of
the world led to persistent charges of racism. &imeluded the practice of genocide
after contact “has been authenticated beyond doubtaddition, she charged genocide
continued in the United States and cultural destn@ersisted® The AIHS continued
reporting on the UN, with a special internatiorggart by Roxanne Dunbar-Ortiz
detailing the World Conference for the EradicatbdiRacism and Racial Discrimination.
Wassajgpublished the complete text of the World ConfeeeResolution on Racism in
the United States. In part, it read “The confeeesapports the rights of Native American
peoples to their own lands, resources, wealth ddrikierefrom, federal services
guaranteed by treaties, and the inalienable righksdian governments and peopléd’”
The following monthWassajgorinted the text of The Genocide Convention ofltimeted
Nations with the sole commentary “To the Unitedt&eenate: This is what happened
in America. Now will you ratify the Genocide Conviem?""® Wassajastories on the
UN shared the proposals verbatim. In this marthernewspaper provided information
and maintained the need for Indian peoples’ pgaiton in the international assembly.
In part, the use of the word entered the lexicah wicreased participation and
exposure to the UN. In 1978, a coalition of Indgativists participated in the Longest
Walk, a public protest march across the countéonation’s capitol. Reporter Phil

Oaks covered the event fdfassaja He described how several speakers charged the

3¢ Jeannette Henry-Costo, “Genocide Pact Seen ag Rajbts Issue,WassajaJune 1978, 1.
3"«The World Conference Resolution on Racism inlthited States,¥WassajaJune 1978, 7.

38 «The Genocide Convention of the United Nation&/assajaJuly 1978, 5.
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government “with committing genocide and other vgaoing.”* In addition,Wassaja
published the Native Manifesto as presented tdJthieed States Congress and President
Carter, which included a call for the US to siga thN Declaration of Human Rights.
Additionally, the authors of the manifesto asseff#tke clearest policy of genocide of the
last century continues in most sophisticated famntkis century” in describing bills
before congress calling for abrogation of treadied termination of Indian lands and
resourceg.®

Costo’s commitment to identify and name genocidengfthened over the years.
By 1980, Costo publicly reversed his previous pcaocvf examining Indian issues within
the United States while providing limited discussan international affairs. He
described the practice of Indian peoples avoidngginternational sphere as isolationist
and asserted, “The time is long past when we cafitdd isolationism, particularly
where international affairs are involved.” He tioned, “I believe the Native people
must enter the political arena in every area, paldrly on issues of international

significance.”*

While made within the context of nuclear war, toadearly shifted
from viewing politics through the narrow lens of tidoAmerican Indian issues and
progressed to view indigenous global issues.

Later in the year, Costo remarked on the increasitggnational Indigenous

movement as a uniting force to exchange informadiah aid one another. Specifically,

39 phil K. Oaks, “The Longest Walk: A New Type of Denstration,"Wassaja August/September 1978,
7.

"0u4p Native Manifesto,”Wassaja August/September 1978, 10.

"1 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: The Native Amar International Affairs,¥Wassaja/The Indian
Historian 13, no. 1 March 1980, 5.
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he commented on environmental protection, nucleaif@ration, and control over
nuclear waste storage asserting, “What happerssrcountry will affect, as it has
already affected, the entire world. Support frém batives of the United States to the
peoples of Chile, or Bolivia, for example, will douch toward gaining strength among
the natives of those countrie¥? Increasingly the Costos and additional writergare
publicly citing genocide in the context of Unitethtes history, AIHS publications also
continued to report on Central and South AmerMéassajareprinted testimonial from
Rigoberta Menchu describing terrors in Guatemalaguits violent civil war. In an
editorial, Costo described the horrors as more thanan rights violations but an “open,
unabashed genocide” against the Natives of thewdialstood on the other side of the
political boundary of those in power. Further, ©oowiticized President Reagan for
condoning genocide because of his administratisitesice’*?

Through its publicationgVassajaandThe Indian Historiarthe AIHS briefly
worked within the short-lived American Indian Préssociation (AIPA). Charles
Trimble, Sioux and editor of Denver-badedian Timesorganized a meeting of several
editors from tribal newspapers because of “lonskién editing a tribal publication and
out of a desire to discuss the process of improtheq respective publicatiods’ A
third meeting of the editors was scheduled at theutauqua House, the formal AIHS

headquarters. Despite early participation, AIHS iners discussed feelings of

"2 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: An Internationawdment?'Wassaja/The Indian Historiah3, no. 3
(September 1980): 5.

"3 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: The Emperor’s I&ef"Wassaja January/February 1983, 3.

"4 Mark Trahant, “First Native American Media Assdina: 25 Years Ago,News from Indian Country
August 15, 1995, 9.
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apprehension particularly about membership andifignsburces. They recognized and
appreciated the need for the AIPA and promotedstablishment in a brief articl&®
When reporting to AIHS on the IPA, Costo indicatked AIHS “cannot oppose it” and
stressed his belief that the AIPA should be anandun organization. In response, the
AIHS passed a motion on its working relationshighvthe AIPA: “That we should
support the Indian Press Association and statepttsition that it must be an Indian
controlled organization with voting members comgdientirely of native peopl&*
Despite early involvement, Costo left the organaatn part because of concern
about BIA funding. A fellow member in the AIPA, Ma Potts, Maidu and editor of
Smoke Signalesponded to a letter from Costo. In the exchaRgtts remarked “I am
sorry to hear that you are resigning from the Indtaess Association. | have known
about your feelings about BIA and its connectiothwie organization. | am not happy
about it either.” She explained the usefulneshiefAIPA remarking, “I am in it for the
news and that only. | am learning something fromather writers.”*’ The AIHS had

only limited involvement in AIPAWassajareceived recognition for its work from the

AIPA in November 1974 with the Marie Potts Jours@aliAchievement Award*®

"54ndian Press Association is Foundeditie Indian Historiarvol. 3 no. 4 (Fall 1970): 58.

746 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, November 2970.%ox 12, folder 21, Costo papers, Collection
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CHAPTER 8
“LET THE SCHOLARS SPEND THEIR VERY LIVES AND ENERGE IN THE
SERVICE OF THEIR PEOPLE”: CONVOCATION OF AMERICANNDIAN
SCHOLARS

Standing before a group of about one hundred ditydchllege students at
California State University, Los Angeles, in 1968hman (Lee) Brightman, Sioux and
Creek, proclaimed, “We call ourselves native Amamibecause we were given the name
Indian by some dumb honky who thought he landdddia.”’*° Francis Allen,

Kickapoo, introduced Brightman at the event asramalndian and referenced “Uncle
Tomahawks,” a derisive term that labeled those wimederate politics or allegiances
were considered by their critics as detrimentdhtban country. It is a term derived
from “Uncle Tom,” the title character from HarriBeecher Stowe’sincle Tom’s Cabin
and subsequent adapted theater productions in veieppeared as a dutiful African
American man, subservient to whites.

Brightman was born on the Cheyenne River Siouxrvasien. He grew up
primarily in Oklahoma. He had been a football ste®©klahoma State University and
moved to San Francisco in 1959 after an injury drids football career in Canada. A
former United States Marine who received a PurgarHduring the Korean Conflict, for
years Brightman wore his hair in a military buzzrtat style until he grew it out and
wore it in braids during the early 1970s. Brighinparticipated in the American Indian
Historical Society (AIHS or “the Society”) durintgiearly years, but left and co-founded

the San Francisco based United Native AmericangUgA) in the summer of 1968,

749 Jean Murphy, “U.S. Indians-Low Men on the TotenePdThe Los Angeles Timéspril 10, 1969, F1.
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one of the first organizations to incorporate gt “Native American” in its name.
Brightman received national media attention wheslhdtered fugitive Dennis Banks,
Ojibwa and founder of the American Indian Movem@iiM) at his Bay Area home after
Wounded Kneé?® Rupert Costo, Cahuilla and President of the AleScribed
Brightman as a “rabid speaker, a spirited perstyiand for a few years believed he
represented “the growing spirit of revolt among lin@ians.” However, Costo also
pointed to Brightman as a motivating factor in &l&lS organizing the first Convocation
of American Indian Scholars in 1970 (the Convoagtio

Costo explained the reasons he became upseBwihtman. He had labeled
Indians as an extremely impoverished people witlly'one engineer, only ten teachers,
only one physician and one dentist” among Indiafgssionals. AIHS members
described feeling “horrified” at the implicationsBrightman’s irresponsible and
incorrect statement about Indian professionaleatures and interviews. As a self-
described “old-timer” Costo recalled the SocietyAnfierican Indians (SAl) included
several professionals, including founding membetdSaviontezuma, a formally trained
physician and one of Costo’s idols. In additionst believed Brightman dismissed
earlier Indian movements and achievements of kegarrvation and urban residents. As a
result, Costo remarked, “The ideology spawned bgtBman had to be combatted and
so we considered the possibility of gathering thgethe best of the Indian scholars
together with the traditionalists and religious jpleg’ he continued describing the

meeting as necessary, “to discuss what neededdorieein order to broaden the range of

% Dennis Banks and Richard Erdo€§ibwa Warrior: Dennis Banks and the Rise of theefinan Indian
Movemen{Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2004), 318-3
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Indian effort on the highest and most effectivenpld™*

Brightman, a proud self-
proclaimed militant, regularly called for “Indiaroywer” and in part his organization
represented an impatient younger generation whaedaswift change.

In Warpath the official UNA newspaper, an article descriledian liberation. It
noted, “Unlike many of the other minority groupsdian people have not been able to
develop a group of its own intellectuals-writerslifical thinkers, scientists, and
educated people who can help the movem&Airi part, the statement represented an
attitude that prickled Costo since it inferred eklaf action and educational or
intellectual acumen of previous and contemporadyaims. The UNA understood without
tangible results, many perceived Red Power a®iragit to reservation communities. It
acknowledged reservation communities had littleceom for Red Power “unless it
assures them of food and shelter for that day.Yet, the UNA appeared to dismiss
earlier activities in California which had souglkbaomic restitution and justice for the
eighteen unratified treaties.

Costo also viewed the occupation of Alcatraz in9.86 a driving force for
organizing the Convocation. He cautioned AlfonstzZDTewa and anthropology
professor at Princeton University, against suppgrAlcatraz. Costo reminded Ortiz that
the Society had a policy that without unanimouspsuf it and its members would not

participate. He asked Ortiz to avoid associatidh Wlcatraz because of his involvement

51 A Foreword to the Rupert Costo Collection on tlm@cation of American Indian Scholars, pg. 2, box
62, folder 1, Rupert and Jeannette Costo papetkedfion 170. University of California, Riverside
Libraries, Special Collections & Archives, Univaysof California, Riverside (Costo papers, Colleati

170. UCR).

24Indian Liberation,”Warpath Spring 1970, 11.

53“Red Power,"Warpath Spring 1970, 11.
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as Chairperson of the Convocation. Costo commetfitad a delicate situation, and we
will not make a public statement* In a letter to Helen Scheirbeck, Lumbee and
Director of Education for American Indians in thegartment of Health, Education, and
Welfare, Costo expressed his unease about Alcakiazriticized many Alcatraz
participants as relocated Indians from outsidef@atlia with little knowledge of
California Indians. Concerned about participantsithful naiveté, Costo believed many
had a lack of cultural knowledge.

He bemoaned the participation of Indian collegelstis who appeared to
abandon their studies. He commented, “How can tleeguch a thing, | do not know.”
Concerned about the numerous Indian college stadieawing newly established Native
American Studies (NAS) programs, Costo believedd#aease in student enroliment
jeopardized the programs and disregarded the widtktose who fought for the
establishment and funding of these educationalrprog. Rupert Costo and Jeannette
Henry Costo, Eastern Cherokee, sat on a commuentg@y board that helped form the
NAS program at San Francisco State College (lat@med San Francisco State
University).”>®> Moreover, since Costo regarded education as hateb reach non-
Indians, the absence of Indian college studentisddmon-Indians direct exposure to
Indians and Indian issues.

Costo informed Scheirbeck he had attended a natwonéerence on Indian

education in Minneapolis, Minnesota in 1969, alaniy AIHS member Bob Kaniatobe,

>4 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Al pézember 16, 1969, box 62, folder 7, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

% Luis S. Kemnitzer, “Personal Memories of Alcatra@69” in American Indian Activism: Alcatraz to
the Longest Wallkeds. Troy R. Johnson, Joane Nagel, and Duane @@ (Urbana: University of
lllinois Press, 1997), 115.
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Choctaw. Never one to temper his comments, Caogtoized the conference asserting,
“It was very bad, and will yield little, if any relts. Badly organized, badly handled, and
too many whites in attendance.” However, he exga@fopeful optimism about some of
the young Indian students he met there who platmeg@ply for the Convocation. His
attendance at a national conference on Indian édadaelped Costo identify what he
envisioned for the AIHS Convocation.

Costo acknowledged the “romance” of Alcatraz atedenany Indians and non-
Indians but he remained reserved about it as #qabdlact. He explained to Scheirbeck
the situation in San Francisco where, “Groups afngpindians, half drunk, are going
from house to house, on the streets, and intouestts on the wharf, asking for
‘Alcatraz money.”” “It is a bad scene,” he advisedosto noted his concerns about
Alcatraz but believed he could not openly say amgthwithout being crucified by our
own people.” He concluded, “What is going on theogv, is a big picnic and pow-wow.
If they continue, it will wreck the work of geneits.” His emphatic concern led him to
comment, “That is why WE MUST HAVE this Convocatidfi® The emphasis of his
capitalization underscored his belief that the Cmation represented an organized
response to the actions of those he viewed aporssble or misguided.

Costo cautioned against untenable projects lackitygong term planning. He
noted, “Frivolous programs, impractical actionsgsponsible and unwise proposals will

lead inevitably to a jaded reaction, and in the wildresult in an irrecoverable loss to the

% personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to HelegirBelek, December 1, 1969, pg. 2, box 62, folder 2,
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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whole Indian population”’ Costo understood that the occupation of Alcatanered
mainstream media attention and broad base supgqadntecognized support could be
fleeting. Instead, he wanted to turn that attentawards thoughtful and practical
discussions within Indian country and effectivebnamunicate the issues raised to non-
Indians.

As a result, the AIHS determined to organize a fdrgathering to explore issues
affecting Indian country. According to the apptioa pamphlet, the purpose of the
AIHS Convocation consisted of demonstrating “thatave not the inarticulate masses
about whom so much benevolent concern has beeadsgiche past™® The
Convocation illustrated an attempt to disrupt theamon narrative in mainstream media
that tended to depict increased visibility of Ind@olitical activity as disjointed and filled
with numerous leaders who had no community authtwispeak on behalf of all Indians.

The Society tapped into the success, interest madskion generated by Indian
literature and arts. In 1969 N. Scott Momaday vikapwon the Pulitzer Prize in fiction
for House Made of Dawand popular mainstream Macmillan press publishiee V
Deloria Jr., Standing Rock Sioukuster Died for Your SinsBoth men attended and
spoke at the Convocation. In addition, Buffy Saiktarie, Cree, performed at the
Convocation. Sainte-Marie gained mainstream atiersind criticism for her song “My
County Tis of Thy People You're Dying,” from hebalmLittle Wheel Spin and Spin

released in 1966. Her lyrics addressed the dexdtahd biased nature of history

> Rupert Costo, “Alcatraz,The Indian Historiarvol. 3 no. 1 (Winter 1970): 12.

8 The language is borrowed from Alfonso Ortiz’ pshkd call for the first Convocation fihe Indian
Historian.
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textbooks, “When Columbus set sail out of Europe stness/That the nations of leeches
who conquered this land/Were the biggest, and Btagad boldest, and best/And yet
where in your history books is the tale/Of the ggde basic to this country’s birth?®

The Convocation provided a platform for Indian ers, scholars, and artists to meet,
network, and discuss issues in Indian affairs.

For the AIHS, a project conceived, developed, omgahand directed by Indians
for Indians had significant meaning. The convocati@uld be “an interdisciplinary
event in the exploration of knowledge.” The fi@invocation of American Indian
Scholars, held in March 1970, represented a coatelihattempt to cultivate responsive
leadership from Indian scholars, students, art#std,traditional historians and accord
them equal treatment. The goal was to offer affedssistance to Indian country and by
extension, demonstrate an informed and scholadiaimpopulation existed and could
serve as experts. rhe San Francisco Chronicla December 1969, Costo commented
on the purpose of the Convocation. “In the fieldacholarship and in every field which
involves the use of experts, authorities and psxesls” Costo bluntly continued, “we
want to put the Bureau of Indian Affairs out of mess.”®° Thus, Costo wanted to shift
the expertise on the subject of Indians from th& &l Indians.

At a June 1969 executive council meeting, montlisrbe¢he successful
occupation of Alcatraz in November, the AIHS dedide establish a steering committee

for the Convocation and scheduled a meeting tHeviahig month in New Mexico to

9 Buffy Sainte-Marie, “My Country Tis of Thy Peop¥ou’re Dying,” Little Wheel Spin and Spin
Vanguard, 1966.

804y.S. Indians Plan Meeting of Scholardhe San Francisco Chronigl®ecember 22, 1969, 4.
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begin planning. The selection of Princeton Uniugras the site for the first Convocation
and the location of the first steering committeestimg) in New Mexico was due to the
association of Convocation steering committee pleagon Dr. Alfonso “Al” Ortiz, Tewa
and assistant professor of anthropology at Primceimiversity’®® Selecting Princeton, a
private Ivy League college located in New Jersegs an unusual choice for a meeting of
Indians, particularly since the institution did maive a strong history with recruiting
Indian faculty or student$? However, Ortiz’ dedication to the Convocation @eya key
role in selecting the school, as did the schoal{gp®rtive yet “hands off” approach,
which empowered the Society to direct it withougtitutional interference and
simultaneously have access to university resouRx@sceton University, cognizant of
shifting college environments, had started to énvomen in its undergraduate ranks in
1969. Perhaps the school also sought establishiatationship with Indian communities
and viewed hosting the Convocation as a first step.

The thirty year old Ortiz, who publishedTine Indian Historiarand served on its
editorial board, assumed much of the day-to-dagrmptay leading up to the Convocation
since the Society headquarters was located adresotintry. He placed an
advertisement iiThe Daily Princetoniarseeking residents of dormitories who would
provide campus housing for Indian student partitipaf the Convocatioft> In

promoting the Convocation, Ortiz commented on iitgjueness: “Other such gatherings

%1 Eor more information on Ortiz see D’Arcy McNickBenter for the History of the American Indian,
Remembering Alfonso Ort{Zhicago: Newberry Library, 1998).

%2 phjl Parnell, “Recruiting Programs Neglect Indidr&he Daily PrincetonianMarch 20, 1970, 1.
However, Princeton would improve its Indian reanént policy see Denny Chin, “Admissions Grants
Recruiting Funds to Chicano, Indian UndergraduafEse Daily PrincetonianOctober 25, 1972, 1.

%3 The Daily PrincetonianFebruary 19, 1970, 6.
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have usually been of political lobbying groups angribal organizations, usually
agitational groups. The number of panels we hadlieates that we are gathering to
discuss everything that is pertinent to Indianse”d¢éntinued, “Anything concerning
Indians is fit fodder for our scrutiny.Therefore, Ortiz viewed the Convocation as
purposefully examining challenges in Indian couratngl devising ways to address them.

The steering committee had several discussionsreadings working on the
selection of panel themes. Additionally, the corteei selected Indians as panel
moderators and discussants, including Indian celstgdents. Unlike other conferences,
Indians held positions of power in generating aatling discussions and students
received equal treatment to professionals. Ohsia expressed optimism that the
Convocation would force the “intellectual and fic&l world and the media” to
recognize the existence of Indian scholars an@tsider them when in search of
research on Indians. Ortiz believed many Indidmkrs received a muted response
from the academic community, and many in the gémpeulation seemed hesitant to
gather research information from Indian schola@stiz viewed the Convocation as “real
sign of coming of age of as small a minority assoti* The gathering of Indian scholars
to discuss issues represented a valuable stepdswatians leading conversations on a
variety of issues affecting Indian country.

In later years, Professor Ortiz received an urdtaty portrayal from Russell
Means, Lakota and AIM activist. Means detailed Drtihree-piece, cream colored suit

with matching loafers” and commented that he danisayes “furtively around the

%4 Phil Parnell, “Indian Scholars to Powwow in Histo€onvocation"The Daily PrincetonianMarch 16,
1970, 1.
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room” at AIM. activists with their long hair, riblocshirts, and Indian jewelry at the 1969
national conference on Indian educatiSn.Clearly, Means portrayed Ortiz as an
example of an Indian attempting to fit into maiesain society, and suggested he
appeared embarrassed or intimidated by overt Instida of dress.

However, it should be noted that Ortiz openly supzbAIM and the 1973
Wounded Knee occupation and invited several AINivats, including Vernon
Bellencourt, Leonard Crow Dog, and Maynard Stamleguest speakers in his classes
and to speak before a general audience at Printitmersity, exposing the college
campus directly to AIM activists and provide thdm bpportunity to fundraise for the
Wounded Knee Defense Fufff. Perhaps Means’ commentary resulted from the eneas
some Indians feel towards anthropologists. Odceived minor criticism from his Tewa
community because some believed he revealed immioghgious secrets in his book
The Tewa Worlghublished in 1969. Regardless of commentary aboels personal
dressing style, Ortiz diligently worked on the fi@onvocation and Indian recruitment
for Princeton, which graduated its first Indiandsnots in 1975.

The Convocation steering committee named by theSAdBInsisted of all Indian
members. The Society conceived of the convocasoa working event held during
Princeton University’s Easter break, March 23-Z6/A. The original steering committee

named included several individuals with professidrzaning including Ortiz; Rupert

%5 Russell Means and Marvin J. Wolffhere White Men Fear to Tread: The AutobiographRaésell
Means(New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1995), 173.

®® Denny Chin, and Harry Irizarry, “AIM Leader Speaks Wounded Knee The Daily Princetonian
April 4, 1973, 1; Steve Freedman, “Professor Suggpaction at Wounded KneeThe Daily Princetonian
March 6,1973, 1; David Liemer, “Indian Leader B&bstS Government,The Daily PrincetonianMarch
7, 1973, 1; Bob Ruxin, and Cynthia Read, “Crow [Rygposes Return to Ritual§;he Daily
Princetonian November 7, 1973, 1.
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Costo, Cahuilla; Edward Dozier, Tewa Pueblo antirapiology and linguist professor at
University of Arizona; David Warren, Santa ClaraeBlo, historian, and director of
curriculum and instruction at the Institute of Angan Indian Arts; and Jeannette Henry-
Costo, Eastern Cheroké¥. Membership on the steering committee changesome
additions and at least two departures occurredanfdxecutive council meeting in
November, the Society added Roger Buffalohead, #brstorian and American Indian
Studies professor at University of Minnesota and Bkedicine, Standing Rock Sioux
and anthropology professor at San Francisco Stallege. Eventually, the steering
committee also included Leonard Bear King, Sioud student at University of New
Mexico; Bob Kaniatobe, Choctaw and student at Sandisco State College; N. Scott
Momaday, Kiowa and English professor at UniversitZalifornia, Berkeley; Fritz
Scholder, Luisefio and artist; Joseph Senungetukjdq Alaskan Native and student at
San Francisco Art Institute; and briefly Louis Batl, Cherokee and instructor at the
Institute of American Indian Arts.

In the end, David Warren would not serve on thergtg committee, possibly
because he expressed changing his panel preserftatio pre-Columbian history to the
oral history program of the Doris Duke Foundati@osto perceived Warren'’s panel
revision as an attempt to use the Convocationmagans to gain grant monies to

complete his personal reseaféh.In part, the inclusion of college students on the

%7 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, 7 June 1969, hdox 12, folder 14, Costo papers, Collection
170. UCR.

%8 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to LoulaBaNovember 27, 1969, pg. 3, box 62, folder 7,
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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steering committee represented the desire to &mipprace Indian students and consider
them as scholarly equals to professional parti¢dgan

The Society also continued its strong commitmenhtan arts and Indian
artists. It previously promoted them through ibications and the Museum of Indian
Arts which included a small art gallery and museatr@hautauqua House, the formal
headquarters for the Society. The AIHS integr#tedarts into the Convocation
program. Fritz Scholder, Luiseio, coordinated lye@me hundred pieces of art for the
special Convocation exhibit displayed at the Wowadwilson School of International
Affairs on campus including paintings, drawingsitgaries, and prints. Henry-Costo
reported some of the art was stolen from the Pramckan and the Woodrow Wilson
School display®® Some of the artists attended or taught at the Aaernndian Art
Institute, a BIA supported boarding school estdigltsin 1962 for high school and post-
graduate students interested in the arts and béat®anta Fe, New Mexicd® For
some of the artists, the Convocation representdirdt exposure of their art to a large
audience since few art galleries embraced Indiaatdhe time.

The Convocation steering committee experienced smmlications with the
arts panel. Louis Ballard, Cherokee and instruatahe American Indian Arts Institute
(AlAl) originally served as chairperson of the goemel. However, assumptions and
disagreements led to Scholder replacing Ballanitially, Ballard expressed displeasure

about Ortiz’ rumored affiliation with a Santa Fenéerence held in November 1969

" «Indian Paintings TakenTown TopicsApril 2, 1970, 16.

" United States Department of the Interior and Indiats and Crafts Boardative American Arts 1:
Institute of American Indian Ar@@ashington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Offit868).
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under the sponsorship of the School of AmericareBeh (later renamed School for
Advanced Research) in which he believed Ortiz igddndian scholars who could have
participated. Ballard registered his complain€tusto. In response, Costo indicated the
Society practiced “solidity of prudent and respbtesconduct,” and could not “permit
disharmony to take foothold,” in planning the Cocation. Further, he explained the
Society selected each steering committee membhroare, and considered their
responsible attitudes and capacity to work togetisto advised Ballard if he
considered it impossible to work with Ortiz, themd¢ould not participate with the
steering committe&’! At the time, Ballard chose to continue on as trperson of the
arts panel but subsequent disputes occurred.

Ballard wanted autonomy in his creative processiasidted participating artists
receive payment for their participation. Costo owmicated his displeasure towards
Ballard’s position and declared, “I think we hate tight to ask the artists, for ONCE, to
do what we have been doing for years. They wiénee transportation and lodging and
food. No more.””? Costo indicated most members of the Society cetagltheir work
without pay. Indeed, most considered their workantant for the Indian community and
labored without compensation. A little over a niohéefore the Convocation, the
working relationship ended when the Society cancalproposed concert on March 24
with music and performing arts because of the exiregg discord. In a letter dated

Febrary 7, Costo uninvited Ballard to the Convawati Costo informed him, “We cannot

" personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to LoulamBaDecember 6, 1969, pg. 2, box 62, folder 7,
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.

"2 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to LoulafBah.d., box 62, folder 7, Costo papers, Caitert
170. UCR.
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have haggling and factionalism take place, and Wenat permit it. We cannot work
with you.”""

In part, Ballard’s steadfast insistence that th& Biceive credit and billing in the
Convocation caused the working relationship toratate. Letters and counter letters
sent to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and floed Foundation which provided the
Society with grant money support. Undoubtedly G@std Ballard spoke over the
telephone with personal conversations rather timatihg communications through
letters, but the conflict percolated and resultedublic accusation and name-calling.
Philip Galvan, Ohlone and Secretary of the Socwetgte to Louis Bruce, Commissioner
of Indian Affairs, after the Society learned Batlaent a letter of complaint. Galvan
commented Ballard’s “injured vanity” led to diffitties in working with him. Further,
Galvan insinuated the BIA used Ballard “to distarid disrupt our Convocatiod™
Galvan’s commentary illustrated the Society’s conse@bout the BIA interferring or
discrediting the Convocation. Compelled to wrdeBruce again, Ballard called Costo

“anti-Bureau of Indian Affairs,” and argued the plems derived from Costo’s

“deliberate attempts to undermine the prestigdefBureau of Indian Affairs’* In

3 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Louiaf8aFebruary 7, 1970, box 62, folder 7, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR.

" personal correspondence, Philip Galvan to Louis&rCommisioner of Indian Affairs, February 8,
1970, Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry Costo papetl4,The Rupert Costo Archive of the American
Indian filmed from the holdings of the Rupert Cdsturary of the American Indian in the Departmefit o
Special Collections at the University of Califorr@aiRiverside Native America: a primary record series,
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addition, Ballard inferred Costo held anti-Americgmtiments because he objected to the
performance of a Flag song, a tribute to the Un8tades of America.

Costo wrote to Ballard and shared the Society nepened an art event with a
Flag song. Instead, he viewed it as practical &atriotic rally, not a concert.” He
concluded, “I don't care what others do. We dalwiit.”’’® His sentiments contained no
contempt for the United States of America; ratreecbnsidered it inappropriate for the
venue and culturally irrelevant to an Indian cohoédance, music, and poetry.
However, Ballard inferred that Costo held a negaéittitude towards the BIA, and
enclosed a press release with 8am Francisco Chroniclaewspaper clipping with
Costo’s comment about putting the BIA out of busge Perhaps Ballard had growing
concern about his Institute of American Indian Adis as he remarked, “I have brought
added prestige, kudos, and acclaim to the Bureabyl continue to do so’*’

Ballard also contacted Siobhan Oppenheimer, Séhrmgram Officer of the Ford
Foundation, to complain about Costo and the ceetoatl of the concert. According to
Ballard, Costo had no concern for his work or tleeknof other Indian artists. Further,
Ballard advised Oppenheimer that Costo’s action®wantagonistic” to his aims and
“disrespectful” of his achievements. Finally, Ball objected to Scholder’s planned art
exhibition because “ORIGINALLY THIS WAS MY IDEA INCONJUNCTION WITH

THE CONCERT!!""”® His capitalization clearly demonstrated his axiedrritation.

"® personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to LoulamaFebruary 1, 1970, box 62, folder 7, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR.

""" personal correspondence, Louis Ballard to LouissBr March 28, 1970, pg. 2, reel 44, Costo papers,
Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.

"8 personal correspondence, Louis Ballard to Siolih@menheimer, Senior Program Officer of the Ford
Foundation, February 25, 1970, pg. 2, reel 44, &papers, Primary Source Microfilm, 2001.
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Although unclear who had the idea first, for sel/gears prior the Society engaged with
Indian art and Indian artists.

The Chautauqua House contained the Museum of Inlisnand the Society
could have planned an art exhibit component wittRaltard’s suggestion. For example,
Costo wrote to Alfred Bush, Curator of the Prince@ollections of Western Americana,
in November 1969. He sent a letter to Bush adlafaip to their phone conversation
and to confirm details. Costo detailed Bush woetdup an exhibit for the Convocation
and inquired if he had adequate California or Nedgst items because if he did not, the
Society could send additional items for inclusinritie exhibit.”® Early on, the Society
depended on curator Bush for an art exhibit, ndiaBa Clearly, the working
relationship between Ballard and the steering cdtemdissolved. Costo viewed
Ballard’s letters as an attempt to disrupt andcitthe Convocation.

The series of increasingly negative interactiornth \Biallard proved to be the
opposite of what Costo and the Society wantedte#uk it desired the Convocation,
including the planning, to demonstrate Indian psefenalism and show Indians could
work together without conflict. Costo desired liveliscussion and debate, not
destructive interactions. Despite the late changéise steering committee and the arts
panel, the remaining members determinedly movesldad with plans.

The steering committee formulated panel themessalatted participants from
submitted applications. One panel theme that vedea revision to its title was chaired
by Bea Medicine, “Red Power: Real or Potentialfitidlly, the steering committee

selected the title “Red Power: (OK) What Else?” inudiscussing the title, Medicine, a

"9 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to AlfreshBRrinceton University Curator of Western
Americana, November 15, 1969, box 62, folder 2,t€pspers, Collection 170. UCR.
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late addition to the steering committee, persg@rfalind the original title undignified
and suggested a change to either “Red Power- Mgamd Misuse” or “Red Power-Real
or Potential.” Her concern led to a change topidieel name, a name less offensive and
perhaps more inclusive to the younger, studentggaaints. Medicine’s presentation on
Red Power called for participation in mainstreartitios. She observed, “You know,
marching and planning these confrontations resulisis: the minute they leave the
meeting room the decisions are still being madpdnple other than the Indian$®
Medicine’s comment illustrates the challenges didns entering the political arena.
However, Medicine strongly believed for any suctdgsolitical action, a significant
number of Indians needed to particip&te Similarly, the Convocation steering
committee wanted extensive and attentive parti@pat

Since they perceived it as a working event, therstg committee insisted that
selected participants attend all morning genersdisas, but allowed attendees to chose
what afternoon panels to attend. By insisting divagarticipation, the steering
committee hoped to thoroughly engage attendeeso, Ak Costo reiterated in personal
letters, he wanted the Convocation to differ fraamlier conferences by discouraging
unwanted social behaviors. For instance, a lackwaflvement from attendees could

result in empty presentation rooms and inebriatibhe AIHS wanted to avoid

“conference Indians,” those who attended variowenes/throughout Indian country but

80 Rupert Costo and Jeannette Henry-Costo, &tfign Voices: The First Convocation of American
Indian Scholar{San Francisco: The Indian Historian Press Ir&70), 311.

81 Bea Medicine and Sue-Ellen Jacobs, kdarning to be an Anthropologist and Remaining iXati
(Champaign: University of Illinois Press, 2001).
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rarely contributed to the positive outcome of coafiees’®? In addition, it wanted the
Convocation to represent through, thoughtful, disaans of consequence. The Society
promoted the Convocation Fhe Indian Historiar®®

Ortiz wrote an accompanying piece in which he dbsdrhow some Indian
voices were heard, but noted little representatiomdians, if any, appeared at the
highest levels where decisions and long-range igsliormed. As a result, Ortiz issued a
call for the first Convocation of American Indiachslars observing Indians obtained
consultation “during discussions of symptoms anit@mes of particular long-standing
and deep-seated problems, but, as always, whemsdist turns to causes and solutions
the Indian viewpoint is not considered.” He coungd, “Especially lacking is the
reasoned and disciplined voice of Indian scholpesaking in concert to the grand issues
before our people and before the nati6f."Ortiz also commented on the timing pointing
to the national mood of tolerance and good wilha®pportune time to hold the
Convocation. Unstated in his assessment of thermstmood included the funding
possibilities for the Convocation.

The AIHS received the overwhelming majority offiteding for the Convocation
from a Ford Foundation grant it received in 196%e Foundation provided $52,852.
The Society ultimately received the grant but ppressed apprehension about the

logistics of paying for the Convocation without granonies. At an executive council

82 Jim Porter, “Call Me Brother WassajaMarch/April 1974, 8; “Voice of the Indian: Conéarce
Indian,” Wassaja July 1974, 4.

"83«An Interdisciplinary Event in the Exploration Ehowledge,”The Indian Historianvol. 2 no. 3 (Fall
1969): 4.
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meeting, Costo reported the application remainddreéeéhe Ford Foundation and had
received assurances it would appear before themeeting of its Board of Directors.
Costo commented, “We can do nothing but wait & tinne, and we can not engage in
extensive preparation for the Convocation untillklmew how much, if any, money we
will have.” Costo continued, that without the Féroundation grant, the Society would
be forced to get “bits and pieces” of funding frother various source®”

The AIHS received a response to its November 189 I9nding request in a
letter from assistant secretary William H. Nimdlué Ford Foundation on December 1,
1969. Nims notified the Society that it had reeeia grant, to be used over a five month
period, to support a conference to “explore thédlamms and concerns of American
Indians.” In closing, he extended “every good wishthe success of the
Convocation.”® The bulk of the approved budget for the convaceincluded: $26,427
participant travel expenses; $12,970 participadgilog and meals; $4,235 publication of
materials; $4,200 in salary for individual to carttpanelists, moderators, and presenters;
$1,900 travel expenses for said individual; $1,800Convocation Chairperson salary
and expenses. Other incidentals of the approvdddiuncluded telephone, printing,
mailing, set up, typists and office héfff. The AIHS received the money by December

19, 1969, which allowed only a short time framegtanning the Convocation.

85 Executive Council Meeting Minutes, November 1,996g. 2, box 12, folder 14, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

8¢ personal correspondence, William H. Nims, AssisBetretary of the Ford Foundation to Rupert Costo,
December 1, 1969, reel 14, Costo papers, Primanyc8dMicrofilm, 2001.
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The Convocation charged a minimal registrationdiefrty dollars for
participants, and provided a discounted rate fadestits housed in Princeton University
dormitories, with financial assistance availabléhit® majority of attendees for
transportation and lodging. All meals were sugphed served at the Princeton Inn
where most of the non-student attendees stayatidaturation of the Convocation. The
steering committee limited the participants to twmdred people, because of the
facilities accomodations and selected them fronmstied applicationd®® The steering
committee sent out invitations to some Indian satymlpersonally extending to them an
invitation to attend.

The majority of funding for the Convocation camenfrthe Foundation grant and
Princeton University contributed housing, receptimeals, and presentation rooms for
little or no charge. The committee determinedratées’ eligibility requirements, which
included: scholars and professionals, minimum gellgraduation; students attending
college on a regular basis; tribal leaders or hishs, tribal activity necessary and
knowledge of indigenous language required; andIndran professionals and observers
by invitation only.

In contrast to other conferences, the Convocatiwpgsefully limited the number
of non-Indian attendees and only those personaiiyad could attend. In contrast, for
example, the American Indian Chicago Conferenc€@lin 1961 had about 145 non-
Indian participants. By not embracing non-Indiahdars, the Society demonstrated it

wanted the Convocation to facilitate Indian drivkecussions and perhaps to prevent, for

88 The Costos, Bea Medicine, Alfonso Ortiz, and shid@ob Kaniatobe selected the Convocation
attendees.
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example, non-Indians dominating discussions oviagiwith pre-conceived notions and
stifling conversations. However, the Convocatiahribt completely exclude non-
Indians. In the Convocation program, Costo noted‘&xperimental” nature of the event
and hoped the discussions generated would addyasstifons of ideology, scholarship,
and principles” from which to guide the future afllan scholarship in practical terms.

The Society encouraged the participation of Inaiallege students and looked
for creative approaches to generate interest. oGon&irmed Scheirbeck about Stanford
University providing a student participant five legle credits for attending the
Convocation’®® Costo found encouragement in Stanford Universitgring college
credit and hoped other colleges would follow séitthough unclear if additional
colleges and universities issued credit for attandaStanford’s willingness to do so
illustrates the respect the Convocation received.

Leading up to Costo sending letters directly tdeges and universities, he
expressed his apprehensions to Ortiz about theepsaaf selecting student attendees.
Costo considered it “a thorny subject,” but theestey committee handled it. He wanted
to avoid student organizations because regardietisdents were members of clubs,
their participation should be encouraged. Furt@esto warned Ortiz about what he
termed the “kangaroo court enforcers” people whenbdlieved harassed and generally
made life miserable for “the young Indian studehbwvants a thorough academic,
scholarly education.” As Costo viewed Brightmai #ime occupation of Alcatraz as

motivation for organizing the Convocation, he comiad that it acquire “the best of our

89 Although Costo does not provide the name of tle@f®td student, from the Convocation participant
list, one may infer it was Raymond Cross, Mandadaitia; Chris McNeil, Tlingit; or Ann Rainer, Taos
Pueblo.
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youth, not just the loudest® An indirect commentary about the attention sosiege
students were receiving, Costo wanted to ensustanding students and potential future
Indian scholars participated in the Convocation.

Costo wanted Indian college student participatmpresent a counterpart to
current events. Further, he wished to provideeg@lstudent attendees a sense of
responsibility, bolster their endurance for collegied provide a safe cultural respite from
the challenges of student life. He concluded,l“alant to see is that they [college
students] are serious, thoughtful, articulate pedpf Costo desired critical thinking and
for students to attend, learn, and to share thmnkedge with other attendees.

In an exchange with Leonard Bear King, a studemhbes on the steering
committee and scheduled presenter, Costo explaiisgureference for presentations
which he hoped could generate discussion. Beay'&topic, on child development,
caused Costo consternation because he wanted Begatdoffer more critical analysis.
Costo advised him, “why not tell them simply an@gty, how it really is, how it really
was—and how it could be. Dammit, only YOU can grout the Indian viewpoint, and
that’'s what we want you to do. You have the braind the guts.” He continued, “I
don’t care how sharp you get, but for Wovoka'’s sakie up some THINKING, even
controversial thinking.” Costo’s encouragement dastrates his commitment to panel
presentations generating discussion, but alsauipigast of a college student providing

their expert opinion on a topic. He further canéd Bear King that if he chose not to

9% personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Al Gidizember 16, 1969, pg. 2, box 62, folder 7, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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approach his presentation with critical analysmthing will happen,” meaning his
address would not inform or teach anyone anythipgrhaps to soften the blow of
criticizing Bear King’s submitted paper, Costo sdrhis letter, “as ever your friend,
Rupert,” an indication of Costo’s assured suppod fiendship’>? For reasons
unknown, Bear King did not present at the Convaceathough his name appeared in the
program as a member of the steering committee.

In soliciting college students’ attendance, thesitg committee generated a
formula for cultivating tribal diversity. EntitledCollege Students: A suggested strategy
for ensuring geographical/tribal balance,” the steecommittee outlined how it would
approach the selection process. It determinedr§esfeort should be made to prevent the
delegates [students] from being selected by noraingrofessors,” because the
committee believed in restricting the role of noibns. Additional preferences
expressed by the committee included students wbkesiieir indigenous language, had
an understanding of the socio-cultural conditiongheeir reservations and perhaps most
importantly, “be willing to talk about their knowdge” at the Convocation. Thus, the
steering committee sought vocal and equal participdrom student attendees. Finally,
the committee decided if students came from theessohool they should not be, if at all
possible, from the same tribe to ensure tribalrdiiag Prior to sending a form letter, the
Society sent an announcement to all the univessitiel colleges in the country,
approximately five hundred, to inform them of thEcaming Convocation and to catch

the attention of those before the winter break.

92 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Leonead i&ing, March 9, 1970, box 62, folder 6, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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Rupert Costo sent form letters to Indian studembglsoliciting applications and
to ensure participation of, at minimum, forty statge Dated January 27, 1970, the
students had only a brief time frame to submitdhelosed applications. Costo targeted
college and university campuses with large Indiadent populations. As a result, the
majority of letters were sent to major public umsiges and colleges in the Midwest and
West. Some of the schools included: Arizona Statizersity; University of Montana;
University of New Mexico; University of North DalagtUniversity of Oklahoma;
University of South Dakota; University of Utah; addiversity of Wyoming. Since the
Convocation occurred during the nadir of the Algatoccupation, many Indian college
students in California, particularly in the Bay Aravere not attending classes but
residing on the island. Aware of the studentsealss, Costo sent few letters to
California colleges and universities.

In the form letter, Costo communicated the comnaiti@referred qualifications
for student attendees. Costo also incorporatedegameutral language by indicating “He
(or she)” would “hopefully” have the desired quiakt’®®> A minor inclusion, Costo
recognized Indian college students consisted of amelhwomen and avoided patriarchal
language. In his letter, he also asked for a peafee for senior or graduate student level
students. In an era of youthful social movemémas embraced the mantra “don’t trust
anyone over thirty,” the Convocation actively soudiverse ages of its participants.
Ultimately, sixty participants were thirty yearslar younger with nearly forty college
students and thirty seven women. Students haited §uch schools as: University of

Arizona; University of California, Davis; Colora@®iate University; Dartmouth College;

%3 Form correspondence, Rupert Costo to college stad@anuary 27, 1970, box 62, folder 3, Costo
papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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University of Minnesota; University of Montana; Wersity of New Mexico; Oberlin
College; Oklahoma State University; University ae@on; Stanford University; State
University of New York; University of Southern Missippi and University of
Wisconsin.

As the Convocation date approached, some membéhne steering committee
had concerns protests could disrupt it. Ortiz wigt school administrators and they
reached an agreement that if any student distudsamacurred, only the University
President could contact the authorities. He exgaea feeling of “unease” ever since
Henry-Costo visited the campus and inquired abectiisty. To resolve any possible
protest from unexpected visitors, Ortiz devisedam pf action. He would give protesters
an opportunity to make a brief statement and tisgrttleem to peacefully leave. If they
refused, they would be offered an available roonc@ampus to meet. At all costs, Ortiz
wanted to work out any problems and avoid poli¢erirention. He worried, “such a
move would devastate all of the programs aimeddingnon-Cadillac Indians’®*

Costo assured Ortiz he did not anticipate “any stand believed Henry-Costo only
expressed “strict concern.” He further commentkds odd the way most people take
off on her when it is really me they are talkingab”’®> Although the steering
committee discussed and prepared for the posgibiliprotests, none occurred and it

remained committed to encouraging the participadiocollege students.

94 personal correspondence, Al Ortiz to Rupert Cddarch 11, 1970, box 62, folder 7, Costo papers,
Collection 170. UCR.

9 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Al Qvtiazch 14, 1970, box 62, folder 7, Costo papers,
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In addition to college students, Costo encourabedattendance of Philip Martin,
Choctaw and first Board of Regents President fakidh Indian Junior College (later
renamed Haskell Indian Nations University). Iretidr to Martin, Costo reiterated his
belief that the Convocation represented “the mmogiortant event to be arranged in our
history.” He viewed the Convocation as distincinfrprevious conferences and meetings
and believed it showed “the leadership of our peog@hd makes certain that this
leadership will be recognized and heaftf.Martin did not attend the Convocation,
perhaps because of scheduling difficulty, but Cattarly recognized the significance of
what the Society was organizing.

Costo continued to express his opinion that thevGoation represented a new
and unique meeting. He declared, “This is not gunsither BIA [Bureau of Indian
Affairs] or OEO [Office of Economic Opportunity] oéerence, to which most tribes are
SO eager to send representatives, and which iasalsolutely nothing,” in a personal
letter to Warren Clements, Education-Recreatiore®ar of the Confederated Tribes of
the Warm Springs Reservation of OreddhCosto explained the Convocation
represented the first time a group of Indian saisoheould come together and show
Indian scholarly leadership existed. In additiea pointed to Indian scholars as lending
themselves to aid the work of tribes and Indianpgte®oIn the end, neither Martin nor
Clements attended the Convocation, but Costo glsaright to excite Indians about the

prospects of the Convocation. Since the steengnaittee received funding in mid-

9% personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to PhiliiiMalarch 2, 1970, box 62, folder 3, Costo papers
Collection 170. UCR.
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December, it had only a short time to publicize sextuit for the Convocation, which
may have played a role in some invited memberattending.

The Society ultimately publishdddian Voices: The First Convocation of
American Indian Scholardrough its Indian Historian Press, which includieel papers
presented and subsequent discussions, report @ntress, and a list of participants.
The publication granted those who did not attedGbnvocation the ability to access
the discussions it generated. In a unique moelighof participants included the tribal
identity, occupation or institutional affiliatioand the ages of participants. By including
the ages, the Society illustrated the multigenenati nature of the Convocation. In the
publication, the Society described it as a “milastoand proudly described it as
“challenging thought, creative ideas” which woulh& as an “effective tool” for Indian
country for years to com@ In addition to the presentations and discussfadhe
Convocation, the Society believed it illustratedims could direct and organize an event
dedicated to generating discussions on Indian cgpuvithout the leadership of non-
Indians.

The four day Convocation schedule included fourmmay general assembly
sessions and afternoon panels on various thema=sak&rs for the morning assemblies
included: Rupert Costo keynote address, “Momeritrath for the American Indian,”;
Alfonso Ortiz, “American Indian Philosophy and Relation to the Modern World”; N.
Scott Momaday, Kiowa, Pulitzer Prize recipient gnafessor at University of California,
Berkeley, “The Man Made of Words”; and Vine Delodia, Standing Rock Sioux,

former director of National Congress of Americadiéms, and at the time, law student at

98 Costo and Henry-Costo, eddian Voicesvii.
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University of Colorado, Boulder, “Implications dfé¢ 1968 Civil Rights Act in Tribal
Autonomy.”

Each of the morning presentations spoke to theldpreent by Indians of Indian
scholarship and defending Indian rights. Ortizesbbed modern America was prepared
to listen to the practical wisdom of Indians. l#tdd Indian concepts of freedom,
architecture, and the ability to appreciate “jusinly,” as topics mainstream America
could learn. He commented on the responsibilitieathers. Speaking about the field of
anthropology, Ortiz observed as a teaching metheg ‘tcan not continue year after year
mindlessly reciting in the classrooms our litanyrafian exotica and assorted trivig™
Ortiz believed the solutions for many dilemmas ddwg found in Indian communities.

Momaday argued for the continued study of oraliti@as and language. He
opened his presentation with the comment, “we hmade of words.” For Momaday,
the process of storytelling was more than wordsiera it raised central questions about
humanity and the unknown. He focused on the noteimpact of imagination. He
commented, “Our best destiny is to imagine, att/easnpletely who and what, and that
we are. The greatest tragedy that can befall tesgs unimagined®°

Deloria spoke on the Civil Rights Act of 1968 whiatitlined Indian rights by
extending the Bill of Rights to individual Indiaagainst tribal governments and directed
the Secretary of Interior to create model courtdridian offenses. Deloria outlined two
legal concepts, tribal rights and individual Indraghts. In describing tribal autonomy,

Deloria remarked that through treaty relationships,federal government considered

%9 Costo and Henry-Costo, edsidian Voices11.
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tribes either as corporate organizations or conglates of individuals without political
entity. He commented that the end result is “ceimig as hell, and technical,” but he
guestioned the legality of the federal governmaeniaterally forcing tribes to be placed
under the act. Deloria concluded, “our Indian ceartd tribal councils can create an
Indian common law and justly define this relatidpswith the federal governmentf*
He wanted to strengthen and reaffirm the role asidigal entity of the tribe and
described legal challenges as a method to access po

The Convocation steering committee considered athing sessions mandatory
because it viewed them as particularly relevanhéopurpose of the event. Not just
discussing issues of concern, but to cross tribdldascipline lines and determine how
scholars could jointly contribute to solutions. @asto remarked in his keynote address,
“It is not the purpose nor the intention of thisM@ocation to dictate policies or to make
decisions which will affect all of our people, orimpose upon the sovereignty of the
tribes.” He continued, “It is our purpose onlyoint out a direction, to provide the help
needed to reach certain necessary gdafdri support of his vision, the Convocation
included a series of afternoon panels.

Attendees selected which afternoon panels to att&adh day had three or four
panel presentations. Some of the panel topicaded: “Native American Studies
Programs: Review and Evaluation” by Roger Buffabiheé'Forms and Uses of Tribal
Government,” by Rupert Costo; “The Urban ScenetaeddAmerican Indian” by Vine

Deloria Jr.; “Indian Land Development-Good or BazbBomics” by D’Arcy McNickle;

801 bid., 91.
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and “Native American Arts in America” by Fritz Sdber. The gathered artists and
community members discussed the qualities that rfeattentic” Indian art. Buffy
Sainte-Marie recommended artists form a non-poafiporation to promote and protect
authentic Indian art. They discussed the possddeaf repatriation, because many
museums in the United States and Europe had resgad cultural items.

Buffalohead’s presentation revealed the complexreatf Native American
Studies programs where factionalism emerged betsglents and community
members surrounding the purpose and curriculunffaB®inead shared the program at
the University of California, Los Angeles precasbubalanced between “remedial and
revolutionary materials” and as a result, he beliethe program accomplished very little.
Representatives from diverse schools, includingsehsity of Oregon and Black Hills
College, discussed funding and student retentidrey also spoke about the struggle
between supporting student activism, and as wetctse of Alcatraz, what it meant for
programs if students left to participate in actwisutside of campus. Stanford
University undergraduate Chris McNeil illustratée@ tstrength added by Indian students
attending when he expanded the conversation witltdimment, “you find that what
attracts Indian students in the first place is femty, and any kind of sense of unity that
has developed ther&* His comment revealed that a significant contribgifiactor for
Indian student recruitment is a preexisting canpds&n community.

Two special evening sessions occurred with volyrastendance for Convocation
attendees. Bea Medicine presented “Responsibibfitise Foundations in Funding

Indian Programs...and the Other Side of the Cougstiay evening. Wednesday

803 bid., 181.
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evening, Jeannette Henry-Costo delivered a pajgiedn“The Native American in
Textbook Literature-an Irreverent Approach.” Betlesentations sought to facilitate
open, truthful discussion and mutual understandidg a result, the Society decided
against stenographic records and names of thessiants were withheld. Medicine’s
presentation considered the role of foundatiorfamaing Indian programs, and four out
of ten foundations that had been invited to thev@oation attended. Henry-Costo’s
presentation was attended by seven publishersfdé @leven invited.

Approximately thirty Convocation attendees decittein the lively textbook
discussion, which lasted until after eleven in¢kiening. Henry-Costo argued textbooks
“are inaccurate at best, and utterly insultingeast,” and could be more thoroughly
examined. She also raised the issue of publiskgrgesting research based materials and
information for its books. Henry-Costo chided psibérs for seeking authentic
information and expecting Indians to accomplishwloek of its author without
compensation. Her frustration led her to declaeeShciety would no longer do this and,
“If you want our services as consultants, read®raluators, you will have to pay for
it.”8%* The discussion following Henry-Costo’s presewmtaiilustrated a call for Indian
publishing presses and the desire for bilinguatistéx encourage students to learn their
indigenous languages. A publisher commented odiffieulty of incorporating
historical truth because of the differences in whdtans and school boards wanted
children to be exposed to in textbooks. Perhagber evening session generated
solutions to concerns raised; however, both engad-@apening dialogue between

Indians and grant awarding foundations and pubigshe
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Indeed, a primary function of the Convocation wagénerate discussions. Lively
contact between Indian scholars, known and unknawd facilitating connections
served as a primary purpose of the Convocatiore &tendee remarked, “Last night one
or two of us, as many of you did, sat up untilalurs of the evening discussing what this
conference is about, and what we thought we coalth@xtend everything here that's
going on.®® To encourage a legacy of the first national Coatioa of American
Scholars, the attendees passed a series of resslatn the last day chaired by
Resolution chairperson Bea Medicine. The resatstaddressed a number of issues
including: holding an annual Convocation; suppatine Iroquois in their demands for
restoration of wampum belts from New York statejase the continued development of
the Navajo Community College and demand the Departrof Interior provide funding
for it; and supporting actions in the movementrafi&n rights not resulting in harm to
innocent people.

The Convocation established a national agendaddies on Indians. The
resolutions passed at the Convocation includediapsnon inclusion of Indians in studies
on Indians, communications between Indian grougspart for educational endeavors at
various levels, examination of emerging Native Aicear Studies and American Indian
Studies programs as an academic discipline, angbsufor Indian artists and their arts.

In summarizing the success of the Convocationz@dmmented, “On Monday morning
we merely had purpose [Costo keynote address]. @mdisty night we had soul [Sainte-
Marie performance].” He continued, “On Tuesday niagrwe had power [Deloria

presentation]. On Tuesday night the full moon d¥enceton was wearing an eagle
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feather [first time hundreds of Indians gathereBratceton University campus]. On
Wednesday morning we had majesty [Momaday presentaf® Through the use of
metaphor, Ortiz shared the schedule and correfategkbntations with its significance.
The New York Timegported on the Convocation but focused largel{peloria’s
speech without much comment on the significandae®vent®’

From the first Convocation of American Indian s@rslemerged the idea for the
National Indian Education Association (NIEA) whicttorporated in August 1970 in
Minneapolis, Minnesota. Rosemary Christensen, @@, organized the national
conference in 1969 on Indian education as pareoftork at the Midwest Regional
Educational Laboratory (UMREL) in Minneapolis of iwh Costo dismissed to
Scheirbeck. Christensen attended the Convocatidricund people with similar interest
in establishing a national organization on Indidnaation.

In addition to Christensen, many NIEA founding Bbarembers attended the
Convocation and presented or attended the afterpaoel “Innovations in Education”
facilitated by University of Arizona Ph.D. candideggamuel Billison, Navajo. The panel
members included several people who would becomnediog Board Members of the
NIEA: John Compton, Sioux and teacher at the Usitenf lowa, Hershal Shamant,
Kiowa and Human Relations Committee Chair undea@®#ia State Department of
Education, Dillon Platero, Navajo and director @ugh Rock Demonstration School.

Other NIEA founding members in attendance included Antell, Chippewa, Sparlin

806 phjl Parnell, “Indian Scholars Consider Futures$22 ResolutionsThe Daily PrincetonianApril 1,
1970, 5.
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Norwood, Cherokee, Marigold Linton, Cupefio, JohmgWiester, Potawatomi, Elizabeth
Whiteman, Crow and William Demmert, Tlingit.

According to Demmert, several teachers and admangts met the first day of
the Convocation to acquaint themselves with ealsbrotSome knew each other from
earlier participation in the National Education asisition (NEA). By the second
evening of the Convocation, the idea crystallizedreate a national organization and
Demmert and Norwood suggested the name Nationalrreducation Association
because they believed the NEA served as a greaIfidd The NIEA, still in operation
today, dedicates itself to bringing Indian educattogether to discuss how to improve
schools and education of Indian students, promdataral and language maintenance,
and influence policy and policymakers. Althoughriders like Christensen had
organized earlier conferences, discussion andcgaation with like-minded educators
and administrators at the Convocation precipit#tedormal organization. The
continued activity of the NIEA stands as an endyfegacy of the first Convocation.

After the Convocation, the Society met and debdefe its successes and what it
needed to improve. In early April 1970, the Boafdirectors met and detailed its
concerns from the Convocation. The issues raisegded from “students were afraid to
speak up at sessions,” to “too long, people beaastéess towards end® Another
guestion to consider was whether the Convocatiomdvoccur annually. Costo

explained, “we resisted this [holding the Convamat@nnually], since we believed the

8%illiam G. Demmert Jr., “Indian Education RevisitedPersonal ExperienceJournal of American
Indian Educatior38, no. 3 (Spring 1999): 5-13.
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327



Convocation should point the direction, not bec@p®wer instrument.” Further, Costo
noted, the first Convocation “accomplished everyghive had hoped for it*° With
some caution, the Society committed to organizimgtlzer Convocation in 1971.

Despite private hesitation, the Society pursueelcarsd Convocation. In an
article, the AIHS declared with “fair certainty”dlfConvocation would become an annual
event. Several locations suggested for the nertv/@zation included University of New
Mexico, University of Oklahoma, and Stanford Uniigy2** The first Convocation
garnered the participation of 164 Indian scholewsnf25 universities and colleges, 10
professionals, and 12 invited observers. Schaiansarily came from the United States
but a few came from Canada and New Zealand.

Held at the Aspen Institute for Humanistic Studreéspen, Colorado, the second
Convocation of American Indian Scholars, focusedvater rights and education. In
contrast to the first Convocation, attorney Willidfeeder, with a specialty in water
rights, was the only non-Indian to attend. Sevatt@ndees returned to the second
Convocation. In addition to the Costos, Roger Blotiead, Vine Deloria Jr., William
Demmert Jr., Adolph Dial, John Echohawk, Gloria Esoe, Bea Medicine, Charles
Poitras, Helen Redbird, Joe Sando, William ThadRarry White, Richard Wilson, and
Joseph Senungetuk attended. The second Convodadioiot receive large grant
support perhaps because foundations will furnigleismoney” rather than continually

fund an event or organization.

810 A Foreword to the Rupert Costo Collection on tlea@cation of American Indian Scholars, pg. 2, box
62, folder 1, Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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Its location, unaffiliated with a specific univesspr college, also served as a
reminder of the Society’s tangled interest in ggvating within the academy. The
Society tended to view the academy with caution@oddly declared Princeton had no
role in the first Convocation. This disheartenatizpwho asked the Costos to avoid
publicly and loudly making such declarations whitecampu$’? The Society also
published a book reporting on the second Convocdtie Native American Today: A
Report on The Second Convocation of Indian Sch8ta&imilar to its predecessor, it
provided a report from various panels held at tbev©cation. The Society clarified its
purpose of Convocations and explained, “It is rotvened on a regular basis. Itis
convened when emergencies in Indian life exist;mttganges are needetd®Thus,
after the second Convocation, the Society clearfyraunicated its decision against
holding an annual Convocation. Indeed, the AIHSaoiged a meeting dedicated to water
rights between the Jicarilla Apache Water Resourogsntory Committee and the AIHS
Board of Directors, and invited tribal represemiasion June 10, 1972 in Albuquerque,
New Mexico®™®

For reasons unknown, though one may speculate ctath® funding, time, and
growing redundancy of meetings and conferencesSdogety stopped hosting national

Convocations. Regardless, the Society accompligbepbal of starting discussion and
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dialogue within the Indian community. The ideatioe NIEA was born at the
Convocation. The panels and resolutions illusteaidy advocacy for tribal review
boards, protection of Indian arts, Indian publighiiand examining what American
Indians Studies programs should incldtfe Finally, it demonstrated Indians could
conceive, organize, and direct an agenda for thamanity without the aid of non-
Indians.

For the Society, the Convocation represented ttleegag of Indian students,
scholars, artists, and intellectuals to unite teagrgies and forces on behalf of Indian
country. The steering committee desired the agiaréicipation from all attendees to
generate creative ideas on how to approach concéimefirst Convocation had minimal
participation from tribal leaders, but the secormhcation was attended by tribal
chairperson Ted James, Paiute, Pyramid Lake ragaryand Buffalo Tiger, Miccosukee
of Miccosukee tribe of Florida. The participantsluded many of the most influential
Indian intellectuals of the time. In addition teetCostos, Roger Buffalohead, Vine
Deloria Jr., John Echohawk, Kirk Kickingbird, D’ArdMcNickle, Bea Medicine, N.
Scott Momaday, Al Ortiz, Fritz Scholder, and motteraded. Collectively, many of these
scholars represented the “firsts” in their respectields of expertise and individually
advocated for Indian rights. The Convocation stgecommittee actively sought
preeminent intellectuals. For the committee, thengith of united Indian scholars,

students, artists, and tribal activists througlirttadents could illustrate the resilience of

8% Susan Miller, “Native America Writes Back: The @ri of the Indigenous Paradigm in Historiography,”
Wicaza Sa Revie8, no. 2 (Fall 2008): 9-28.
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Indians. Further, the Convocation showed Indiaatsthe skills necessary to build a

stronger future.
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CHAPTER 9
CONCLUSION: “TO TAKE POSITIVE AND EFFECTIVE ACTION"THE
LEGACY OF THE AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL SOCIETY

In February 2002, the Tomas Rivera Library on tméversity of California,
Riverside campus was filled with the rhythm of hawadle gourd rattles accompanied
with the songs of Bird Singers, a traditional fosfrmusic and singing from the
Southwest, including southern California and théuléa tribe. More than one hundred
people gathered for the rededication of the Rupesto Library of the American Indian,
located on the fourth floor in the Costo room. uddheon served traditional foods
including nettle soup, venison with tepary beargvaeewish Alvino Siva, a Cahuilla
elder of the Los Coyotes reservation and leadénefCahuilla birdsingers, provided an
invocation in the Cahuilla language. The gathgradicipants celebrated Rupert Costo,
Cahuilla and president of the American Indian Histd Society (AIHS or “the Society”)
and Jeannette Henry-Costo, Eastern Cherokee. Téralaes recognized the continued
legacy of the Costos and the organization theydedmearly forty years ago in 1964.
Now, nearly fifty years later, the Costos and mounding members may be gone but
the dialogue and activities sparked by their astivcan be observed throughout
California and Indian country.

The Society represented the ongoing tradition dtitribal or intertribal
organizational activism among California Indiafhey strongly believed they had a
responsibility to advocate for the betterment @f people. From one generation to the
next, stories of treaties were passed down in @al Indian families. Congress
disclosed the unratified treaties in 1905. Theatified treaties furnished a central focus
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and encouraged the establishment of earfyc@tury California Indian organizations.

This form of activism is a historic cultural prasiamong California Indians.

(\ 748
3 -

Figure 13 Rupert Costo speaking at unknown locatidate Jeannette Henry-
Costo standing in the background. Used by peromssi Special Collections &
Archives, UCR Libraries, University of CaliforniRjverside

In a 1983Nassajaeditorial, Costo wrote about many Indian intelleds
isolating themselves from participating directytie Indian social movement for change
and working to strengthen Indian self-determingtmotect water rights, treaty rights,
and defend against racism and povétfyThe following edition ofVassajaincluded
Costo’s response to the letters he had receivedcettbrated the volume of letters

because they illustrated the evidence of an irdield Indian activist community

817 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: Where are thdleuiials?"Wassaja January/February 1983, 3.
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comprising of many disciplines. However, he regedhe excuses by some who believed
those in leadership positions did not want anyrjatéion by Indian intellectuals. Costo
reminded his audience, “Nobody will invite you tante in and take charge. They won't
even invite you to come and helf}*His words offer a lesson for any activist and
demonstrated Costo’s personal principle of inteémechimself and not waiting to be
asked. Costo did not hesitate to lobby on beHdiisoscommunity. When he observed
anything he considered destructive to Indians po&e out against it.

The Costos partnership helped them reach theirahatthievements. Costo’s
activism was embedded in his Cahuilla identity. wteked as the elected tribal
spokesperson of the Cahuilla reservation for a reimbyears while living hundreds of
miles away in San Francisco in the 1960s. Hisyqaatticipation with the California
Indian Rights Association led him to advocate insiWagton D.C. on behalf of all
California Indians. However, with Jeannette He@ysto, a trained reporter, they
dreamed big and developed a publishing press,udardgissued scholarly journal, and a
monthly newspaper. Henry-Costo may not have hadlBgstrong ties to her tribal
community, but she wholeheartedly worked on bebiadill Indians.

A dynamic couple, the Costos made formidable foestameless allies. Their
mutual support and love, their courage in seekeg avenues of activism, inspired other
Indian people to take their first steps into astivi Other organizations emerged with
similar goals. For example, the California Indiducation Association (CIEA) emerged
in 1967. The Society moved away from challengagliook companies through the

Curriculum Commission and instead began publisit;agwn books. The CIEA filled

818 Rupert Costo, “Speaking Freely: The IntellectuBless ‘em All,”WassajaMarch/April 1983, 3.
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the void left by the Society’s absence. Howewvew if any Indian organizations
considered challenging the historical narrativa aentral tenent to its foundation. In
addition, by publishing a journal, newspaper, asérges of books, the Society had a
process for speaking directly to mainstream joustsglacademics, and uninformed
Indians and non-Indians.

The Costos had their critics. Some viewed themragant. Some perceived
them as elitist gatekeepers. They criticized thav@cation for not being open. They
disliked having the steering committee select afées from submitted applicants.
However, the Costos reveled in criticism becauseeiaint they were doing something
right. In a personal letter Costo commented, “Iehaften been accused of being an
INDIANIST. | am proud of it....I am interested,will fight like hell, and will sweat
like hell, for MY people.” Based on his life exjparce with California’s unratified
treaties and the federal government’s redefiniitbmajority with the Indian
Reorganization Act, Costo critically viewed the éeal government and institutions. He
remarked, “nobody is going to trap me into givinggoone smidgen of Indian authority,
in ANYTHING | do.”®*° Costo courted controversy and took glee in it. réfesented
and advocated for Indians to do something to addrieallenges in Indian country but he
embraced intellectual rigor over violence. Costmged his editorial column “Speaking
Freely,” which provided him the ability to publicbelebrate or criticize various stories of

the day.

819 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to Louiaf8aNovember 27, 1969, pg. 2, box 62, folder 7,
Costo papers, Collection 170. UCR.
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Figure 14 Costos holding hands at unknown locatis®ed by permission
of Special Collections & Archives, UCR Librariesnidersity of
California, Riverside.

336



The environment of late 1960s and 1970s in Califoshaped the opportunities
for the AIHS. Indians publicly entered into prewsby untapped spheres of activism,
foundations provided grant monies and many nonaimslappeared receptive to the
concerns and issues raised by Indians. A primmpleof alliance building occurred
between the Society and California Superintendéhtstruction Max Rafferty.
Rafferty, agreed to textbook revisions based orokeng negative Indian stereotypes.
He briefly supported Indians in their protests agatextbook depictions.

San Francisco and its environment played a rotkarflourishing of the Society.
The city embraced and celebrated its growing dityeesnd many residents lived and
operated “outside the box” and welcomed criticaluight and discussion. One can
hardly imagine the success of the AIHS if, for epéamit established its formal
headquarters in a small, rural town with a mondaiggopulation. The federal
government policy of relocation promoted the SaamEirsco Bay Area and as a result it
contained a large urban Indian population. Thus Society operated within an area
with a built in audience of Indians and empathedrcat least curious, non-Indians.

Relocation also dramatically increased the outatesindian population. As a
result, the majority of the Indian population inli@ania is not indigenous to the state.
This situation has caused some tension becaube ascupation of Alcatraz illustrates,
some California Indians viewed it as a threat thganous tribal sovereignty and self-
determination by out of state Indians.

In another example, at the behest of Dennis Bab&kforia’s only tribal college,

DQ University, held the first Sun Dance conducte€alifornia. He asked permission of
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the University board and Lakota spiritual lead&Pslt is unclear if Banks sought the
permission of the local tribal community or spiatleaders. As indigenous spiritualism
is deeply connected to traditional and historic btands, it would be reccomended for
Banks to consult or ask the local Indigenous comtyuina Lakota religious ceremony
was culturally appropriate. The presence of a nitgjoon-indigenous population had
the effect of increasingly rendering California gk invisible as the mainstream media
focused its reporting on the Cherokee, Navajo, taknd other tribes.

History and history textbooks excluded the expeesrof California Indians.
Poet Janice Gould, Konkow Maidu, speaks to thisisemt in her poem “We Exist.” in
which she writes, “Indians must be the loneliesigée on Earth/lonely from our
histories/our losses/even those things we canamoerfwhich are inside us/our writers try
to counteract the history/that says we are deadngquered people/but our words are like
a shout in a blizzard®®* The poem demonstrates the constant battle tocattydor
Indian history in California that is based in fadthe Society dedicated much of its
activism to examining history and demanding an eateudepiction of Indian cultures.
Though the Society never officially participatedie academy, its message was heard
by non-Indian scholag? In 2003 Edward Castillo, Cahuilla/Luisefio, reesha grant
from California State Library Research Bureau todpice a teacher’s guide to assist

public school teachers with the lesson plans oif@aia Indians.

820 Dennis Banks and Richard Erdo&§ibwa Warrior: Dennis Banks and the Rise of theefioan Indian
Movemen{Norman: University of Oklahoma, 2004), 323.

821 \Wwendy Rose, “We Exist” iThe Sound of Rattles and Clappers: A CollectioNe# California Indian
Writing, ed.Greg Sarris (Tucson: University of Arizona Pre€94), 7.

822 Wilbur R. Jacobs, “The Indian and the FrontieAmerican History-A Need for RevisionThe Western
Historical Quarterly4 (Jan. 1973): 43-56.
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The Costos began the Society because they werermacwith the lack of
accurate depictions of Indians, or their complétgeace in books. One of the last books
they worked on togethefhe Missions of California: A Legacy of Genocidenfronted
the romanticization of benign missions and oppdkedtanonization of Junipero Serra,
founder of the California mission system. The [ation revealed the beatification
controversy between supporters and opponents.

Since 1934 the Diocese of Monterey compiled recordsipport of the
cannonization of Serra. Fr. Noel Moholy of Sann€raco, who challenged the Indian
History Study Committee textbook criteria, begapbiping for Serra’s sainthood in 1958.
The Costos issued the book as a response to d refg@sed in late 1986. Bishop
Thaddeus Shubsda of the Diocese of Monterery edaan_os Angeles publicist, Valerie
Steiner, to compile a scholarly defense of Sertaénhope Pope John Paul 1l would
choose to beatify him during a visit to Califorfif. Her report included interviews with
eight historians and museum curators defendinga®emd challenged any critics to
document their allegation®&”

The Costos answered the call. Their publicati@tugied several depositions,
interviews, and tribal resolutions oppossing theotazation of Serra. Ultimately, Pope

John Paul Il beatified Serra in 1988, but the Clati®hurch considered the Costo’s book

82 Herbert A. Michelson, “How Saintly was Serra? Psganned California Visit Stirs Up Old Debate,”
The Sacramento BeAugust 19, 1987, B9.

824 Mike Dunne. “Serra: Saint or SinnerPhe Sacramento BeEebruary 4, 1987, E1. The historians and

curators included: Dr. Iris Engstrand, Dr. Davidrhlweck, John Johnson, Dr. Harry Kelsey, Dr. Michael
Mathes, Dr. Gloria Miranda, Dr. Norman Neuerbungd ®r. Doyce Nunis Jr.
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as part of its investigatioff> The Costo’s publication publicly raised the issbeut the
romaniciztion of California missions and led to paliscussion about it. Since the
1980s and the beatification controversy, the pasitif California Indians has
transformed?®

In part, the contemporary experiences of Califoindians changed with the rise
of Indian gaming. The pivotal 19&7alifornia v. Cabazon Band of Mission Indians
decision opened the doors to gaming in the stadeaaross the country. It helped lead
Congress to enact the 1988 Indian Gaming Regul#&oryIGRA). The economic
independence provided by gaming led Californiadndito become politically and
economically empoweref?’ Costo passed away prior to the rise of Indianiggrbut
he supported economic development including binge.commented, “If bingo, or any
other activity can be controlled, well managedusg established, with fund
accountability, more power to therff®

In the 1990s with Republican Governor Pete Wilsoefssal to negotiate gaming
compacts, California Indian tribes throughout ttegesbuilt an alliance and sought state
initiatives. In 1998 with Proposition 5 and in BO@ith Proposition 1A California tribes

sought approval with a “yes” vote from state voteramend the state constitution. Both

825 Roberto Suro, “An Assailed Missionary to AmeriseBieatified,”The New York TimeSeptember 26,
1988, Al2.

826 For more on the California mission system seee$taV. HackelChildren of Coyote, Missionaries of
Saint Francis: Indian-Spanish Relations in Colontalifornia, 1769-185qChapel Hill: University of
North Carolina, 2005).

827 For more on gaming see Paul H. Gellésumash Renaissance: Indian Casinos, Education, and
Cultural Politics in Rural California(North Charleston, N.C.: CreateSpace Independglighing
Platform, 2013); Alexandra HarmoRjch Indians: Native People and the Problem of \t¥ieial American
History (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pre£910).

828 Rupert Costo, “Indian Bingo a Success and a Teoubker,"Wassaja May/June 1983, 7.
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propositions passed with over sixty percent vopgraval. Tens of millions of dollars
were spent supporting and opposing the ballotimtes. For the first time, television
commercials featured California Indians directlkiag for voter approval appeared
throughout the state. Advertisements aired ororadd it seemed every newspaper
issued an editorial about Indian gaming. Somel loeas stories featured Californians
who were surprised to learn a reservatioraocheriawas located near their residence.

Gaming has increased the visibility of Californmlians. About half of the one
hundred and ten federally recognized tribes opeyaeing in the state. Anti-gaming
groups formed in the state, advancing a “not inbagkyard” approach towards Indian
gaming including the group “Stand Up California” @#e rhetoric sometimes bears a
close resemblance to an anti-Indian attitude. Ewviéimthe negative responses, California
Indians entered into mainstream politics with pacdit contributions and lobbying.

With gaming funds, numerous tribes created educatbolarships for its tribal
members or fund centers or faculty positions dedatéo California Indians. The
Morongo Band of Mission Indians created the Rodhelylathews Jr. Scholarship, a
$10,000 scholarship, available to any Californididm enrolled in a federally recognized
tribe. Tribes fund major positions and center€aifornia colleges and universities.
The Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation (previously known asriRey Band of Wintun Indians)
has donated millions of dollars to the UniversityCalifornia, Davis (UCD) and created
an Endowed Chair in California Indian Studies s\Ntative American Studies
department in 2000. Dr. Martha Marci, Cherokeepsehwork includes linguistic study
of California Indian languages, held the positioont 2008 until her retirement. Dr.
Joely Proudfit, Luisefio from the Pechanga resesmatounded the California Indian
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Professors Association and at California State Ehsity, San Marcos established the
California Indian Culture and Sovereignty CentelC Riverside maintains its dedication
to surrounding tribal communities and has plansuitd a California Center for Native
Nations. Indeed, the majority of colleges and ursitees in California offer Native
American Studies courses.

In addition to education, California Indian tribe® also investing in reservation
based cultural centers with an emphasis on histodylanguage revitalization. Many
built archival research libraries on their resaova andrancheriasand obtained copies
of all archive materials from National Archives a@Rdsearch Administration (NARA).
This ensures tribal members do not have to travdidtant federal buildings to find
records.

With the rise of gaming, the visibility of CalifaanIndians increased. When one
drives on freeways, signs prominently advertiselmgaasinos and commercials
regularly air on television. In addition to signsgst tribes have created philanthropic
foundations and donated tens of millions of doltarkcal communities, including fire
and police departments, health centers, museumslbes centers, rehabilitation
centers, the arts, and many other groups and ag#ons. They also sponsor sports
teams and their logos appear in the backgroundumieg aired on television. Thus, the
historic attitude of viewing California Indians asonomic obstacles has changed to
viewing California Indians as economic partnerowdver, a stereotype of the “rich”
California Indian emerged. Additionally, the mafpiof popular images relates to Indian

gaming and not the diversity of California Indiastbries, cultures, arts, or languages.
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Thus, a problematic situation emerged in which m@alfornians can readily name
nearby tribal casinos, but may be unable to naméribes who owns and operates them.

When the Society ceased publishiv@ssajaThe Indian Historiapnand its books
in the early 1980s it created a void. Howeverew publishing group has stepped
forward. In 1987, Malcolm Margolin started the Beley basedNews from Native
California, a quarterly magazine published by Heyday devtéchlifornia’s Indigenous
peoples. Regular features include articles empimgsthe California Indian point of
view: historic and contemporary, a calendar of évethe arts, health, poetry, languages,
law, and more. Additionally, Heyday publishes aeseof books on California Indians.
Through its publications, Heyday continues theitrail of creating common readership
and reconnecting and facilitating a network ofststi writers, scholars, and activists. It
also reveals previously untold stories as withdage of members of the Yokayo
rancheria They stopped grave robbing when they threatéméite a lawsuit against the
University of California and bring felony chargegamst anthropologist Alfred Kroeber
for digging up human remains, their ancestors 906£2°

An annual conference and gathering has facilitatedmphasis on California
Indian cultures similar to the Convocation orgadibg the Society. The California
Indian Conference and Gathering is an annual deetihe exchange of views and
information among academics, educators, Califoimdgans, students, tribal nations,
native organizations and community members focusmg@alifornia Indians. It began in
1985 at UC Berkeley and subsequently has beenahetarious colleges and universities,

typically rotating between northern and southerhf@aia. It has no direct ties to any

829 Tony Platt, “The Yokayo vs. The University of Galinia: An Untold Story of RepatriationNews
From Native California26, no. 2 (Winter 2012/2013): 9-14.
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institution and not formally “owned” by any group @rganization. Itis a unique
conference because it provides the opportunityriibal communities to hear about the
research occurring in the social sciences and hiiean In some instances, the
conference provides the opportunity for Califorimdians to critique methodology and
conclusions drawn by scholars.

The history of missions in California has also &ufwith the participation of
California Indians. In 2004, Andrew Galvan, OhltMavok/Patwin, became the first
Indian curator to oversee a California mission.MA¢sion Dolores in San Francisco,
Galvan along with Vincent Medina, Ohlone, have mpoosated Ohlone stories into their
presentations. Galvan jokes he should hang a bamntie mission that reads “Under
New Management,” as some visitors are surprisetthéyinknown stories included in the
presentation&®® Recently, Vincent Medina shared how he helpedtisiger brother
with his fourth grade mission diorama project. Heatthan the typical sugar-cube model,
they built Mission San Jose under siege to dematesthe rebellion led by Estanislao in
1829%% As Galvan, Medina, and many other California &mdi point out, there would
be no missions if not for the California Indiansontbuilt them.

The Costos served as a remarkable team in figbtinigehalf of the Indian
community. Perhaps one of their greatest shortegsniemained their perfectionism and
stubborn commitment to complete everything thenese\By the early 1980s, many

Society members had left the organization, som@édosonal reasons, while others joined

830 Andrew Galvan, “Old Mission Dolores, Under New Magement: An Open LetterNews From Native
California 26, no. 4 (Summer 2013): 11-13.

8lyincent Medina, “Plastic Siege: A New Twist on fheurth Grade Mission Projectffews From Native
California 27, no. 1 (Fall 2013):4-5.
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different organizations and continued activist worlother areas. In addition, several of
the core early members had passed away includingyHfezbill, Maidu; Martina Costo,
Cahuilla; Edmond Jackson, Quechan; Nancy Landukykand Patrick Swazo Hinds,
Tesuque Pueblo. The time period in which the Spadperated with a thriving activist
agenda began to shift towards activism in a cougw. Foundation money, central to
the regular functioning of the group, began towoywith the changing tide of the

national economy.

Figure 15 Costo Hall as it is today at UC Riversidleage courtesy of author.
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The Costos remained committed to continue theioma@mt work but began to
slow down with the advancement of their ages. Cbstos also had difficulty
maintaining membership. Costo expressed a desimémbers who accomplished more
than advising or acting as devil's advocates. étarmented, “We need those, but more
than that, we need people who can help.” He coatn“It's a thankless job, and while |
don’t expect thanks, | sure in hell don’t expe& émormous responsibilities we have had
to continue without sharing them with other Boarembers.?*? Regularly scheduled
publications disappeared, and the organizationrdghed and ceased operating with the
failing health of Rupert Costo.

Its formal dissolution occurred in 1986, though bhedian Historian Press
continued to function in a limited way. In 198&t8ociety discussed winding up all of
its affairs. Costo commented, “the aims of thei&gdad been met,” and “over the
years the Indian tribes had taken up pursuit oflairgoals.®** The Costos’ legacy
remains. The Costo library, Costo hall, and Castair will acquaint generations of
students and visitors to UC Riverside with theitr@aardinary work. The current Costo
chair holder, Clifford Trafzer, jokes at times hasho specify his position is not affiliated
with Costco, a membership only warehouse, becaube gimilar sounding names.
Nevertheless, students quickly learn of the acmerds of the Costos.

The continued scholarship of professors in Calitboolleges and universities

ensures the Costos’ work will not be forgottenr &mample, Dr. Tanis Thorne at the

832 personal correspondence, Rupert Costo to JohreWWhity 6, 1975, reel 16, Costo papers, Primary
Source Microfilm, 2001.

833 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, April 23, 1988®). 2, reel 16, Costo papers, Primary Source
Microfilm, 2001.
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University of California, Irvine distributes arted fromthe Indian Historiann her
classes and recommends her students read the Gadited collectioriThe Missions of
California: a Legacy of Genocidend Jack Norton’&enocide in Northwestern
California.

The Costos rooted activism in their hopes for titare. They realized that
without information and knowledge, it would be ditflt for non-Indians to empathize
with Indian priorities of land, water, and treaiyhts. Costo recognized the relatively
small population of Indians required an effectioendined effort of activism. At the
Convocation in 1970, Rupert Costo asked, “Wherd glealook for help?” and he
answered, “We ourselves will have to take posiéind effective action to make this

change possible®®*

834 Costo and Henry-Costo, eddian Voices7.
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Minutes of a Preliminary Organization Meeting foetFounding of the American Indian
Historical Society

In the City of San Francisco, on Tuesday, Julyl1B&4.

The meeting was opened by Rupert Costo, who therewpith the agreement of those
present, acted as chairman.

Present were: R. Costo, Bertha Stewart, SylviaGréeH. Costo

The purpose of the meeting was stated by the claaias being: To take the proper
organizational steps needed to found a new orgémizeo be styled tentatively as the
American Indian Historical Society. Mr. Costo thaalled upon the others present to
participate in defining the purposes and objectppsed as the purposes and objects of
such an organization, and from the discussiondhatire, the following was formulated:

1. To study, interpret and disclose the facts conng the history of the American
Indians, to preserve and protect the remainingesdd of Indian customs, arts, and
cultures, and to correct the historical recordoathé true story of the Indians and their
contributions to civilization.

2. To inform and educate the public at large camogrthe history of the American
Indians.

3. To work for the education, the good and welfarel the cultural development of the
American Indians.

4. Agreed that the organization must be non-prabgolutely, and that the organization
be nonpolitical absolutely.

Motion made by Mrs. Costo, seconded by Mrs. Stetharttwe proceed with the plans to
organize this Society as a contribution to the tiguat large and the Indians particularly.
Carried unanimously.

Motion made by Mrs. Grees, seconded by Mrs. Caltd,the following by the first
temporary officers of the organization: R. Costesdent; J.H. Costo, executive
secretary; B. Steart, treasureer; S. Green, dire@arried unanimously.

Motion made by Mrs. Stewart, seconded by Mrs. Grdaat there be an investigation of
the Ohlone Indian Cemetary, reported by R. Costwetm seriously damaged condition,
having no care, and no person or organization resple for this ancient cemetary.
Carried unanimously.

Motion made by Mrs. Green, seconded by Mrs. Cdestbpld an informal meeting with
several of the Indian people in the Sacramento éwezbtain their vieews as to the
possibility of forming such an organization as tingler discussion, and what they
thought must be the priciples, purposes, and comgditof membership for such a Society.
Carried unanimously.
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Motion by Mrs. Stewart, seconded by S. Green, td haother meeting of the group
within a month. Carried unaimously.

The meeting then adjourned.

Jeannette Henry Costo
Secretary Pro Tem
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Report to the Members by Rupert Costo

Meeting, August, 21, 1964
At the California Historical Society
San Francisco, Calif.

This is the first meeting, and as it happens, anlegs meeting of the American Indian
Historical Society.

Our purpose today is to complete the process afdimg a new and significant
organization. After today, our real work begiridie building of this Indian organization
will be a task of pleasure. We don't intend tolpushove, or be pushed or shoved. We
are going to take this one real slow and easyaiild for the future.

We are going to study, and learn a little abouselwes and our fellow citizens.

We are going to write, and publish books, so thatttuth shall be known about our
history.

We are going to revive our old and happy festivaidy better and happier in our
observances of them.

We will open up a new day for our old people andwilegive them a few years of pride
and joy yet.

We will begin a watchful study of our youth, and’Niveo our best to steer them to the
finer, prouder and more worthwhile kind of life.

We’'ll gather around us the best brains of our tinmes to prey upon them, and use them
for profit making, but to help us build a bettetute for the Indian in America.

We will ask them to help us correct the inaccuraeied misrepresentations that have
been written into the books and publications oflized man.

These things will be done. Because there arenfiee and women in our country, Indian
as well as non-Indian. And we want these peopik us.

We need a compact, sturdy organization of Indiankstheir friends to do these things.
That is what we are here for today.
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A Statement of Policy
Indian Journal to Study History and Developmeniafive Races

With this issue, a new publication enters the figfigournalistic endeavor, and a new
influence enters American life. The Indian His&oris a journal of history, information,
and literature about the American Indian in thet pasl his situation today. It is
published, edited, and directed entirely by Ameritadians.

This journal is for the Indians in tribe, communignd Indian organization. Their
activities, problems, history and languages wilrégorted here. To answer their
guestions, to probe their past and report it hdypdst serve them intellectually in any
way needed. This is our task.

This journal is for the Indian in every sphereitd:Ifarmer and professional, scholar and
laborer. For the true Indian bears within him phiele of the race, the love for his people,
the desire to serve them, the longing for truth jaistice. He doesn’t forget. And this
tugging at the soul, this urging of the spirit, regkt almost impossible to exterminate his
independent mind, just as it was not possible terexinate him as a human being.

This journal desires to make a home for the trilse of every race. In the past,
Indians have had good reason to distrust and evscorn the professional researcher.
Too often have they misrepresented the Indian tyistoisrepresented their way of life.
It becomes necessary now to correct the recondrite the history as it should be
written, to interpret correctly the aboriginal pastreport honestly the immense
contributions to modern society made by the Indiarerican.

There is a great and rich store of information kigked in the hearts and minds of
Indians all over the nation. Only the Indian Higa is so placed as to uncover this
treasure. Friends of the Indian may join in owagmwork, helping but not leading, aiding
but not pushing, taking part but not taking over.

From the beginning, Indians have desperately diegd@ning. We pray that the Indian
Historian may do its small part in its own way take that possible.

The American Indian Historical Society
Publisher & Editor

374



APPENDIX D

AMERICAN INDIAN HISTORICAL SOCIETY ARTICLES OF INCGRPORATION
AND BY-LAWS

375



American Indian Historical Society
Articles of Incorporation & By-Laws

A nonprofit corporation
Founded and directed by American Indians who adecdeed to the protection and
preservation of their Indian people. Educatior@ultural.

National in Scope..Tribal in Application
Articles of Incorporation of the American Indiangtbrical Society
Know all men by these presents:

That we, American Indians of native aboriginal atgehave this day voluntarily
associated ourselves for the purpose of formingrgorofit corporation having no capital
stock, under the laws of the state of Californizrspant to the provisions of the General
Nonprofit Law of the state of California and we laereby certify:

First: The name of the corporation is American &mdHistorical Society

The pricipal office for the transaction of the mess of this corporation shall be at the
city and county of San Francisco, state of Califmrn

Second: The objects for which this corporatioroisnided are to study, interpret, and
disseminate the facts concerning the history ofimerican Indians; to preserve and
protect the remaining evidences of Indian custarts, inventions, traditions, and
cultures, for all mankind to understand, enjoy, eegpect; to correct the historic record
as to the manner of life, beliefs, religions, andtdbutions to civilization, of the
American Indians.

Third: The primary purpose of this corporation $bal educational, literary and
charitable; to promote and develop the culturecation and general welfare of the
American Indians; to inform and educate the Amerigablic, concerning the history of
the American Indians. The nature of business tcabeed on by the corporation
includes these activities:

1. To organize and maintain study sections, edoicakicenters, museums, archives,
historical monuments and landmarks, research centieraries, forums, arts and crafts
centers, speakers bureaus, schools and classesnanther forms of activity within the
purposes and laws of this corporation and the sta@alifornia.

2. To produce and promote literary works, publmasi records and recordings, motion
pictures and television programs.

3. To cooperate with American Indian Tribes, Bar@smmunities and organizations in
providing information concerning the history of tAmerican Indians as needed and
requested by the Indian organization, and undespleeific regulation of the Board of
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Directors. Such information to be educational,patisan, informative and free from
bias or opinion.

4. To cooperate with nonindian groups, governmeagahcies, fraternal, scholastic and
historical groups or societies, and any other gsdap/fully organized and operated, in
providing information concerning the history of Anoan Indians.

5. To direct Indian students to sources of inforarategarding scholarships and schools.
6. To defend the lawful rights of Indians who deso maintain their ancient religions.
To protect and preserve the remaining aboriginatg&abgrounds, artifacts, relics, songs,
stories, ceremonies, legends, music, languagedialetts of the native Americans. To
promite conservation of forests, fish, game, lamadsl natural resources, as part of the
great American heritage, which the American Indibage a particular interest to
preserve.

Fourth: This corporation shall also have to powerdnduct, promote, and maintain any
and all types of activities in any legal mannerpf@r sequence best suited to the growth
and development of the corporation, as may be dddigy the Board of Directors and the
members, according to the laws of the corporatioas efficient and suitable a manner
as possible.

Fifth: This corporation is a nonprofit corporati@nd all of the earning and assets thereof
shall become the sole property of this corporatam shall be used for its purposes, and
no part of the earnings of assets of this corpomnaghall inure to the benefit of, or go to
any of its members. Neither membership in thigpomation, nor any interest in the
property thereof, shall be transferable or assilgniabany form, either by voluntary or
involuntary act of any member, nor shall it be gissd or transferred by operation of law,
nor shall it descend to the heirs, legatees orsdegi of any member, nor shall it become
an asset of the estate of any member.

Sixth: The corporation may solicit, accept, holdd aise as provided in the laws of this
corporation, funds received in payment of memberdhies and fees, or any other funds,
assets, properties, stocks and bonds, grantsedewasquests; and the proceeds of such
funds and assets shall be utilized solely for timppses and objects of this corporation.

Seventh: the corporation may acquire by operatfdave, gift, devise, bequest, lease,
purchase or otherwise; to build, hold own, impraugpy, use, to grant, bargain, sell and
convey, exchange, mortgage, pledge, lien, hypothael=ase, hire and deal in, any and

all kinds of property, both real and personal, Bridnements and hereditaments and any
and every interest therein, corporeal or incorpopesonal property, furniture, fixtures
and libraries, shares of stock of corporationsdsonotes, securities and any and all
kinds of choses in action.

Eighth: The corporation may make, enter into , execdeliver, receive, transfer and
carry out contracts of every kind and charactehaity person, firm association, club, or
public or private or municipal corporation neceggdarcarry out the purposes of this
corporation.
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Ninth: This corporation shall not engage in poétiactions, nor attempt to influence
legislators or legislation, except as may be deeneegssary soletly to protect the assets
and purposes of the corporation, to promote andrawb/the general welfare of the
Indians of the United States, or to defend thecpediand objects of this corporation. The
corporation shall note promote the purposes anditges of any political parties, groups,
or societies.

Tenth: The membership of the corporation shall s four classes: Corporate
Members, Associate Members, Honorary Indian Hiatwsj and Consultant Members, as
provided in the By-laws.

1. A roll of members shall be kept and certificatémembership shall be issued to each
member of every class of membership. Issuanced@eceptance of such certificate of
membership by such member shall be conclusive pe@&lef his consent to become a
member of this corporation and of his aggreemenbtoply with and be governed by all
the provisions of these Articles and By-laws.

2. Any member who shall fail to comply with the veg@ments of the By-laws or the
rules and regulations made pursuant thereto shide Board of Directors by majority
vote so determines, forfeit his membership andaardyall rights and interests in this
corporation and its property.

Eleventh: The governing body of the corporationidb@a Board of Directors, of fifteen
corporate members, each of who shall be electéabdéognembers, as provided in the By-
laws.

1. The officers of the corporation shall be an Exiee Council of seven directors, to be
elected by the members as provided in the By-lawsh officers to be: a President, a
Vice President, an Executive Secretary, a Treasanerthree Directors who shall serve
on the Executive Council, performing such servagsnay be required and decided upon
by the Board of Directors.

2. The names and residences of the first Boardreicidrs of the Corporation are:
Rupert Costo, 206 Miguel St., San Francisco, Calif.

Bertha Stewart, 138 Hyde St., San Francisco, Calif.

Jeannette Henry Costo, 206 Miguel St., San Franc(Galif.

John Porter, lone, California

Richard Fuller, Tuolumne City, California

Viola Wessell, Tuolumne City, California

Alton Wilder, 17 South Washington St., Sonora, Cali

Sylvia S. Green, Box 184, Smith River, Calif.

Robert W. Kaniatobe, 465 Ellis St., San Francisco

Twelfth: In the event of the dissolution, liquidati or abandonment of this corporation
and of the termination of its corporate statusaioy reason whatsoever, the assets
thereof, after deducting an amount sufficient teesaall of its liabilities of whatever
nature, shall be distributed, upon dissolutionjiti@tion or termination, to the University

378



of California for the establishment of a scholgpsiind for American Indian students,
according to the regulations set by the UniversitZalifornia.

Should the University of California refuse, or beable for any reason to accept such
assets of the corporation in the event of the tlism, termination, or abandonment of
the corporation, the said assets shall be dis&tbtd a nonprofit corporation or to
nonprofit corporations of like aims and purposhs,distribution to be determined by the
Superior Court of the state of California in andtfee City and County of San Francisco.

In witness whereof, we, the incorporators, and Hisgpersons named hereinabove as
Directors, have hereunto set our hands and affixedeals as such incorporators and
directors, the 30 of July, 1964.

Rupert Costo

Bertha Stewart
Jeannette Henry Costo
John H. Porter
Richard Fuller

Alton E. Wilder

Viola Wessell

Robert W. Kaniatobe
Sylvia S. Green

Notaries:
D.L. Costo, commission
Expires Aug. 24, 1966

Ann B. Riddle, commission
Expires 7-25-66

John F. Brown, commission
Expires April 24, 1968

(All of the state of California)
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By-laws of the American Indian Historical Society
Name and Title

Article 1: The name and title of this nonprofit poration is American Indian Historical
Society

Membership

Article 1l: The membership of this corporation drainsist of four classes: Corporate
Members, Associate Members, Honorary Indian Hiatesj and Consultant Members.
None but Corporate Members shall have a vote og hay determining voice in the
business or other interests of the corporationoripe death, resignation, or termination
of the membership of a Corporate Member for angeaneither he nor his estate shall
have any interest in the property assets of thearation.

Sectionl: Corporate Members shall be American hgjidescendants of the aboriginal
inhabitants of this continent. For purposes of ttarporation, an American Indian is one
whose Indian ancestry is recognized by his TrileBand, or his bona fide Indian
organization, and by the Board of Directors of ttesporation.

A. The voting rights of each Corporate Member shalequal to that of every other
Corporate Member. Each Corporate Member shalhkitezl to one vote upon all
propositions submitted.

B. The dues of Corporate Members shall be $5 peuran The dues of students who are
Corporate Members shall be $1 per annum.

C. Upon the request of the Corporate Member t®Btheerd of Directors, the current dues
may be exempted for good cause.

Section 2: Associate Members shall be any persdrs&application is approved by the
Board of Directors. The dues of Associate Memisbedl be $10 per annum.

The Board of Directors or the Executive Council naggept Institutional Associates,
who shall be scholastic societies, schools andddahstricts, libraries, patriotic
organizations, business and other institutions wlaasns and purposes meet with the
goals and purposes of this corporation and withbestitution of the United States.
Fees for such Associates shall be set from tintien® depending upon the amount of
services required by such Institutional Associates.

Section 3: Honorary Indian Historians shall be éh8snerican Indians, proposed by the
Board of Directors and elected by the Corporate e, who have contributed to the
discovery, collecting, recording and interpretatadrthe facts of Indian history.
Honorary Indian Historians shall not be requiregp&y dues. The election of Honorary
Indian Historians shall not depend upon formal @tioa or intellectual skills, but upon
living contact with the past and present of the Aoaa Indians, and faithfulness to their
role as native historians of the American Indianpge.
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Section 4: Consultant Members shall be those aléotsuch membership, whose interest
in the American Indians and whose attainments antributions to the history of the
American Indians is deemed to be of particularifigance in the work of the

corporation. Consultant Members shall not be meguio pay dues.

Section 5: Applications for membership shall be enedsuch form as the Board of
Directors shall prescribe. All names proposedafbclasses of membership shall be
submitted to the Executive Council, which shalledetine the fitness of the applicants,
and recommend the election of such persons.

Board of Directors

Article 1ll. The governing body of this corporatishall be vested in a Board of Directors
consisting of fifteen (15) Corporate Members.

Section 1: The Board of Directors shall meet atdddeof the President, but not less
frequently than once in each four months’ period.

Section 2: Seven Directors shall constitute a guoiar the transaction of business of the
Board of Directors.

Section 3: Any Director may be removed from suditefby the affirmative vote of two-
thirds of the Board of Directors, at any regulaspecial meeting.

Section 4: Vacancies in the Board of Directors|dmalffilled by appointment by the
Executive Council, by the President, or by the BaarDirectors.

Article IV. The Board of Directors shall conductanmage, and control the affairs of the
corporation; shall make rules and regulations coedance with the laws of the
corporation and the state of California for thedguice of the officers and management of
the affairs of the corporation, and generally tereise all the powers and carry out all

the purposes of this corporation.

Section 1. The Board of Directors shall have powerall special meetings of the
Corporate Members whenever they deem it necesJdng.Directors shall assign the
rights and privileges, the duties and responsigdiof every class of members, all of
which to conform to the laws of corporation andhaf state of California.

Section 2. The Board of Directors shall appoint eerdove, at pleasure, all agents and
employees of the corporation, prescribe the dufiesheir compensation, and require
from them security for faithfulness in service.

Officers
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Article V. The officers of the corporation shall ad’resident, a Vice-President, and
Executive Secretary, a Treasurer and three Dirgctor

Section 1. The officers of the corporation shaltdrened an Executive Council, with
authority to act for the corporation between megiof the Board of Directors, and as
instructed by the Board of Directors, accordinghi laws of the corporation and the
state of California. The duties of the officeralibe implied in thier titles, and shall
include any and all duties imposed upon them byBib&rd of Directors.

Section 2. All officers of the corporation sha#l bonded, in such sums as may be
determined by the Board of Directors, the premiyaruwhich shall be paid by the
corporation.

Section 3. The Board of Directors may assign ts#is to one or more of the officers,
and such assistants need not be Directors, butlmusiembers of the corporation.

Funds

Article VI. All funds of the corporation shall eeld in a bank account or bank accounts
in one or more banks of the United States, unden#ime of the American Indian
Historical Society.

Section 1. An Annual audit shall be made of thediiand assets of the corporation by
an accredited accountant who is not a Corporate héemf this corporation, prior to the
Members’ annual meeting. The Treasurer shall tepothe financial status of the
corporation and such report shall be in writingthat first and third meetings of the
Board of Directors during the year; and upon regjaethe Executive Council. The
records of the corporation shall be kept in arcedfit and orderly manner at all times.

Section 2. The President shall present to the Ahkembers’ Meeting a proposed
budget for the work of the corporation during tins@ng year and a majority vote of the
members present shall be sufficient to adopt suclyét. Expenditures shall be
determined thereon by the Executive Council frametto time, and checks of the
corporation shall be signed in payment thereforéhleyPresident and Treasurer; in the
absence of the Treasurer, by the President anfixbeutive Secretary.

Elections

Article VII. At their last quarterly meeting in aection year, the Board of Directors
shall name a nominating committee of three Corgokéémbers to nominate their
candidates.

Section 1. The nominating committee shall presetité¢ secretary a complete list of
candidates in time to be communicated to the mesrdtdeast one month before the
Annual Meeting. If no additional nominations aeeeived, those nominated by the
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nominating committee shall be declared electetieastid meeting. Any vacancies in the
list of nominees shall be filled by nomination adction at the Annual Members’
Meeting.

Section 2. Additional nominations may be made d¢hersignatures of at least 15
members, to be received by the Secretary at legstmnth before the Annual Meeting.
When such nominations are received, the followimgjlde the election procedure:

A. Election shall be by mail ballot, and said batlmbe mailed to each member three
weeks before the Annual Members’ Meeting, and db@leturned to the Secretary not
later than midnight of the day before the datehefAnnual Meeting.

B. At the Annual Members’ Meeting, a committee lufee shall be elected from the
members present. These three shall open and ttausealed ballots, and shall testify to
their findings in the election of the new Directdoy affidavit, then and there at the said
meeting.

Section 3. The Board of Directors and Officers kbalve for a term of three years from
the date of their election.

Section 4. Immediately after their election, tr@aBl of Directors shall meet and elect
officers.

Corporate Offices

Article VIII. The principal office for the transaoh of the business of this corporation
shall be at the city and county of San Francistaief California. The corporation may
also have an office or offices at such other ptagelaces within or without the state of
California, as the Board of Directors shall fromméi to time designate.

Corporate Seal

Article IX. The corporation shall have a sealcalar in form, with the name of the
corporation, the date of incorporation, and thedv@alifornia” inscribed thereon.

Meetings

Article X. The Annual Meeting of this corporatighall be held in August of each year,
at such place and time and in such appropriate,fasnshall be properly planned by the
Executive Council, with at least one month’s propetice of such meeting given to the
members by mail, or by publication in the offictarporation publication.

Section 1. Special meetings may be called by thsigent, shall be called upon the

written request of twenty Corporate Members, arall shquire ten days notice. The
object of such meeting shall be stated in the ediicwhich it is called.
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Section 2. Fifteen members shall constitute a quatiany meeting of the members of
the corporation. Three members shall constitigeaaum of the Executive Council. A
simple majority of those Corporate Members presedtvoting at any meeting shall
decide a proposition, unless otherwise provideti@se By-laws.

Amendments

Article XI. The By-laws, or any By-law of this qmoration may be amended by the
Corporate Members, at any meeting of the Corpdvietiebers, or at special meeting for
this purpose called by the President, by a twadthimajority of vote of those Corporate
Members present and voting at such meeting, prdvidice is given of the proposed
amendment in the notice by which the meeting ikedal Absence ballots shall be
provided in the case of such voting upon the pregdsmendment.

Certificate of Electors

The foregoing By-laws were adopted by each andyebeector of this corporation and
by each and every one of the Incorporators ofdbrporation, all of whom constitute the
first members and the first Board of Directorsteg American Indian Historical Society,
and the same are and shall be the By-laws of &niscorporation.

In witness whereof, we, the undersigned, constifutihe entire Board of Directors of
American Indian Historical Society.

Hereunto set our respective hands

Rupert Costo

Bertha Stewart
Jeannette Henry Costo
John H. Porter
Richard Fuller

Alton E. Wilder

Viola Wessell

Robert W. Kaniatobe
Slyvia S. Green
Nancy Landuk
George Wessell
Emmett St. Marie
Edmond Jackson, Jr.
Lee Emerson

Jane Penn

I, Jeannette Henry Costo, do hereby swear, upoalfyesf perjury, that the above are the
By-laws adopted at a meeting of the members an8dlaed of American Indian
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Historical Society, and that the above are the rsamh¢he first Board of Directors of said
Corporation.
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Adopted August 21, 1964

Indian History Study Committee
Proposed criteria
As to the role of the American Indian in State-addpextbooks

The first criterium: In every phase of the teachafig\merican or California history as
such, the role of the Indian shall be truthfullysdebed and correctly interpreted.

The second criterium: The discovery of America #relhuman beings found here, and
the finding of human beings in California was of¢he greatest achievements of
history, and opened up a new era for the entirédwvor

The teaching of history in this regard shall inéwddescription of the aboriginal (not
“savage”) society found here, shall explain that,& people in this land at this time,
under these conditions, it was necessary and antleesy of life for them. It was an
efficient and complex culture which the Indians ligseloped through many centuries of
remarkable human effort.

The third criterium: A complete delineation of tbentributions of the American Indian
to the economy of our country and to the world/Jlgh&included in the history of
California and America, as taught in class and essed in the textbooks.

Such as the various agricultural products foune laed then carried to the world. Such
as the medicinal herbs and practices, the methiocldtovating the soil and maintenance
of forest lands, rivers and streams. In this repbere is in store for the children of our
state, a superb wealth of information at once feoig and informative which be
utilized to teach frugality, efficiency, moralitgpod manners, elementary engineering,
forestry, and natural science. It is not enougméwsely mention the names of Indian-
developed foods. More to the point, is the undeding to be gained in learning how
such foods were found, used, and stored. Stilenmaiportant, is to learn how the Indian
lived with the balance of nature, and was carefito upset this balance of nature,
developing a whole world of verbal literature aadénd, tradition and culture,
conforming to this balance. And how he did it witkense love and respect for the
natural gifts of the Great God whom he worshippét such clean and decent
reverence.

The fourth criterium: The Indian people thrivednns area. They lived well. The
foreign incursion, while it brought certain advaygs, such as a limited protection from
natural disasters and dangers, generally serveddimate the Indian population and to
destroy their culture, without bringing them appabte advantages in the form of a
general education, a better economic life, andsemphilosophy of life. A small number
of Indian people did learn the arts of a highenfaf society, but the great majority of
Indians either died, were killed, or were broughtltsastrous poverty.
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The fifth criterium: The true relationship betwebe Spanish-Mexican-American
colonists who came to this area, and the Indiaplgewho occupied it, should be
accurately described. Their own needs for advaeroeaind expansion brought them
here. But their failure to understand the truatpmsof the Indian and to recognize
Indian rights brought serious injustices to thedndoeople.

The sixth criterium: To ignore the relationshiptioé federal government with the tribal
Indian people is foolish and unwise. The chilthisn unprepared for the facts of life
which will confront him sooner or later. The teatis must reflect the situation as it is
in fact, and must attempt to explain certain inggsiand injustices which still exist.

The seventh criterium: A general body of misinfotima and misconceptions derived
therefrom, exist today concerning Indian culturd sy of life. There are, in fact, gross
untruths, half-truths and misinterpretations ergin the textbooks. The textbooks
should present, in a positive way, refutationsumhsuntruths.

The eighth criterium: The Indian tribal society altbbe accurately described and a
knowledge of this material made available to tleehbers. In California a great wealth of
material exists, and the child can look forwaré tascinating experience and breadth of
learning which opens new horizons in understandmégeling and seeing, in doing and
learning.

The ninth criterium: The textbooks should reflegn@awledge of the current relationship
between the Indian people and the Federal Govermasahexists in the courts and
Federal agencies. At least in the upper gradestiomeshould be made, and an
explanation giver, of this condition. Ignoringituation which is constantly being
described in the newspapers, on radio and televigan unrewarding waste of
intelligence.

The tenth criterium: The textbooks should descrimel correctly explain, the cultural
significance of the arts and crafts of the Indidipets. The child should be taught to
distinguish between the authentic article and mhigation. Much can be acquired in the
way of basic general knowledge in a variety of eats, by examining materials used in
Indian life and culture.

The eleventh criterium: The textbooks should cangacomplete and richly descriptive
account of the Indian as he is today, his condiéind his problems, as well as his current
tribal organization wherever it still exists. Thepes, aspirations, and activities of the
Indians of America are expressed in many publicatiaf the tribes, Indian communities
and organizations, as well as in current repoftsese should be made available to the
teacher, just as other source material is madésdaj in many other subjects.
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Indian scholars:

George H. Abrams, 30, Seneca, University of Arizanason, applied anthropology,
Ph.D. candidate.

Andrew Acoya, 36, Laguna Pueblo. Massachusettgutesof Technology, architecture,
graduate student.

Lee Antell, 27, Chippewa, University of Minnesotéinneapolis, graduate student.
Russell Ayers, 67, Oklahoma Cherokee, Dartmouthe@Gelgraduate, electronics and
automation engineer.

Lee R. Bacon, 41, Choctaw, Mississippi Choctaw Rexdi®n, Philadelphia, school
counselor.

Benjamin Barney, 24, St. John’s College, Santa\Rg., medicine.

Lew Barton, 52, Lumbee, Pembroke, North Carolieacher, author.

John W. Bates, 19, Omaha, Central State Collegamoid, Okla., business management.
Linda Belarde, 22, Tlingit, University of WashingtdSeattle, special education.
Eugene Benally, 21, Navajo, Eastern New Mexico ©rsity, Portales, finance.
Robert L. Bennett, 57, Oneida, University of Newxite, Albuquerque, law.

Samuel Billison, Navajo, University of Arizona, Taam, Ph.D. candidate in educational
administration.

Herb Blatchford, 42, Navajo, Gallup Indian Commuyr@tenter, leadership training.
Henrietta Blueye, 22, Seneca, Radcliffe College;medical.

Joseph Brown, S.J., 53, Blackfeet, Gonzaga UnityeiSpokane, Wash., history.

W. Roger Buffalohead, Ponca, University of Minnesdflinneapolis, American Indian
history.

Mary Gloyne Byler, Cherokee, Editor, Indian Affairs

Philip Cassadore, 37, San Carlos Apache, Univeo$ifrizona, Tucson, linguist, singer,
lecturer.

Herman Laluz Cata, 35, San Juan Tewa, Universityeast Mexico, Albuquerque,
graduate student, guidance and counseling.

Rachelle Laluz Cata, 28, Cochiti Pueblo, UniversitiNew Mexico, Albuquerque,
graduate student, education.

Rosemary Christensen, Chippewa, Upper Midwest Rediéducational Laboratory,
history.

Edward L. Clark, Comanche, Arizona State Univergitaduate teaching assistant.
Solomon Cook, 50, St. Regis Mohawk, Cornell Uniitgr$*h.D., teacher-counselor;
farmer.

John H. Compton, 40, Sioux, University of lowa, Bb®ity, assistant professor, social
work.

Maria De Oca Corwin, 28, Seneca, Smith College Skctuw Social Work graduate
student.

Jeannette Henry Costo, 60, Eastern Cherokee, gtifierindian Historian.

Rupert Costo, 63, Cahuilla, President, AmericanamdHistorical Society; spokesman
Cabhuilla Indian Tribe of Southern California, enggn.

Raymond Cross, 24, Mandan-Hidatsa, Stanford Uniyesenior, political science.
George M. Crossland, 33, Osage, University of Gjodaaw School.

Dorothy Davids, 46, Stockbridge-Munsee, educatiwh lauman relations specialist.
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Philip Sam Deloria, 28, Standing Rock Sioux, YaM.School.

Vine Deloria, Jr., 36, Standing Rock Sioux, Univigref Colorado School of Law.
William G. Demmert, Jr., 36, Tlingit, Klawock publschool, Alaska, administrator.
Denise Deane, 19, Arikara, Oberlin College, Ohaegnment-history-law.

Louise Descheeny, 21, Navajo, Northern Arizona ersity, Flagstaff, Indian education.
Lionel H. Demontigny, 34, Chippewa, University ofggon Medical School, professor.
Brian Deering, 25, Iroquois, Caughnawaga Resemateacher, education.

Adolph L. Dial, 47, Lumbee, Pembroke State Uniwgrsthairman of the Department of
History and Political Science.

Patricia Ann Dixon, 21, Luisefio of Southern Califia; University of San Diego.
Wilbur V. Dixon, 43, Navajo, Navajo Community Calle, Edmond, Okla., associate
professor, elementary education.

John E. Echohawk, 24, Pawnee, University of New igte$school of Law, Albuguerque.
Emerson Eckiwardy, 41, Comanche, social worker.

Jack Edmo, 29, Shoshone-Bannock, Idaho State Usiyehistory.

Gloria Emerson, 30, Navajo, Harvard University, @tion.

Duane Evans, 33, Potawatomi, Kansas public schoalsrdinator.

P. Michael Galvan, 19, Ohlone of California, Sttriel’s College, Calif., history.
Velma M. Garcia, 24, Acoma Pueblo, University ofzina, Tucson, cultural
anthropology.

George A. Gill, 44, Omaha, Arizona State Universitgmpe, assistant professor of
education.

Jesse Greene, Nez Perce, Lapwai Nez Perce Resarvati

Ronald Halfmoon, 37, Umatilla, Washington Stateuénsity, Pullman.

Benjamin Hanley, 28, Navajo, Arizona State UnivigrEaw College

Kathryn Harris, 20, Comanche, Radcliffe Collegesisimgy.

Annie Lee Henry, 32, Choctaw, University of SouthBfississippi, Hattiesburg,
education.

Frank Henry, 40, Choctaw, University of Southerrssissippi, Hattiesburg, education.
Jerry M. Hill, 31, Oneida, University of Southerriggissippi, Hattiesburg, education.
Bernard A. Hoehner, 46, Standing Rock Sioux, vegeran.

Pare Hopa, 34, Maori (observer), New Zealand, tsgiprofessor in anthropology.
Kathy Hurst, 20, Creek, Central State College, Bdm®kla., business education.
Calvin J. Isaac, 36, Choctaw, Sequoyah High SchAadilequah, Okla., teacher.
Wanda Janis, 21, Oglala Sioux, Augustana College.

Arthur S. Junaluska, Cherokee, dramatist, playvridinector.

Robert Kaniatobe, Choctaw, San Francisco Statee@allanthropology and native
American Arts.

Gary Kimble, 28, Gros Ventre, University of Montdraw School, Missoula.

Travis F. Kinsley, 19, Papago-Hopi, Dartmouth Cgdlepsychology.

Vincent L. Knight, 24, Ponca, University of New Mea Law School, Albuguerque.
Edmund D. Ladd, 44, Zuni archeologist, Hawaii Na#ibPark Service.

Frank Lapena, 32, Wintun, Shasta College teactddif. C

Marigold Linton, Cupefio, San Diego State collegefgssor psychology.

Joseph Little, 20, Mescalero Apache, UniversitiNefv Mexico, Albuquerque, English.
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Peter Little, 33, Apache-Tewa, New Mexico Statevwdrsity, Las Cruces, social welfare.
Charles Loloma, 46, Hopi, artist.

Simon Looking Elk, 32, Sioux, University of Dubuquewa, ministry.

Edwin L. Madsen, 33, Flathead, University of Idaklmscow, administration.

Laverne Masayesva, Hopi, University of Arizona, 3o, anthropology, linguistics.

N. Scott Momaday, Kiowa, University of CaliforniBerkeley professor of comparative
English, author.

Bud Mason, 33, Arikara-Mandan, Black Hills Statdl€ge, Spearfish, S.D., social
psychology.

Bea Medicine, 30, Standing Rock Sioux, San Franciate College, assistant professor,
anthropology.

llarion Merculieff, 20, Aleut, University of Washyton, Seattle, law.

Mrs. Arlene Millich, 31, Southern Ute, Ft. Lewis &ge, Durango, Colo., education.
Michael A. Misiaszek, 24, Colville, Gonzaga UnivigrsSpokane, Wash., business.
William Morgan, Sr., 51, Navajo, Navajo Communitgllége, linguistics instructor.
Mrs. Joann S. Morris, 25, Chippewa, University afifdrnia, L.A., anthropology.
Harriett Marmon, 29, Laguna Pueblo, University @WNMexico, Albuquerque, bilingual
education.

Solomon McCombs, 54, Creek artist.

Harvey McCue, 25, Ojibway, Trent University, Canaassistant professor, sociology.
Taylor McKenzie, 38, Navajo, Indian Hospital, Slaigk, N.M., physician.

Steve McLemore, 33, Cherokee-Pima, University ofa@®&ma, Norman, environmental
science.

Chris McNeil, 21, Tlingit, Stanford University, ptital science.

D’arcy McNickle, 65, Flathead, University of Sasiawan, professor in anthropology,
chairman of department.

Mary F. Nelson, 36, Colville, Eastern Washingtoat&tCollege, Cheney, assistant
professor, art/anthropology.

Barry Nicholas, 27, Malecite, teacher, Indian edioca

Rosalie Nichols, Miwok, University of California,dvis, graduate student, history.
Sparlin W. Norwood, 32, Cherokee, Central Jr. Higihool, Bartlesville, Oklahoma,
teacher.

Dale Old Horn, 24, Crow, Montana State Univerddgzeman, counseling.

Emmett Oliver, 55, Quinault, University of Califoan Los Angeles, Indian Culture
Program.

Alfonso Ortiz, Tewa, Princeton University, assoeiptofessor anthropology.

Simon J. Ortiz, 28, Acoma Pueblo, Rough Rock Denratisn School, Poet.

Hurley Parkhurst, 35, Oneida, University of Minniesd&t. Paul, graduate, soil science.
Michael M. Paul, 34, Colville-Salish, artist.

Robert Penn, 22, Sioux, University of South Dakdrmillion, art.

James C. Peterson, 35, Blackfeet, Brigham YoungeJsity, Provo, sociology.

Mrs. Karen S. Peterson, 27, Cherokee, Western i@arGlollege, science.

Robert L. Pierce, 18, Seneca, State University@k N ork at Buffalo, social welfare.
Dillon Platero, 43, Navajo, director, Rough Rocknmstration School.

Charles. A. Poitras, Jr., 31, Sac and Fox, ShaReservation, leadership development.
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Ann P. Rainer, 28, Taos, Stanford University, amplotogy, pre-med.

Vincent E. Randall, 29, Camp Verde Apache, trimiegnment, education.

Coey Real Bird, 23, Montana State University, Boaerelementary education.
Helen Marie Redbird, Cherokee, Oregon College afdaton, Monmouth, professor,
social science.

David J. Red Fox, University of Oregon, Eugenetdnis law.

Jacob Reynolds, 19, Cheyenne-Arapahoe, Colorade Staversity, Ft. Collins,
sociology.

Montana H. Richards, 57, Cherokee, Oregon Collédelacation, Monmouth, associate
professor, humanities-education.

Jack R. Ridley, 35, Shoshone, University of Idd¥loscow, assistant professor,
physiology.

Dawn Good Elk (Reiker-stepfather's name), 21, StenRock Sioux, South Dakota,
University of Oregon, Eugene: Public Affairs andsAtUniversity of Princeton, Graduate
School — Anthropology and Art.

Leonard Robbins, 23, Navajo, Utah State Universibgan, natural resources, wildlife.
Donald D. Ross, Sioux, University of Omaha, Nebaagducation.

Hershal Shamant, 36, Kiowa, Oklahoma City Univgrgibnsultant.

Marlene Salway, 24, Blackfeet, University of MoraMissoula, social worker.

Mrs. Catherine B. Sanders, 51, Cherokee, Cherol@rdatary School, North Carolina,
teacher.

Joe Sando, 46, Jemez Pueblo, Talent Search Proghanguerque, N.M., history.
Buffy Sainte-Marie, Cree, singer, composer.

Kenneth L. Saupitty, 32, Comanche, Oklahoma Colfeg€ontinuing Education,
Norman.

Fritz Scholder, 32, Luisefio, artist, Santa Fe, N.M.

Joseph Senungetuk, 30, Eskimo, artist, writer.

Jackie Sine, 20, Oklahoma State University, Stilévaeducation.

Fred Smith, 30, Seminole, education, Hollywood riél.

Thelma Stiffarm, Gros Ventre-Cree, University of Mana, Missoula, law.

William A Thacker, 28, Paiute, rancher, farmer, Oweg, Nevada.

Bobby Thompson, 24, Choctaw, University of Southdississippi, education.
Donald W. Wanatee, 37, Mesquakie, Central Collegdia, lowa.

Kent C. Ware I, 28, Kiowa, Arizona State Univeydilaw School.

Wilfred C. Wasson, 45, Western Washington Statée@e| Bellingham, education,
anthropology.

James L. West, 24, Southern Cheyenne, Andover NeWteological School.

Dick West, Jr., 27, Southern Cheyenne, Stanfordéfsity Law School.

Barry White, 19, Seneca, State University of Newkvat Buffalo.

Dennis R. White, 23, Chippewa, University of Wissm Madison, graduate student,
mathematics.

Elizabeth Whiteman, 22, Crow, University of Montaeducation.

Richard N. Wilson, 33, Santee Sioux, UniversityQseégon, Eugene, education.
Saundra Wilson, 20, Sioux, Augustana College, Skealis, S.D., special education.
John R. Winchester, 48, Potawatomi, Michigan Sthativersity, Lansing, instructor.
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Barbara Woelk, 21, Kiowa, Kansas University, Lavaen
Floyd M. Wyasket, 23, Ute, University of Utah, Sadtke City, education.
Frederick Young, 37, Navajo, University of New Mexj Albugquerque, physicist.

Artists exhibiting their work:

Fred Beaver, Muscogee Creek/Seminole; Larry Biadyuna/Santa Domingo Pueblo;
Blackbear Bosin, Comanche/Kiowa; George BurdeaaciBeet; T. C. Cannon, Kiowa;
Robert Chee, Navajo; Jimmie C. Fife, Creek; Heaopin, Tulalip; Barbara Goodluck,
Navajo; Joan Hill, Creek/Cherokee; Patrick Swanudls, Tesuque Pueblo; Allan
Houser, Apache; John Hoover, Aleut; Oscar Howedbsg Peter Jones, Onondaga; Fred
Kabotie, Hopi; Mike Kabotie, Hopi; Yeffe Kimball, €age; Otellie Loloma, Hopi;
Solomon McCombs, Creek; Leatrice Mikkelsen, Nav@j@rokee; Al Momaday, Kiowa,
George Morrison, Chippewa; Lawney Reys, Sinixt ohtérated tribes of Colville; C.
Terry Saul, Chickasaw/ Cherokee; Fritz Scholderséfio; Bill Soza, Cahuilla/ Luisefio;
Willard Stone, Cherokee; Jose Rey Toledo, Jemehl&uRablita Velarde, Santa Clara
Pueblo; (Richard) Dick West, Cheyenne.

NonlIndian scholars:

Lowell J. Bean, California State College at Hayward

William Brandon, author and educator

Edward M. Bruner, University of lllinois at Urbaranthropologist

Harold E. Driver, Indiana University at Bloomingtamthropologist

Bernard L. Fontana, University of Arizona, ethnasbg

Richard I. Ford, University of Michigan at Ann Anhgrofessor in prehistory
Kenneth Hale, Massachusetts Institute of Technglgguistics

Edward H. Spicer, University of Arizona at Tucsanthropologist

William Sturtevant, Smithsonian Institution, antpobogist

Gary Orfield, Princeton University, Woodrow Wils&thool of International Affairs
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RUPERT COSTO KEYNOTE ADDRESS AT CONVOCATION OF AMEEAN
INDIAN SCHOLARS IN 1970

395



Moment of Truth for the American Indian
Rupert Costo, Keynote Address at Convocation ir0197

This is a moment of truth for the American Indiamament when we stand on
the threshold of great change. We have it in @uwgy now to overcome the disasters of
centuries, and to perform a mircle of change irofadf a better life for our people.

Our history in this land has a force of thousaoidgears’ duration, and cannot be
overlooked. Our profound concern for this land &rdbur people, has a force so ancient
and all-absorbing that it cannot be ignored. Yetanre indeed ignored and we are
overlooked, in all the practical elements of ligeiaaffects our people. Somehow,
despite the many promises, and despite the madgmses of concern, the Native
American lives in poverty, receives a complete finitful education only by the exercise
of the greatest personal sacrifices, and diesualsg

At this moment in our history, our American Indildistorical Society conceived
the idea of calling a Convocation of American Imd#cholars. Our purpose is to set in
motion a responsive leadership that can give eWfettelp in performing that miracle of
change so desperately needed for our people. Weesdrupon the planning and
organization of this Convocation with a sense efagpride in our people. In spite of
centuries of being cheated out of our land, defeduaf our rights, and denied every
privilege accorded all others in this nation, weédaurvived as a people. We have
among us distinguished Native Americans who posseggificent leadership qualities.
Among us there are scholars who have contributéehdavledge, as well as those who,
without formal education, have managed to helpr theople, and with utmost dedication.
Above all, there is an upsurge of student popufaitichigher education. Indeed it is in
these young people that the hope of our race ®side

It is not the purpose nor the intention of thism@acation to dictate policies or to
make decisions which will affect all of our peopde,to impose upon the sovereignty of
the tribes. It is our purpose only to point owli@ction, to provide the help needed to
reach certain necessary goals, and to supportvauipeople wherever and whenever the
need us.

Among us traditionally, the scholars are the setwvaf the people. The people
reign supreme, by virtue of their right to appravalisapprove actions in all areas of life,
and by reason of their prerogative to protect irehligl and tribal rights. And so we say-
let the people come for help to their own scholakad let the scholars spend their very
lives and energies in the service of their people.

To perform this miracle of change, we must, howgedeal with our own
problems and our own situations. The problemsdrstitirb us-the issues that we need to
talk about openly-the facts of life that beg fanaeting of our minds, these are the things
we must deal with in our tribal meetings, and im organizations, if we are to achieve
our goals. We need to ask questions of oursehrespf one another. We need to
explore areas of concern, and come to mutual ari@dimlecisions. It is not true that
Indians cannot unite. We have united for yeasunimmense effort for sheer survival.
In matters of practical need, it is enough if wa caite on a point no larger than the head
of a pin, in order to make gains. In matters efldrger concern, it becomes a matter of
exploration of thought and ideology, or ideas...Hruse of creative intelligence. Let us
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ask ourselves some of these questions...questigmefound concern for ourselves as a
people.

Is there, truly and honestly, anything left of dndian cultures, traditions, and
lifeways? | know there is, and you know it too. eféfore, let us pinpoint these areas of
remaining Indian heritage, preserve the remainuitues, traditions, philosophy, and
the languages of our people. Indeed we have atdutyr historical heritage. | don’t
believe there is anybody here who would disagree.

Just the same, there is a tendency to vulgarizewtures and history, even
among our own people. For example, there is & dasg conducted in Native history,
at California State College at Hayward, in which thite students are given “cute”
Indians names, are assigned to imaginary and “dotkan tribes, and who then conduct
themselves as though they are “real Indians.” Thesclass taught by an Indian. We all
know about some of the things that are taught biyentbachers, degrading to our people.
But when an Indian pursues this type of vulgar@atthen we must stop and view the
whole situation, and we must begin to teach the lvigtory of our people, teach it with
respect and scholarly interpretation both to oun @eople, and to the American public at
large. Among us, we have been remiss with regpemiir children. We should have
had, long ago, practical schools for our childterkeep the languages alive, to keep the
beauty of our heritage alive. It is not too laialb this even now.

Another question: Shall we allow tribal societyddeadership, tribal autonomy
and rights, to be wiped out? Or, shall we fighpteserve our ancient sovereign rights.
The present situation, | grant you is bad, andotlesent leadership in many tribes has
been criticized, especially by our young peopkit hot time to make a stand, and
change this situation, to change this leaderstipainge is needed?

If we do not improve our tribal leadership, byiaetof the people themselves, we
are faced with total destruction of Indian life andtures. What is left of Indian culture,
when the tribal entity is gone? | ask this questibour young people who are so active
on the urban front, who find it impossible to anttbe tribal front, and who have
forsaken their own Indian people in favor of a ggle with windmills and shadows. For,
if tribal life disappears, so too does the Indiaraa Indian. This is our political entity.
This is what remains of our social structure afelays. And this is where it is at. In
my opinion, tribal society has been deformed argtatied by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs. | think this should be changed, and hthit can be changed-but only with the
greatest courage and single-mindedness, and orduibyoung people.

Let me pose another question...Shall we contiawldw our scholars, artists,
and leaders to be overlooked and overshadoweds\armdcompletely ignored by
educational institutions, cultural programs, argtitational projects? Is it not time that
we refuse to allow ourselves to be exploited fersbke of the self-interest of an
ambitious intellectual, an ambitious city or statea Chamber of Commerce seeking to
develop tourist attractions?

| say that we must insist that wherever Indiargpas are considered, Indian
scholars and tribal people shall be dealt with, simall constitute the leadership of such
programs. We are continually confronted with reathde programs that are carbon
copies of programs for blacks, Chicanos, and ahiaric groups. These programs that
have no relationship to our history and culture, tocour situation today, and they are
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absolutely worthless, either for teaching aboutdns, or for teaching Indians
themselves.

I would like to deal more directly with some oetprofound questions with which
we are faced in this moment of truth, at this tmhehange. And these questions can find
answers only if the Indian scholars work well wiitie Indian people, and if the Indian
people will turn to their own scholars for help.

The Bureau of Indian Affairs has dominated thedndvorld for nealy a hundred
and fifty years. It has stultified our initiativegprrupted our society, and caused a
creeping paralysis to set in among our people-eoically, and socially as well.
Notwithstanding this face, | don’t know any Indiamso want termination to take place.
It would automatically abrogate our treaties, whaect valid under international law, and
valid in the constitution of the United States ahérica. Despite the seriousness of this
guestion, there is not unanimity of opinion ash® tourse of action that should be taken
to rid ourselves of this incubus of Bureau domimrati | submit to you, that the method of
supplanting Bureau controls of programs, by Indidres and organized groups, is one
good way to accomplish this.

The greatest and most important problem for wisasdevelopment of support for
one another, as tribes, as organized groups, aindiagluals. Some practical
consideration as to the method of developing suplpart should be given. It is not
enough simply to support one another, regardletiseofuality of the program, or its
administration. Support should be given after isngermitted the right to be consulted,
to be informed, to be assured that there is a resple intelligence at work. We must
have a standard of leadership, and we must ing@t the highest standards. We must
make it clear, to ourselves, to our own people,tartie general public, that leaders are
chosen by the people, and that no one has a aghtd status unless he is so chosen.
This is an internal problem, and how we shall sdlive for ourselves to determine, and
nobody else.

I would like to say that most of our so-calleceimtal problems are not part of our
heritage, nor are they part of our philosophy ahlau relations. To take one example-
that of factionalism among the Indian peoples aib@itgroups. This is a condition that
has been elevated by certain anthropologists.

Factionalism, as it is understood in the westerss, is not an Indian tradition. It
was not a normal way of life for the Native Amencadt is a European influence, a result
of the disruption of Indian life, standards, andhd total destruction of distinctive Indian
tribal land bases. In OUR tradition, man livegeace with his brothers. Only when
tribe after tribe was pushed off their land inte tand of another tribe, did intertribal
conflict occur. The ideology of THIS type of Euegm or western civilization and its
influence must be wiped out of our Indian sociétye are to survive and prosper, in any
area of our lives.

| say, let us be aware of these influences. keqiwt a stop to it. Let us DEFEND
one another, protect and help one another in datioaships both individually and as a
race. This is not to say that Indian people wieovetongdoers should be covered up for
their evils. But surely we can handle these thmgselves. Not all Indians are
noble...not all Indians are little red angels.
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| think the time has come when we must considegtestion of land usage, land
development, and land reclamation-as a wholeedtrs foolish to fight for the
reclamation of land in purely general terms. #rae foolish, too, when one considers
that many Indians are being forced to SELL, at kiveices, their land, now currently
held by tribes or individuals. A glance at thedPRidge or Rosebud situation is an
example. These people have only a small fractidhedr land left to them, and an effort
should be made, to help them out of their poveaylevelop them economically, so that
they are not confronted with the loss of their lafthis too, is one of the questions which
scholars, students, and tribal people should betaldiscuss and develop programs
about.

The Native American population is small, compacethat of the whole country.
It would appear that efforts should be combinegeexied wisely and with the greatest
promise of effectiveness. | know there are some dve become stupefied with the
public interest, the publicity, the headlines. iBglf, it will not solve anything. Together
with a sound program of change, it will help enousiy.

Where shall we look for help, to cause a miratlehange to happen? Certainly
not from the federal government. Neither the Bigsver, the Johnson, nor to date the
Nixon administration have developed a single eifecand successful program leading
to the practical improvement of our condition. Wleselves will have to take positive
and effective action to make this change possible.

In this great effort, those who are scholars, ¢heko are students, and those of us
who are tribal activists, must unite all our enesgand talents, so that the people may
once again be the leading force in our lives anouindestiny.

Today'’s society is being torn apart by internalggle. There is destruction
ahead. Already there are forces in motion, questgthe whole fabric of American
society, questioning the form of government herthis country, struggling and fighting-
but truly the don’t know for WHAT, and often thegmt even know WHY. This land is
rotting to death. Itis corrupt in so many ways amso many places that water pollution
is secondary to spiritual pollution.

Poverty is rampant in this nation, and the Indsasuffering most from this
disease. | don’t see any way to help, other thhaous own people helping one another.
We have to be aware of the current tumult in thigll Every value is being questioned,
and many are already discarded like a dirty ralge government that exists in peace
today, may be confronted with questions of mereigaltomorrow. The society that has
been happy with its porcelain bathtubs, its telenisets, automobiles, and all the
supposed comforts of life, is no longer happy tmm@m automobile and a television set,
while also being owned by a finance company. &ittellectual world, the same
turmoil is taking place, and perhaps even morecaBse all the beliefs of western
civilization are now being challenged. The hortbet men receive with such gladness
today, may well be the shame of tomorrow.

| think that the true Indian values, however, ®rsAnd | am proud to know this,
and to know that MY people still hold to their spial life and their love of their land. 1
believe in their deep and profound goals. | beithat WE INDIANS have more to offer
this world than any other section of society.
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