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ABSTRACT

Monuments and memorials are found in every society and civilization throughout
history. These structures serve as commemorations of people, events, wars, victories,
and disasters. The building of monuments allows the people of a society to express for
posterity their jubilation, reverence, and grief. In turn, monuments and memorials reflect
the values and beliefs of the society. As a result, historians study monuments and
memorials to gain a better understanding of the people, culture, and values of a society or
civilization. The study of monuments and memorials, as well as commemoration in
general, is a growing field in both American and world history, but no study to date has
addressed the structures located in North Dakota and what they reveal about the people
who worked to see them built. This study seeks to fill that void.

The monuments selected for this study fall into two categories: those dedicated to
North Dakota’s historical pioneers and those devoted to the legendary pioneers. The
historical pioneers are those identified individuals from whom character traits, values,
and attitudes are drawn and celebrated as a reflection of the traits, values, and attitudes
the monuments’ commissioners admire and seek to emulate. By contrast, the legendary
pioneers are unidentified; they represent those ordinary men and women who faced
incredible challenges in order to establish the social, cultural, political, and economic
foundations of the state. The monuments’ commissioners chose to honor those unnamed

pioneers as those who led the way for subsequent generations of the state’s residents. In
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so doing, the commissioners are able to project onto these legendary pioneers those
character traits they believe have been passed down from the pioneering generation—
those traits the commissioners wish to see perpetuated in future generations as well.
The examination of both the historical and legendary pioneers celebrated by
North Dakotans reveals a distinct set of character traits and attitudes displayed and
revered by the monuments’ commissioners—the North Dakota character described by

historian Elwyn B. Robinson in his History ofNorth Dakota (1966).

viii



CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION

Monuments represent a physical link between a society’s past, present, and future.
These structures are built to honor citizens, soldiers, statesmen, and adventurers; to
celebrate victories; to mourn tragedies; and to commemorate the people and events that
shaped the past and laid the groundwork for the future. Monuments and memorials serve
as mnemonic devices for the present society to remember and honor those who came
before and those who led the way. But monuments also provide insight into the people
who organized their construction, the values and character traits they admire, and their
efforts to educate future generations. As a son of Holocaust survivors observed, one of
the most important functions of monuments is the message they send to subsequent
generations:

Because | was not there, and did not suffer, | cannot remember. Therefore, | very

much need to be reminded. This memorial will be for my six-month-old

daughter, who will need to be reminded even more. It will be for her children,

who will need to be reminded still more. We must build such a memorial for all

the generations who, by distance from the actual events and people, will depend

on it to activate [memory].1

Monuments and memorials are found in every society and civilization throughout
history, and North Dakota is no exception. These structures serve as commemorations of

people, events, wars, victories, and disasters. The building of monuments allows the

people of a society to express for posterity their jubilation, reverence, and grief. In turn,1

1Alex Krieger quoted in Ryan Coonerty, Etched in Stone: Enduring Words From Our Nation’
Monuments (Washington, D.C.: National Geographic, 2007), 92-93.



monuments and memorials reflect the values and beliefs of the society. As a result,
historians study monuments and memorials to gain a better understanding of the people,
culture, and values of a society or civilization. In particular, this study will investigate
monuments erected in North Dakota to determine why, when, and where they were built
and what they reveal of the character traits of the people who organized their
construction.

In his History ofNorth Dakota (1966), Elwyn B. Robinson outlined six themes of
North Dakota’s history: remoteness, dependence, agrarian radicalism, a position of
economic disadvantage, the “Too-Much Mistake,” and adjustment. Robinson concluded
that these six themes influenced the state’s people and produced the North Dakota
character, which included such traits as pride, stubbornness, and radicalism. Although
Robinson’s scholarship did much to illuminate the complexities and interconnectedness
of the state’s history, geography, and society, he did not include a systematic study of
North Dakota’s monuments in his work. Moreover, Robinson’s analysis of the North
Dakota character must be evaluated in the context of the social, political, and economic
changes that have occurred in the state since the publication of his seminal work in 1966.

The study of monuments and memorials is currently a rapidly growing field in
historical research and numerous publications are dedicated to both specific examples
and general categories at the national and local levels. In addition, some information is
available on the monuments and memorials located on the North Dakota capital grounds
in Bismarck, but no study has been conducted with the express purpose of investigating
the relationship between the monuments and memorials erected in North Dakota and the

character of the people who created them. This study seeks to fill that void.



Due to the large quantity of monuments, memorials, and historic sites in the state,
there is a need to limit the number and variety of subjects in order to have a workable
pool of samples for further study. For example, this study eliminated any monuments or
memorials located on cemetery grounds, because as James W. Loewen stated in his book
Lies Across America: What Our Historic Sites Get Wrong (1999):

Often zamani monuments get put up downtown, where their presence on

important public land at the courthouse or city hall implies that the community is

united in the sentiments they express. People who do not share their sentiments

and would not seek them out in cemeteries or parks will see them and presumably
be influenced by them in these locations.2

Therefore, this study examines those monuments and memorials that were built to
represent the collective consent and approval of North Dakotans, even if the decisions
concerning the purpose, design, construction, and dedication of these structures were
made by individuals and small groups. And as this thesis seeks to understand the
character traits of the people of North Dakota by examining the monuments and
memorials in the state, the decision was made to research the monuments and memorials
that one might call the most “public.”

Another decision was to include in this study only those structures specifically
designed to commemorate or memorialize an event or person, rather than an object that
had simply been restored or preserved. The distinction was that the express purpose of
the structure was to serve as a monument or memorial and that it had no other function.

Therefore, this study included no bridges, roads, schools, office buildings, athletic fields,

2James Loewen, Lies Across America: What Our Historic Sites Get Wrong (New York: Touchstone,
1999), 24. In this section Loewen describes the practice ofthe Kiswahili speakers of east and central
Africa of dividing the dead into two categories: the sasha and the zamani. The sasha (the living-dead) are
the recently deceased—there are people alive who knew them personally. The sasha become the zamani
(the dead) when the last person to know them dies. Loewen uses this analogy to describe historical events
and their monuments (the events of living memory and the distant past). This concept is discussed further
on pages 13-14 of this chapter.
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or courthouses. Historical markers were also eliminated because the structures selected
were intended to do more than mark the location of a historical event. Three of the four
monuments in this study honor people who made significant contributions to the state’s
history, rather than marking the site of an event or place in the way that plaques mark the
trail of Lewis and Clark through North Dakota. The exception in this study is the Iverson
Well Monument, which marks the location of the first oil-producing well in the state, the
Clarence Iverson No. 1. The monument has been included because of the shift in the
commemorative focus from the event to the individuals who made it happen, as Chapter
IV will show.8 Finally, this study does not examine local and state museums as
monuments or memorials. A number of communities across the state have either a local
historical society museum or a “frontier village” of sorts dedicated to the pioneers and
early settlers of North Dakota. Although these sites may provide as fascinating history
lessons, they do not fall into the definition of a monument or memorial for the purpose of
this study.5

The monuments selected for this study fall into two categories: those dedicated to
historical figures or pioneers and those devoted to unidentified or legendary pioneers.6
The historical pioneers are those figures who are identified and celebrated for their
30ne example would be the Williams County Memorial Courthouse in Williston which is dedicated to
those from Williams County who served in World War | and World War II.
4The Williston Basin Energy Festival Monument in Williston and anniversary celebrations that
commemorate the event, along with the original monument at the well site, make the lverson Well
Monument an important component of this study as will be shown in Chapters IV and V.
5 Stanley, Watford City, Rugby, and Alexander are just a few of the towns in the state that display replica
buildings along with pioneer artifacts.
6 Lhave chosen to use the term “legendary” pioneers rather than “allegorical” or “representative pioneers
as it draws attention to the fact that these pioneers are the unnamed progenitors who contributed to the
establishment of the agricultural and energy industries in the state. The organizers, builders, and supporters
ofthese monuments and other commemorative activities have glorified the deeds, values, motives, and
character traits of these pioneers. And yet, these are the same values, attitudes, and character traits that the

monuments’ builders are encouraging the state’s people to strive for. Further discussion of the use of the
term “legendary” appears in the introductory paragraphs of Chapter IV.
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individual contributions to the state’s history. North Dakotans, for example, have erected
monuments to widely recognizable persons, including Theodore Roosevelt and
Alexander Griggs.7 For this study, however, the statues of Sakakawea and John Burke
were chosen.

One of the most prominent and recognizable monuments in the state, and one that
is often used to represent the state to the rest of the nation, is the statue of Sakakawea, the
young American Indian woman who accompanied Meriwether Lewis and William Clark
from what is now North Dakota to the Pacific Ocean and back. This monument is
prominent, not only because of its location on the North Dakota capitol grounds in
Bismarck, but also because a replica of the statue represents the state in National Statuary
Hall in the United States Capitol in Washington, D.C. Like Sakakawea, the statue of
John Burke is displayed in a conspicuous location on the capitol grounds in Bismarck and
also in Statuary Hall. These two monuments, therefore, present the image of North
Dakota that their commissioners and supporters wish to display to the rest of the nation.

By contrast, the legendary pioneers are not identified by name; they theoretically
represent the parents, grandparents, or great-grandparents who moved into this region to
seek their fortunes or start a new life. During North Dakota’s Centennial celebrations in
1989, the cities of Ellendale and Williston erected monuments to honor the early Euro-
American settlers in the region, but the monuments selected for inclusion in this study,
the Pioneer Family statue and the Iverson Well Monument, were built and dedicated

outside of this centennial frenzy of commemorative activity.

7The statue of Alexander Griggs is located on the Grand Forks County Courthouse grounds in Grand
Forks; statues of Theodore Roosevelt can be found in Minot and Mandan. Other monuments dedicated to
individuals include Sitting Bull (Fort Yates and Grand Forks), Four Bears (New Town and Twin Buttes),
Carl Ben Eielson (near Hatton), Hazel Miner (Center), and Walter Chaloner (near the entrance of the North
Unit of Theodore Roosevelt National Park).



The Pioneer Family statue, prominently located on the southern end of the North
Dakota capitol “mall,” was commissioned in 1947 to honor John McLean—Bismarck’s
first mayor and the man for whom McLean County was named—and all the pioneering
generation. The intent to reflect or publicize create a sense of pride in the people of the
state in their pioneering generation is evident in this large and noble statue that graces the
capitol grounds. The pioneering spirit and rugged individualism, as well as the
celebration of ordinary people overcoming the trials and tribulations of the lonely and
challenging environment of the northern plains, is obvious in every detail of this work.

The Iverson Well Monument commemorates the discovery of oil in western North
Dakota and the impact that the event has had on the state’s economy, politics, and
culture. Built just two years after the Clarence Iverson No. 1well in Williams County
struck oil, the monument commemorates the event that “opened a new era for North
Dakota and reaffirmed the confidence of her people in the opportunities and future of this
great state.” Although its location is isolated, the monument is included in this study
because the event continues to be commemorated with frequent anniversary celebrations.
Like the Pioneer Family statue, this monument and the subsequent commemorative
activities celebrate the pioneering attitude of the state and pay homage to those who
overcame adversity and the challenging environment of North Dakota.

Each of the two categories—historical and legendary pioneers—and each
individual monument provides a different perspective from which to examine the people

and events commemorated; and each presents an opportunity to illustrate the attitudes,*

Iverson Well Monument inscription; the Iverson well struck oil on April 4, 1951, and the monument was
dedicated October 25, 1953.



values, and characteristics that the monuments’ commissioners admired and sought to
pass along to the general population and the next generation.

Few scholars have chosen to write about North Dakota’s monuments and
memorials. As a result of the limited secondary analysis, this study relies on published
accounts of the dedication ceremonies in newspapers and other sources. Because the
statues of Sakakawea and John Burke represent the state in National Statuary Hall,
booklets were published by the State Historical Society of North Dakota and the United
States Government Printing Office respectively, and provide background information and
copies of the speeches given at the unveilings in the U.S. Capitol Rotunda. These
speeches illuminate the selection processes as well as the images and impressions that the
monuments’ commissioners have of the subjects they have chosen to commemorate.9

Much of the information on the history of the North Dakota capitol and the
Pioneer Family statue was obtained from The North Dakota State Capitol: Architecture
and History (1989), edited by Larry Remele, which presented detailed information on the
architectural plans and changes made to both the old and the new capitols. Additional
information was gathered from the State Historical Society Library in Bismarck, as well
as the State Historical Society of North Dakota’s scholarly journal, North Dakota
History, which published the most extensive coverage of the dedication ceremonies.

Various newspaper reports on the monument helped to complete the narrative.1

9 Each statue in National Statuary Hall is the subject of a comparable booklet. Sakakawea's Journey to
Washington, D.C., [North Dakota’s Presentation ofthe Statue ofSakakawea to the U.S. Capitol Statuary
Halt] (Bismarck: State Historical Society of North Dakota (SHSND), 2005); Statue ofJohn Burke.
Presented in the Rotunda, United States Capitol (Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1963).
DLarry Remele, ed., The North Dakota State Capitol: Architecture and History (Bismarck: SHSND,
1989); “Pioneer Family Statue,” General Information File, SHSND Library and Archives, Bismarck, North
Dakota; “Presentation of the Statue of a Pioneer Family to the State of North Dakota,” North Dakota
History 14, no. 4 (Fall 1947): 273-285.



Writing the story of the Iverson Well Monument required compiling data from a
variety of sources. Dominic Schaffs “The History of the North Dakota Oil Industry”
(1962), Bill Shemorry’s Mud, Sweat, and Oil: The Early Years ofthe Williston Basin
(1991), and John Bluemle's The 50thAnniversary ofthe Discovery of Oil in North Dakota
(2001) provided a detailed history of the state's oil industry. In addition, resources
related to the planning and execution of the commemorative events, such as newspaper
accounts and promotional materials, reveal the motivations behind these activities,
including the Iverson Well Monument dedication ceremonies in 1953, the Williston
Basin Energy Festival in 1981, the Billionth Barrel Celebration in 1989, the Williston
Basin Energy Festival Il in 1991, the 50thanniversary activities (Williston Basin Energy
Festival I11) in 2001, as well as the current “Rockin’ the Bakken” advertising campaign.”

The general history of the state provided a backdrop for the analysis of the
character of the people of the state, as presented in such works as Elwyn Robinson’s
History ofNorth Dakota (1966), D. Jerome Tweton and Theodore B. Jelliff s North
Dakota: The Heritage ofa People (1976), Robert P. Wilkins and Wynona Huchette
Wilkins’s North Dakota: A Bicentennial History (1977), and Neil D. Howe and
Theodore B. Jelliffs North Dakota Legendary (2007). Robinson described a distinctive
North Dakota character, and, as discussion in Chapter Il will show, the foundations on
which Robinson based his interpretation continue to hold true, albeit with modifications.
The analysis of the character of the state’s people was augmented with comparative

studies of the character of people from other states, as well as an examination of Northl

1L Dominic Schaff, “The History of the North Dakota Oil Industry,” (M.A. thesis. University of North
Dakota, 1962); Bill Shemorry, Mud, Sweat, and Oil: The Early Years ofthe Williston Basin (Williston,
ND: B. Shemorry, 1991); John P. Bluemle, The 50lhAnniversary ofthe Discovery of Oil in North Dakota
(Bismarck: North Dakota Geological Survey, 2001); most of the coverage of the dedication and anniversary
celebrations was found in the Williston Herald, 1953-2001
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Dakotans’ perception of themselves through a brief discussion of North Dakota jokes,
tales, and myths.2Z8The central purpose of Chapter Il is to show that the existence of an
identifiable and distinctive North Dakota character can be interpreted from the unique
combination of the state’s history and shared experiences of its people. This character is
the image that the monuments’ commissioners wished to celebrate and perpetuate despite
its lack of universal existence among the state’s people.

This study of North Dakota’s monuments has also benefited from an investigation
of the broader studies of commemoration, which includes works related to individual
specimens as well as collective categories such as war memorials. The overarching field
of memory studies serves as the framework for scholarship related to commemoration.
Beginning with the French sociologist Maurice Halbwachs, the concept of collective
memory and its relationship with historical studies has become an indispensible aspect of
modern historical research and writing. According to Halbwachs and his disciples, the
concept of collective memory is a “constructed” product of social groups. This
interpretation has been expanded, strengthened, and promoted by American historian
Michael Kammen, who in his book Mystic Cords ofMemory (1991), argued that societies
reconstruct their histories through elements such as commemorative activities so that the

images and impressions of the past conform to those of the present.11

P Elwyn B. Robinson, History o fNorth Dakota (1966. Reprint, Fargo: North Dakota State University
Institute for Regional Studies, 1995); D. Jerome Tweton and Theodore B. Jelliff, North Dakota: The
Heritage ofa People (Fargo: Knight Printing, 1976); Robert P. Wilkins and Wynona Huchette Wilkins,
North Dakota: A Bicentennial History (New York: W. W. Norton, 1977); Neil D. Howe and Theodore B.
Jelliff, North Dakota Legendary (Fargo: North Dakota Center for Distance Education, 2007).

BKirk Savage, “History, Memory, and Monuments: An Overview of the Scholarly Literature on
Commemoration,” online essay commissioned by the Organization of American Historians and the
National Park Service, http://www.cr.nps.gov/history/resedu/savage.htm (accessed February 23, 2009);
Maurice Halbwachs, On Collective Memory, L.A. Coser, ed. and trans. (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1992); Michael Kammen, Mystic Cords ofMemory: The Transformation of Tradition in American
Culture (New York: Vintage Books, 1991). For other works related to collective memory, see Frances A.

9
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Although works related to collective memory, and its relationship to history,
contribute to the foundations of commemorative studies, the field itself is so broad and
diverse that an extensive examination of the topic goes beyond the boundaries of this
study. Therefore, this section will review the pertinent component of memory studies
related to this work, that of commemoration, along with the specific studies that have
most influenced this thesis. This field—dedicated to a wide variety of commemorative
activities, including the study of monuments and memorials and their place in society—
owes much to the work of French historian Pierre Nora and his analysis of “les lieux de
memoire” [sites of memory], Nora argued that modem societies depend on these
memory sites because the “real environments of memory”—Iliving memory—known in
pre-modern societies, no longer exist.¥4 These sites of memory, especially monuments
and memorials, represent one of the fastest growing fields in American historical
scholarship today, and the variety of topics and interpretations continues to expand.

Some authors of commemorative studies choose to focus on specific monuments,
especially national monuments and other structures most prominent in American society,
such as Karal Ann Marling and John Wetenhall’s lwo Jima: Monuments, Memories, and
the American Hero (1991), Christopher A. Thomas’s The Lincoln Memorial and
American Life (2002), and Marcus Cunliffe’s George Washington: Man and Monument

Yates, The Art ofMemory, (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1966); Eric Hobsbawm and Terence
Ranger, The Invention of Tradition (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1983); Paul Connerton, How
Societies Remember (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989); Patrick Hutton, History as an Art of
Memory (Hanover: University Press of New England, 1993). Another important aspect of memory
scholarship is Holocaust studies; see for example, Saul Friedlander, Memory, History, and the
Extermination ofthe Jews in Europe (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1993); James E. Young, The
Art ofMemory: The Holocaust Memorials in History (New York: Prestel, 1994); Henry L. Feingold, Lest
Memory Cease: Finding Meaning in the American Jewish Past (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press,
1996).

Y Pierre Nora, “Between Memory and History: Les Lieux de Memoire,” Representations 26 (1989): 7-24;
Pierre Nora and Lawrence Kritzman, eds., Arthur Goldhammer, trans., Realms ofMemory: Rethinking the
French Past (New York: Columbia University Press, 1998); Savage, “History, Memory, and Monuments:
An Overview of the Scholarly Literature on Commemoration,” 2-3.

10



(1982).11 Other authors have chosen to examine American monuments, memorials, and
other public structures and their elevated status as “American icons” such as Marvin
Trachtenberg’s Statue ofLiberty (1976) and Rex Alan Smith’s Carving ofMount
Rushmore (1985). Christopher Thomas’s study of the Lincoln Memorial also fits into
this category as does Nicolaus Mills’s recent book Their Last Battle: The Fightfor the
National World War Il Memorial (2004), which concentrates on the commemoration of
World War Il in the United States.® Other works are devoted to war monuments,
memorials, and the battlefields on which those conflicts occurred, such as Alan Borg’s
War Memorials: From Antiquity to the Present (1991), James Mayo’s War Memorials as
Political Landscape (1988), and Edward Linenthal’s Sacred Ground: Americans and
Their Battlefields (1993).17 Civil War commemoration in particular has been exceedingly
popular, as evidenced by works such as Kirk Savage’s Standing Soldiers, Kneeling Slaves
(1997) and David Blight’s Beyond the Battlefield: Race, Memory & the American Civil

War (2002).138

K Karal Ann Marling and John Wetenhall, Iwo Jima: Monuments, Memories, and the American Hero
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1991); Christopher A. Thomas, The Lincoln Memorial and
American Life (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2002); Marcus Cunliffe, George Washington: Man
and Monument (New York: Mentor Books, 1982). Other examples include, David Dillon, The Franklin D.
Roosevelt Memorial (Washington, D.C. (Spacemaker Press, 1998) and Jan C. Scruggs and Joel L.
Swerdlow, To Heal a Nation: The Vietnam Veterans Memorial (New York: Harper and Row, 1985).

B Marvin Trachtenberg, Statue of Liberty (New York: Penguin, 1986); Rex Alan Smith, Carving ofMount
Rushmore (New York: Abbeville Press, 1985); Nicolaus Mills, Their Last Battle: The Fightfor the
National World War 11 Memorial (New York: Basic Books, 2004). See also, Albert Boime, The Unveiling
ofthe National Icons: A Pleafor Patriotic Iconoclasm in a Nationalist Era (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1998).

T/ Alan Borg, War Memorials: From Antiquity to the Present (London: Leo Cooper, 1991); James M.
Mayo, War Memorials as Political Landscape: The American Experience and Beyond (New York:
Praeger, 1998); Edward Linenthal, Sacred Ground: Americans and Their Battlefields (Chicago: University
of Illinois Press, 1993).

BKirk Savage, Standing Soldiers, Kneeling Slaves: Race, War and Monument in 19'h Century America
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1997); David Blight, Beyond the Battlefield: Race, Memory & the
American Civil War (Ambherst; University of Massachusetts Press, 2002). See also Thomas J. Brown, ed.,
The Public Art of Civil War Commemoration: A BriefHistory with Documents (Boston: Bedford/St.
Martin’s, 2004).



These studies represent a diverse collection of commemorative acts and
structures, from parades and anniversary celebrations to major national monuments that
have reached iconic status in American popular culture. Although these works cover
unrelated topics, they provide the scholar with an approach or method from which to
investigate other commemorative structures as well as a set of themes and generalizations
to guide the analysis.1®

In his book, Lies Across America, James Loewen attempted to draw attention to
American historic sites and the ways in which the omissions, inaccuracies, and one-sided
interpretations present a skewed or downright false version of American history. The
main body of his work examined various historic sites, divided by region, and through
short essays, Loewen explained the ways in which their deficiencies constitute “lies.”
While Loewen’s book encouraged Americans to visit historic sites with an eye on
historical facts, the most valuable portions of his work for this study were the essays that
serve as the introduction to his historic site reviews.

In “Some Functions of Public History,” Loewen explained why societies,
particularly American society, preserve historic sites and erect monuments. Loewen
argued that there are “economic, political, social, cultural, as well as educational” reasons
for doing so.  In addition, Loewen outlined the various roles monuments and historic
sites play in American society, especially for future generations.  In “The Sociology of

Historic Sites,” he sketched the process by which monuments, memorials, and historic

B For general studies of commemoration, see John R. Gillis, ed., Commemorations: The Politics of
National Identity (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994); Michael Geisler, ed., National Symbols,
Fractured Identities: Contesting the National Narrative (Lebanon, NH: University Press of New England,
2005); Paul Shackel, ed., Myth, Memory, and the Making o fthe American Landscape (Gainesville:
University Press of Florida, 2001).

2 Loewen, 11

21 Loewen, 14.



markers are erected, as well as explaining by whom, and why. Particularly, Loewen
noted that many (perhaps even most) of the historical markers and monuments displayed
in this country came about as a result of the efforts of America’s wealthy, privileged
elite.  In “Historic Sites are Always a Tale of Two Eras,” Loewen stated that “Every
historic site tells two different stories about two different eras in the past. One is its
manifest narrative—the event or person heralded in its text or artwork. The other is the
story of its erection or preservation."m Loewen argued that a historian can learn as much
about the society that erected the monument as the one that produced the subject.

During this discussion, Loewen explained the differences and significance of the
monuments and memorials created for the events and people of the sasha (the living-
dead) and the zamani (the dead). According to Loewen, sasha monuments are erected
soon after the event or person has passed from the living into the sasha. The purpose of
such monuments is to remember the event and honor its participants, who are often listed
by name. The motivation for the sasha monuments is a sense of grief or loss. In contrast,
zamani monuments are erected after the person or event has transitioned from the living-
dead to the dead. The commemorators erect these monuments for their own purposes and
“seek to influence how people behave by telling them what to think about the ancestors,
event, or cause they commemorate.”24 The distance of time allows the commemorators
“to avoid controversies about people and events still in the sasha,” and to ensure that their
vision of the event or person is recorded in the monument and memorials erected.

Overall, Loewen’s work established a basic foundation from which to further explore the

2 Loewen, 20; this is also the main focus of John Bodnar’s interpretation of official and vernacular
memory, see below.

2 Loewen, 22.

24 Loewen, 24.



field of commemoration studies. The introductory essays in Lies Across America
examine the complexities of studying monuments and memorials and the societies that
worked to build them.

Just as Loewen addressed the broad themes of commemoration, John Bodnar, in
Remaking America: Public Memory, Commemoration, and Patriotism in the Twentieth
Century (1992), examined one of the most important aspect of commemoration studies:
the question of who decides what to commemorate. In this study, Bodnar examined
local, regional, national, and international aspects of commemoration and how each topic
is both separate and combined in the discussion of public memory. According to Bodnar,
control over American public memory has oscillated from the “official” to the
“vernacular” throughout the country’s history. By official, Bodnar referred to those in
positions of power—business leaders, elected politicians, and civil servants. The
vernacular elements, in Bodnar’s definition, are the ordinary Americans who do not have
the power (or do not wish to have the power) to make official decisions. In his
estimation, “Public memory emerges from the intersection of official and vernacular
cultural expressions.”’®

Bodnar’s analysis began with an examination of the Vietnam Veterans’ Memorial
in Washington, D.C., as an example of the strong presence and influence of vernacular
forces in America’s public memory. In discussing the mementos left at the memorial by
visitors, Bodnar reported: “A park service technician who helped catalog the items left
behind told a reporter that the mementos left him ‘a little misty.” He claimed that these
objects were ‘not like history’ but had an ‘immediacy’ about them. What he might have3

5 John Bodnar, Remaking America: Public Memory, Commemoration, and Patriotism in the Twentieth
Century (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1992), 13.
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added was that they were not really like the history that was usually commemorated in
public.”  Bodnar’s contribution to the “memory debate” centered on his argument that
“Public memory is a body of beliefs and ideas about the past that help a public or society
understand both its past, present, and by implication, its future.”@ By focusing on one or
more aspects of the discussion—from local and regional commemorative activities to
national celebrations—Bodnar examined the interaction between the official and the
vernacular in the decision making processes as well as the execution of those ceremonies.
In the context of a discussion of North Dakota monuments and memorials and the
commemorative practices observed in this state, Bodnar provided valuable information
on the role and symbolism of the pioneer in the commemorative works of the Midwest:
the pioneer was a popular historical symbol in Midwestern commemorations
during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Its appeal to ordinary
people resided in its vernacular meaning of sturdy ancestors who founded ethnic
communities and families, preserved traditions in the face of social change, and
overcame hardship. These defenders of vernacular culture were especially
important to Midwesterners who were anxious about the pace of economic
centralization and the impact of urban and industrial growth upon their local
places.B
Other major themes of commemorative studies are found in Kirk Savage’s book
Standing Soldiers, Kneeling Slaves, which has become a standard by which other books
devoted to commemoration are judged. Savage’s comprehensive analysis of race,
politics, society, and commemaoration come together in this powerful and groundbreaking
study. In this work, Savage analyzed the monuments and memorials erected during and

after the Civil War and the ways in which African-Americans are portrayed (or more

realistically, left out) of those commemorations. Moreover, Savage argued that this

2 Bodnar, 8; some of these artifacts are now displayed in the American History Museum in Washington,
D.C.

27 Bodnar, 15.

2B Bodnar, 17.



limited portrayal is significant in that it reveals and reflects the country’s racial attitude
during this period. According to Savage, 19thcentury concepts of slavery and race
prevented both the commemoration of African-Americans as well as the realistic
portrayal of this group in sculpture and other art forms. “The deeper reason is that the
age-old status of the slave combined with the newer concept of race created an extremely
powerful cultural formation that rendered the African-American virtually the
embodiment of what was not classically sculptural.”2

Savage also described the process through which the country worked in order to
produce monuments to the emancipation of the slaves. Savage detailed the struggle of
African-Americans to control the process as well as the ultimate failure of these efforts.
In addition, Savage expertly analyzed how these early efforts at monument building
reflected and reinforced the subservient position of African-Americans in this country.
Crucial to this discussion was his analysis of Thomas Ball’s Freedmen’s Memorial to
Abraham Lincoln (Emancipation Monument), erected in 1876 in Washington, D.C. In
this monument, Abraham Lincoln is portrayed standing above a newly emancipated slave
who is crouched on the ground looking up into the distance.

Savage also addressed the flurry of monument building in the latter part of the
19th century in both the North and the South and examined how the Southern states
attempted to commemorate their “Lost Cause” without specifically addressing the issue
of slavery. As a result of their efforts, the figure of Robert E. Lee became the symbol of
the southern struggle without the blight of the political affiliation that Jefferson Davis
embodied. Savage explored how the culture of the military and the desire of local
communities to honor those who fought in the war are expressed in monuments dedicated

2 Savage, Standing Soldiers, Kneeling Slaves, 15, emphasis in the original.
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to the common soldier. One of the most interesting points Savage made in this section is
how the posture of the soldier—upright at parade rest—separates the subservience of
slavery from the obedience of military life.

Savage’s work is a staple in the historiography of commemorative studies, a
position that is well-earned. He masterfully combined the politics, art, and cultural
elements that meld into a commemorative work. The book’s plentiful pictures and
Savage’s lucid prose combine to produce one of the most relevant and powerful works in
this genre.

While Savage examined a broader spectrum of commemorative structures,
Christopher Thomas focused on just one whose presence and purpose has changed over
the course of its history. Thomas’s book, The Lincoln Memorial and American Life, is a
detailed study of the Lincoln Memorial, from the planning, design, and building of the
structure to the symbolism and changes in meaning and significance in American society
and culture from its construction to the present day. This work is divided into five
chapters which neatly separates each aspect of the discussion into distinct topics and
analyses. Thomas described his main focus of the book as a study of how the “illusion”
of the Lincoln Memorial is indeed an illusion. “It may seem a shocking act of sacrilege
to root the planning and use of the Lincoln Memorial in material historical circumstances,
but this treatment will make it apparent that, like any other site or object, the Lincoln
Memorial is utterly of this world, with all its ambiguities.”3

Thomas began his book with an investigation of the history and memory of
Lincoln as well as the discussions surrounding how best to memorialize the president
who saw the country ripped apart by Civil War, but who did not live long enough to see it

P Thomas, Xix.
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through the healing process. According to Thomas, it was necessary that time elapse
before the country could agree on how to memorialize this man and what his presidency
meant to the nation. Thomas then focused on the debates and arguments surrounding the
design and construction of the monument.

Thomas’s book is particularly valuable in the larger discussions of history and
memory and what a nation chooses to commemorate—what the monument says about the
person or event that is memorialized as well as what it says about those who build the
memorials. Moreover, Thomas addressed the issue of how the meaning and significance
of the memorials changed as the culture and society of the nation changed. For the
Lincoln Memorial, Thomas noted, “Like Abraham Lincoln himself, represented in the
gigantic seated marble statue inside, the memorial is a metaphorical stand-in for values
deemed American.”3 According to Thomas, the polymorphic nature of the Lincoln
Memorial contributed to its dominating presence on the landscape. The Memorial serves
as “a war memorial, a monument to a national hero, a temple to American ideals, and a
national stage or theater on which events in American history and pageantry are
performed,” including Marian Anderson’s Easter Sunday concert in 1939 which came
about after the Daughters of the American Revolution prevented her from singing in
Constitution Hall on account of her race.2

The Lincoln Memorial is a part of “official memory” in that the traditional style
of the monument, with its homage to Greek and Roman architecture, represents the type
of structure built by the establishment. *“Often produced in times of crisis when the
nation is believed to be at risk of disintegration, official memory usually promotes

Thomas, xvii.
2 Thomas, xvii, 159-160.



consensus among divergent, conflicting groups, which typically nurture their own
‘vernacular’ versions of the past.”3 But the Lincoln Memorial, as Thomas also noted,
promotes consensus among different groups: both Republicans and Democrats in the
early 1900s claimed Lincoln as a symbol of their parties; both urban dwellers and rural
villagers could relate to the myth, history, and memory of Lincoln as a man and leader;
northerners celebrated his successful preservation of the Union while southerners
increasingly viewed his presidency with considerably reduced hostility.

In a format similar to Thomas’s, Nicolaus Mills outlined the steps and obstacles
on the path to the creation of the National World War 1l Memorial in Washington, D.C.,
in his book, Their Last Battle. Mills meticulously illustrated each stage in the process
from the introduction of the first bill in Congress to create the memorial in the late 1980s
through the opening of the memorial to the public in 2004. According to Mills, the
purpose of this book, like the memorial, is to study “how Americans see themselves
today” as well as “how they remember World War 11.”3

One of the first topics Mills addressed in his work is why it took so long to build a
World War Il memorial in the nation’s capital. Part of the answer lies with the members
of the World War Il generation. According to Mills, after the war, many Americans were
more interested in resuming their lives than in memorializing the horrors of the conflict.
As a result, the “useful memorial or the living memorial,” became a popular alternative.
Rather than building a monument or statue to commemorate the war and its participants,

Americans in the 1940s and 1950s preferred to see buildings, playgrounds, and parks

” Thomas, Xxiii.
34 Mills, xi.
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built instead. In addition, the living memorials honored those lost without addressing the
horrors of the conflict.3

But as the 1980s approached, America began losing its World War 1l veterans at a
rate of over 1,000 per day; many believed it was time to honor those who fought in the
war, as well as those who supported the war on the home front, for their service and
sacrifice. As the Vietnam War and Korean War memorials already occupied prominent
places on the National Mall, it was only fitting that the World War Il memorial be
constructed on the same site.

Not only did Mills provide a detailed account of the creation of the National
World War Il Memorial, he also examined the controversies surrounding its design and
placement between the Lincoln Memorial and the Washington Monument. Mills also
analyzed what the memorial means to Americans and what it reveals about the builders
and honorees. For example, Mills stated that, “honoring the World War Il generation has
seemed the right thing to do as far as most Americans are concerned, but what has been
much harder for us to determine is whether honoring the World War Il generation with a
memorial is more than grateful remembering, more than a tribute to beliefs we are no
longer confident that we share.”3% Moreover, “the National World War Il Memorial was
not to be thought of like the Vietnam Veterans’ Memorial, as a healing memorial
designed to bind up the nation’s wounds,” but rather to commemorate a significant period
in world history, which explains, according to Mills, why the memorial to Vietnam was
built before the World War 1l memorial.37 Mills’s straightforward analysis provided not

only the basic facts of the process and the timeline of the memorial, but also a deeper

P Mills, xxv, xxvi.
P Mills, xii.
37 Mills, xxii, 142.
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understanding of how, when, and why Americans commemorate significant people and
events from their history.

With the exception of those monuments related to wars, soldiers, and veterans, the
North Dakota monuments in this study have not received the scholarly attention other
commemorative structures have received, but the issue is larger than that.

Few scholars have attempted to theorize the relationship between commemoration

and tradition, what we might call the exterior and interior faces of historical

consciousness. On the one hand are public sites and rituals of memory, and on
the other hand are ingrained habits of thought and action that persist in
individuals, families, and communities across long spans of time.38

As Savage noted, there is still much to be done in the field of commemoration;
and this study seeks to fill one small portion of the gap.

The conclusions at which this study will arrive are based on two interrelated
arguments. The first concerns the existence of a distinct North Dakota character. Elwyn
Robinson outlined six themes of North Dakota history which, along with settlement
patterns and the shared experiences of the state’s people, created, in his estimation, a
North Dakota character. As Robinson’s interpretations were based on data collected only
into the early 1960s, Chapter 11 of this work begins by evaluating the six themes and
bringing them into the 214 century. This analysis suggests that one of the significant
foundations of Robinson’s interpretation of the North Dakota character (the six themes)
continues to exist, with modifications. Therefore, it is arguable that the character itself
exists. Utilizing subsequent histories of the state and its people, a comparative
examination of the people of neighboring states, and a brief analysis of North Dakotans’
perception of themselves in jokes, tales, and legends will also support this conclusion.

Regardless of whether or not this character is demonstrated in all or most of the state’s

X8 Savage, “History, Memory, and Monuments,” 11
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people, it remains the image that the commissioners of these North Dakota monuments
wished to celebrate and use as didactic tools to educate the state’s population and future
generations of its traits, attitudes, and values.

Second, this study will show that the commissioners of the monuments to the
state’s historical and legendary pioneers actively worked to educate the state’s people on
the values and character traits embodied by the North Dakota character and sought to
inculcate that character in subsequent generations of North Dakotans. Chapter Il will
examine the biographies of the historical pioneers Sakakawea and John Burke, the
selection of these individuals as representatives in National Statuary Hall, and the
didactic lessons the monuments’ commissioners wished to present to the state and the
nation by honoring these individuals. Chapter IV will focus on the development and
presentation of the Pioneer Family statue along with the symbolism of the work and its
relationship to the desire of the statue’s commissioner to honor the agricultural pioneers
and the spirit and values they represent. The second portion of the chapter is devoted to a
discussion of the construction of a monument to celebrate the discovery of oil in the state,
the decision to erect a second monument on the 30thanniversary of the event, and the
continued observance of the anniversary of the discovery date. This series of
commemorative activities will show that the organizers of the celebrations actively
worked to memorialize an event that changed the history of the state as well as to honor
the unnamed energy pioneers who made it happen. By reviewing the commemoration of
the legendary pioneers in both the agricultural and energy industries, this study will show
the commissioners’ desire to honor the people and events that shaped the state’s history

and how they encouraged the adoption of the values and character traits through these
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commemorative activities and monuments. Finally, Chapter V defends the point of this
thesis by concluding that the commissioners chose the subjects of their commemorative
activities because they wanted to honor, remember, and perpetuate the values, attitudes,

and character traits that they believe constitute the North Dakota character.
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CHAPTER I
NORTH DAKOTA HISTORY AND CHARACTER
What is the relationship between North Dakota—its climate, geography, and
history—and the character of its people? According to North Dakota historian Elwyn
Robinson, “the conditions of existence, reflected in the history of the state, shaped the
character of its people.” 1 In his groundbreaking study of the state’s history and its
people, History o fNorth Dakota (1966), Robinson described how the state’s semi-arid
climate created identifiable themes within its history, which along with “the winnowing
process of pioneer settlement itself have placed a stamp upon the people, producing the
North Dakota character”—a character that was distinct, in Robinson’s estimation, from
that of other Americans.2 Robinson’s scholarship did much to illuminate the
complexities and interconnectedness of the state’s history, geography, and society, and
his History ofNorth Dakota remains a cornerstone of North Dakota historical discourse.
But how did Robinson conclude that the six themes of the state’s history blended with the
shared experiences of its people to create a distinct North Dakota character? Moreover,
do Robinson’s themes remain valid when discussing the state’s recent history? How

have subsequent historians incorporated Robinson’s ideas into their historical works?

1Elwyn B. Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota (1966. Reprint, Fargo: North Dakota State University
Institute for Regional Studies, 1995), 547.

2Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 9; Elwyn B. Robinson, “The Themes of North Dakota History,”
North Dakota History 26, no. 1 (Winter 1959): 22.
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What other sources suggest or support the existence of a distinctive North Dakota
character?

The purpose of this chapter is to answer these questions by examining the state’s
history and the character of its people through a variety of sources. First, by revisiting
Robinson’s themes and determining how he concluded that a distinctive North Dakota
character existed, it will be shown that it is still possible to use his framework to show
that North Dakota’s recent history continues to support the existence of the themes, and,
by extension, the existence of the North Dakota character. Second, a comparative study
of the character of people from neighboring states, along with a brief discussion of North
Dakotans’ perceptions of themselves as revealed in jokes and tales, will also show the
existence of a North Dakota character. This chapter will identify and describe the
character traits, values, and attitudes that the commissioners of North Dakota monuments,
discussed in Chapters Il and IV of this work, admire and seek to popularize and
perpetuate in future generations of North Dakotans.

North Dakota History

Robinson moved to the state from Ohio in 1935, taught courses in American and
North Dakota history at the University of North Dakota, and in 1966 published his best
known work, History ofNorth Dakota. In his comprehensive investigation of the state’s
history, Robinson identified six recurring patterns or themes within North Dakota’s
history: remoteness, dependence, economic disadvantage, agrarian radicalism, the “Too-
Much Mistake,” and adaptation. According to Robinson, “All the themes are tied to the
most fundamental facts about the state: its location at the center of the continent, its cool,

subhumid climate, and the climatic differences between the eastern and western parts of
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the state. The influence of these facts is seen in every aspect of North Dakota history.”3
Robinson’s book set the standard for later works on the history of the state, and no North
Dakota historian writes about the state’s history without at least a passing reference to
Robinson and his themes.4 A closer look at each of the themes, evidence of their
presence throughout North Dakota history, and their relation to each other and North
Dakota’s climate and geography, will provide an understanding of how Robinson
concluded that the history of the state created a community of North Dakotans and a
distinctive North Dakota character.

The first theme, remoteness, is directly related to the state’s geographical location
in the center of the nation. With the term remoteness, Robinson referred specifically to
“the influence of the great distance between North Dakota and the chief centers of
population, industry, finance, culture, and political decision in the nation and the Western
World.”5 Robinson illustrated numerous ways in which North Dakota’s remoteness
affected the state’s history and people. For example, because of the great distance
between North Dakota and major centers of population, the state experienced a later
period of Euro-American settlement than other Great Plains states, such as Kansas and
Nebraska. Furthermore, the remoteness of North Dakota has limited its economic
opportunities, particularly in the manufacturing sectors, as transportation costs were, and

continue to be, prohibitive.6

3Robinson, “The Themes of North Dakota History,” 6.

4The most recent student textbook on the state’s history, Neil D. Howe and Theodore B. Jelliff, North
Dakota: Legendary (Fargo: North Dakota Center for Distance Education, 2007), includes a textbox
dedicated to Robinson and his themes, 232.

5Robinson, “The Themes of North Dakota History,” 6.

6 Robinson, “The Themes of North Dakota History,” 7.
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As the end of the first decade of the 214 century approaches, the sense of
remoteness has been reduced in many ways through technological innovations. Today,
people in the state take advantage of the latticework of interstate and major highways that
connect rural areas and urban centers, both inside and outside the state. But the greatest
development in transportation in recent years has been the expansion of commercial air
travel to and from the state. Fargo, Bismarck, Grand Forks, and Minot all have sizable
commercial airports that provide daily service for travelers with final destinations
throughout the world. And the state’s eight largest facilities accommodate over 660,000
passengers per year.7

The expansion of computer and telecommunications technology has also
decreased the sense of remoteness in the state. Through satellite television, cellular
telephones, and Internet access, North Dakotans are instantly connected to news, weather,
sports, fashion, movies, and other sources of information and. entertainment without
leaving the comfort of their own homes. Online shopping replaced mail order catalogs
and expanded options for North Dakotans from small towns and rural areas and provides
them with an infinite variety of products from everywhere in the world. No longer are
North Dakotans limited by the dearth of retail options in their small communities. In
addition, small shops in North Dakota communities have the opportunity to reach
millions of potential buyers through the World Wide Web; and some companies allow
their employees to “tele-commute,” or to work exclusively from home.8 In addition,

many students are also taking advantage of distance education and online courses offered

7Howe and Jelliff, 66 1.

8 Big Sky Buffalo Ranch in Granville sells buffalo (bison) meat and other products online, see
www.bigskvbuffalo.com; the ING Service Center in Minot provides the option for some of its employees to
work from home.
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by most of the state’s colleges and universities, allowing them to remain in their small
towns and rural areas while earning their degrees.

Advances in computer technologies and Internet access are arguably the most
significant forces in breaking down the isolation and remoteness of North Dakota and
other rural areas. And yet, a strong sense of remoteness lingers in the minds and hearts of
many North Dakotans. Some aspects of this feeling are real—the state remains unable to
attract large-scale manufacturing enterprises because of the expense of transportation due
to the distance from major population centers.9 In addition, tourism generates nearly $3.8
billion annually, but the state faces serious challenges in attracting visitors to the state
including its image and location.J0LAnd although individual communities have worked to
increase their attractiveness to tourists through the construction and expansion of
facilities and events, “North Dakota lacks the natural wonders that might make it a major
tourist mecca.” 1L

More powerful than the real or physical remoteness of the state is the continued
sense of separation from the rest of the nation. “North Dakota has always had a sense of
being apart from the rest of the country and isolated from it, of being a sort of outsider or
country cousin in the family of states.” 2 Robinson attributed this, at least in part, to the

geographical distance from major population centers, as well as the high percentage of

; David B. Danbom, postscript to History ofNorth Dakota, (1966. Reprint, Fargo: North Dakota State
University Institute for Regional Studies, 1995), 586; Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern
State,” 112; D. Jerome Tweton, “The Future of North Dakota—An Overview,” North Dakota History 56,
no. 1(Winter 1989): 7-13, specifically, 9.

1ONorth Dakota Tourism Alliance Partnership, Destination Marketing Association of North Dakota, and the
North Dakota Department of Commerce Tourism Division, “2008 Tourism Congress Report,”
https://www.ndtourism.com/uploads/resources/622/tourism-Congress-report-web-file.pdf (accessed March
7, 2009), 9; see also Denis F. Zaun, “An Analysis of Vacation Activities ofthe Public and Its Image of
North Dakota as a Vacation and Travel Area,” (M.S. thesis, University of North Dakota, 1973).

11 Danbom, postscript to North Dakota History, 586.

P2 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 118.
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foreign-born immigrants and their children who settled the state in its early years.lj Not
only did these newly settled immigrants come from outside the country, they were
comprised of groups considered to be outsiders in Europe—Norwegians and Germans
from Russia—*s0 it is not surprising that they carried a sense of apartness to North
Dakota.” ¥ Today, that “apartness” continues in the state. David B. Danbom in his
article, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” argued that this attitude has been
perpetuated by the homogeneous and isolated nature of the state, as “nearly 73 percent of
the state’s people were bom there, ranking it eleventh among the states in percentage of
natives.” ¥* Whether real or imagined, the specter of remoteness continues to affect the
politics, economy, and social attitudes of its people, as well as the perceptions outsiders
have about the state, which, as Danbom noted, is “compounded [by] ignorance,
wonderment, and bemusement.” 16 The theme of remoteness is also significant in that it
has led the state to depend on outside resources.

Robinson’s second theme of dependence can be seen throughout North Dakota’s
history. Robinson accepted the theory that soon after fur traders moved into the area,
North Dakota’s Native American tribes became dependent on them for supplies, as well
as for markets in which to sell their furs. Like the Native Americans before them,
Robinson believed that white settlers in North Dakota had to rely on outside markets
when selling their wheat and buying necessities. “But access to the markets was

controlled by outsiders—the owners and managers of the railroads, the flour mills, the

B Robinson, History o fNorth Dakota, 549.

X Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 119.
% Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 121.
16 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 118.
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elevators, the grain exchanges, the wholesale houses, and the banks of the Twin Cities of
Minneapolis and St. Paul.” I7

As aresult of this reliance, especially on railroads to transport supplies and grain,
North Dakota, according to Robinson, became a hinterland of the Twin Cities.18 As
Robinson noted, “for many years Minnesota law regulated the grain markets in which
North Dakota’s wheat was sold; North Dakota was long a supplicant, begging for fair
treatment in those markets.” 19 Early efforts to break away from their colonial status led
many in the state to support the Nonpartisan League. Through this political group, North
Dakotans attempted to control of the state’s political machinery, enterprises, and their
own futures by establishing a State Mill and Elevator and creating the Bank of North
Dakota. Elopes were dashed, however, when the League’s popularity waned in the
1920s.22

Dependence continues to be a problem for the state. As Jerome Tweton noted,
“whether one is on the farm, strip mines, or oil fields the price is determined somewhere
‘out there.””  Even attempts to diversify the state’s economy have not reduced
dependence, as the state remains an exporter of raw materials and an importer of capital
and finished products.2 North Dakota is one of the nation’s top producers of small
grains, especially wheat, yet only a small percentage of those crops are processed in the

T7Elwyn B. Robinson, "The Meaning ofNorth Dakota History,” Elwyn B. Robinson Papers, OGL #198,
Box 26 Folder 3, Elwyn B. Robinson Special Collections, Chester Fritz Library, University ofNorth
Dakota, Grand Forks, North Dakota, 6.

BRobinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 122-123; the concept of agriculture as a colonizing force is
addressed in detail in Frieda Knobloch, The Culture of Wilderness: Agriculture as Colonization in the
American West (Chapel Hill: University ofNorth Carolina Press, 1996).

B Robinson, “The Themes ofNorth Dakota History,” 10.

2 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 113. For more information on the Nonpartisan
League and its role in North Dakota politics at the turn of the century, see Robinson, History ofNorth
Dakota, 327-370; Robert L. Morlan, Political Prairie Fire: The Nonpartisan League, 1915-1922
(Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1955).

21 Tweton, “The Future ofNorth Dakota,” 9.

2 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 109.
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state by local businesses such as the Dakota Growers Pasta Company in Carrington.  In
addition, the state’s petroleum resources are processed elsewhere.2BAttempts to revise
North Dakota’s colonial status have been mildly successful, but overall, the state remains
tied to the production of raw materials in the form of farm products and energy sources
such as oil and coal.

The expansion and diversification of the North Dakota economy changed the
nature of the metropolis-hinterland relationship between the state and the Twin Cities that
dominated the state’s early history. But the colonial status persists—North Dakota’s
remoteness and isolation, its lack of manufacturing, and limited transportation options
allowed the real and imagined feelings of dependence to linger into the 214 century. As a
result, North Dakota’s status as the colonial hinterland of the Twin Cities continues to
aggravate the state’s economic disadvantage.

As North Dakota’s economy was, and is, based primarily on agriculture, it is at a
disadvantage to more diverse economies. The state’s semi-arid climate has made the
traditionally low-profit farming business even less profitable during years of severe
drought.  And as Robinson noted, “the relatively low income of farmers, the dominant
group in the state, made wages and salaries paid in nonagricultural occupations, except
mining, lower in North Dakota than in the nation.”2 This trend continues into the 214
century, as the economy of North Dakota remains agriculturally-based, and efforts to

bring manufacturing into the state have not always met with success.

2j Howe and Jelliff, 294, 342-343.

2 The capacity of the refinery in Mandan is roughly 60,000 barrels per day: Kathleen Davison, Bonnie T.
Johnson, Neil D. Howe, eds., North Dakota: Readings about the Northern Plains State (Fargo: North
Dakota Center for Distance Education, 2008), 413.

5 Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 374.

2 Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 452.
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In 2008, the state’s per capita income was $39,612, ranking it twenty-sixth among
the fifty states, and placing it below the national average of $44,254.28 Another indicator
of North Dakota’s economic disadvantage is the number of people in the state who work
more than one job—8.7% of the workers in the state as opposed to 5.2% of workers in
the United States as a whole (in 2007).  This data suggests that the wages in the state
are too low to adequately support the worker and a family on one income. In addition, as
Danbom noted, “married women are the fastest growing segment of the workforce, in
both rural and urban North Dakota.”  And although this statement reflects a national
trend of women in the workforce, it also suggests that both farm and nonfarm families in
the state are finding it necessary to earn additional income. Finally, some of the
economic diversity created by the development of coal and oil resources have not
produced the economic stability such diversity is expected to, but rather the boom and
bust cycles of the energy industry resemble the unpredictability of agriculture in the
state. 3B

In the early years of the state’s history, the theme of economic disadvantage,
paired with dependence, caused many North Dakotans to push back in the form of
agrarian radicalism. Robinson explained the theme of North Dakota radicalism as “an
attack upon the middlemen or, as they were commonly called, the ‘interests’ who stood
between the farmer and his market. It was a revolt against exploitation, a struggle to

change the status quo, or more simply, a determined effort to get a fair price for wheat.”*

27 Mark Robyn, ed., “2009 Facts & Figures Flandbook: How Does Your State Compare,” Tax Foundation
https://lwww.taxfoundation.org/files/f&f booklet 20090224.pdf (accessed March 7, 2009).

SNorth Dakota State Data Center, “Multiple Jobholders in North Dakota: 1994-2007,” Economic Brief 18,
no. 1(January 2009), 1

2 Danbom, postscript to History ofNorth Dakota, 591.

3 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 116.

3L Robinson, “The Themes of North Dakota History,” 11; see also Robinson, History o fNorth Dakota, 275.
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North Dakotans created a series of organizations throughout the years to protect
their livelihoods and increase control over agricultural prices in the state. In the 1880s,
North Dakota farmers organized the Dakota Farmers Alliance to combat “the extortions
ofthe railroads and the grain trade.” In the “Revolution of 1906,” Democratic and
Republican progressives, tired of the corruption and machine politics of Alexander
McKenzie and his corporate cronies, united to elect Democrat “Honest John” Burke as
governor.®*

In 1915, Arthur C. Townley, Albert E. Bowen, and Howard Wood organized the
Nonpartisan League in order to make the state government more responsive to the needs
of its people, particularly farmers.  The League gained enormous popularity with
farmers throughout the state who wished to wrestle control of their enterprises from
outside forces. After winning the governorship and securing control of the state
legislature, the Nonpartisan League adopted changes designed to place power back in the
hands of the people and to ensure that the government was working for their interests.34

In 1919, the North Dakota legislature, under the direction of the Nonpartisan
League, passed a series of laws, including one establishing a state mill and elevator “to
engage in the manufacturing and marketing of farm products.”  This was an
unconcealed attempt to sever the bond of dependence with the Twin Cities. The League
also supported the creation of a state-owned bank, another blatant attempt by the people

of North Dakota to lessen their dependence on outside financial services. The League’s

2 Charles N. Glaab, “John Burke and the North Dakota Progressive Movement, 1906-1912” (M.A. thesis,
University of North Dakota, 1952), 65-67, 72; see also, Charles N. Glaab, “John Burke and the Progressive
Revolt,” in The North Dakota Political Tradition, Thomas W. Howard, ed., (Ames, 1A: lowa State
University, 1981), 46-49.

'3 Howe and Jelliff, 180.

A Howe and Jelliff, 185-189; Robert P. Wilkins and Wynona Huchette Wilkins, North Dakota: A
Bicentennial History (New York: W.W. Norton, 1977), 137-152.

#6 Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 342.
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popularity declined rapidly in the 1920s, but other farmers’ organizations created in later
decades, including the North Dakota Wheat Growers Association and the North Dakota
Farmers’ Union, continued the tradition of agrarian radicalism in the state.

D. Jerome Tweton and Theodore B. Jelliff, in a bicentennial look at North
Dakota, generally supported Robinson’s conclusions, and remarked on the continued
agrarian radicalism among the state’s farmers. “Although its membership has declined
from its all-time high, the Farmers’ Union was named by the state’s political leaders in a
poll taken in 1973 as the single most powerful organization within the state.”3% By 1989,
Tweton adjusted his views of North Dakota’s continued agrarian radicalism: “The fact
that in 1989 North Dakota has the highest per capita cooperative membership of all the
states is,” according to Tweton, “testimony not to radicalism but to business sense.”37
But Tweton is willing to entertain the idea that radicalism could re-appear more
forcefully if the people believe it is necessary. This latent power of the people lies
dormant until provoked by a threat to their interests. As Danbom remarked, “they react
with fear and anger when Congress discusses ending the honey subsidy or closing an air
base.”  Although efforts were made to reduce the impact of dependence and economic
disadvantage, these two themes were closely tied with the theme of remoteness and North
Dakota’s geography and semi-arid climate to produce what Robinson coined as the “Too-
Much Mistake.”

During the two great booms of North Dakota’s history (1879-1886; 1898-1915),

pioneers moved into the state and began rapidly building in the hope that their new

6D. Jerome Tweton and Theodore B. Jelliff, North Dakota: The Heritage ofa People (Fargo: Knight
Printing, 1976), 171.

7 Tweton, “The Future ofNorth Dakota,” 10.

"B Danbom, “Postscript,” History ofNorth Dakota, 584.
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homeland would soon be as heavily populated as agricultural areas just to the east.
Unfortunately, the optimism of the pioneers collided head-on with North Dakota’s
climate and geography. These pioneers “quite naturally expected the state to develop as
such lands had in the past, to have as dense a population and to be able to support as
many institutions. In other words, they brought ideas and expectations from humid
regions which were unsuited to the semiarid country.”3® Robinson used the “Too-Much
Mistake” as his term “for too many farms, too many miles of railroads and roads, too
many towns, banks, schools, colleges, churches and governmental institutions, and more
people than opportunities.”4

Schools provide a telling example of the “Too-Much Mistake.” As Robinson
stated, “there are, and long have been, too many schools with low enrollments and high
costs per pupil. One result has been the disappearance of many ofthem.”4l The effects
of the mistake continue to be felt in the state through the continued high cost of education
and low teacher salaries.

By 2007, the number of school districts in the state had dropped to 198, with the
eight largest districts accommodating roughly 47% of the state’s public school students.£
But as the school remains a source of community pride, many towns only give up the
school after years of slow, painful decline. And most communities realize that the loss of
the school signals that the death of the town is not too far off.43 In addition to school

consolidation, many districts in the state are creating Joint Powers Agreements (JPAS) in

P Robinson, “The Meaning of North Dakota History,” 4-5; D. Jerome Tweton, “Preface to the North
Dakota edition: Elwyn B. Robinson and the Themes of North Dakota,” in Elwyn B. Robinson, History of
North Dakota (1966. Reprint, Fargo: North Dakota State University Institute for Regional Studies, 1995),
xiii.

4JRobinson, “Themes of North Dakota History,” 6.

4 Robinson, “Themes of North Dakota History,” 18.

£ Howe and Jelliff, 358-363.

43 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 123.
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response to declining enrollments and financial constraints. JPAs allow districts to better
serve their students by sharing resources in areas such as “transportation, curriculum,
faculty, administration, and others.”48 Another innovation, videoconferencing, allows
schools to offer more course choices without adding faculty by utilizing faculty from
other districts that administer the course.4/

Higher education in the state is another example of the “Too-Much Mistake.”
That the state of North Dakota supports eleven colleges and universities presents funding
challenges for all of the institutions. As Danbom noted in 1988, “expenditures for higher
education are spread among so many institutions that none can really be a place of quality
by national standards.”46 Although the University of North Dakota in Grand Forks and
North Dakota State University in Fargo maintain strong student body populations of
around 13,000 each, smaller institutions such as Mayville State University and Valley
City State University struggle to enroll one thousand students. But efforts to change the
constitution in order to reduce the number of institutions are met with fierce opposition.47
The sixth and final theme is connected to the “Too-Much Mistake,” as North Dakotans
adapt to their environment and the challenges it presents.

According to Robinson, the theme of adaptation has two main parts: adjustment
to life on the semi-arid plains and correcting the “Too-Much Mistake” of North Dakota’s
history. North Dakotans have adapted to life on the plains in a number of ways,

particularly through the adoption of new technology and farming techniques. The

24 Howe and Jelliff, 362.

4% Howe and Jelliff, 365.

46 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 124.

47 Howe and Jelliff, 368. In 2007, only 1,037 students were enrolled at Valley City State University, while
Mayville State University enrolled only 832 students. One factor affecting these two institutions is the
proximity of larger universities. Mayville is less than 50 miles from Grand Forks; Valley City is
approximately 60 miles from Fargo; Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 118.
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proliferation of the automobile, communications technology, and computers with Internet
access have made life on the northern plains easier and more enjoyable. Moreover,
farming “has become more technologically oriented, more dependent on such off-farm
inputs as chemicals and machinery, and more capital intensive.” As a result of these
changes, the productivity of North Dakota farmers has increased dramatically.48

Robinson described the second aspect of adaptation: “retrenchment—the cutting
back of the excess in farms, schools, banks, towns, newspapers, and churches—has been
a necessary but painful and negative sort of adjustment.”88The abandoned homes,
deserted towns, and empty schools are proof that North Dakotans have accepted, perhaps
grudgingly, the need for consolidation. In addition, adjustment has occurred in farming
as well. The number of farms has steadily declined since the peak of the 1930s; “it is
estimated that there are approximately 30,000 farms” in the state today. At the same
time, the average size of each farm has increased from about 400 acres in 1900 to nearly
1,300 acres a century later. 0

Robinson used the six themes as the lens through which he viewed North
Dakota’s history, and he believed that the state’s history revolved around these themes.
Later North Dakota historians, including D. Jerome Tweton, Theodore Jelliff, Neil Howe,
David Danbom, and Robert Wilkins and Wynona Huchette Wilkins, supplied evidence
that supports all or most of Robinson’s conclusions.

This is not to say that scholars agree wholeheartedly with Robinson’s
interpretations. For example, Alan Fricker, as part of his Masters of Science degree in

History at North Dakota State University, submitted a thesis titled, “A New Analysis of

48 Danbom, “North Dakota: The Most Midwestern State,” 116.
4 Robinson, “Themes of North Dakota History,” 18.
5 Howe and Jelliff, 378.
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Elwyn Robinson’s Too Much Mistake in North Dakota’s History.” In his study, Fricker
argued that Robinson did not adequately address the reason why the “Too-Much
Mistake” was made. Fricker explained that by “examining the relationship between
settlement and the development of railroads and grain elevators, we can begin to
understand Robinson’s development of the too-much mistake.”58 In addition, Fricker
sought to test the “applicability of Robinson’s too-much mistake to other areas of the
Great Plains,” such as South Dakota.3 Essentially, Fricker concluded that railroad
competition in North Dakota led to the development of numerous towns; and because
farmers initially hauled their crops to the grain elevator with either horses or oxen, it was
necessary that the towns be located within five to eight miles of the farms. If the towns
were located farther away, the farmers would be forced to spend the night somewhere
along the way, which may serve as a large enough deterrent to growing crops beyond
subsistence levels, according to Fricker.58

In his comparison of North and South Dakota, Fricker stated that there was less
competition among railroads companies in South Dakota, and that railroads in the state
were built to connect existing towns, rather than building the towns as they came through
the way they did in North Dakota/4 Furthermore, the discovery of gold in the Black
Hills and the existence of a transcontinental railroad in Nebraska altered settlement
patterns as well by allowing the railroads to build north from the lines in Nebraska to the

goldmines.3® Fricker concluded that because of these factors, “What Robinson (and

8. Alan Fricker, “A New Analysis of Elwyn Robinson’s Too-Much Mistake in North Dakota’s History,”
(M.S. thesis, North Dakota State University, Fargo, 1995), 5.

B Fricker, 6.

B Fricker, 13.
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apparently other Western historians) never considered or realized was that these towns,
farmers, grain elevators, and railroads he called ‘too-much’ in the context of today were
an absolute necessity of the settlement period.”%

Professor Thomas Isern, a Kansas native who teaches at North Dakota State
University, also questioned Robinson’s analysis of the state’s history. In his article,
“Thorfinnson Rides Again: A Sense of Place on the Northern Plains,” Isern examined
the relationship between the land and its people and our perceptions of that relationship.
As for Robinson’s analysis of the state’s history and its people, Isern commented that
“Robinson was right. In 1960.”57 Essentially, Isern suggested that Robinson’s themes
are not inaccurate, but rather, merely outdated. According to Isern, the state’s too-many
towns, farms, and schools have been reduced to a sustainable level as a result of the
painful adjustment and retrenchment of which Robinson wrote,B and that the state is now
moving on to its “third era of Euro-American history on the Great Plains... Renewal.”®
One gets the sense from this article that Isern does not reject Robinson’s overall
assessment, but rather that his greatest disagreement with Robinson is that his
interpretation was overly negative—and perhaps he has a valid point. The optimism of
the early settlers led them to ambitiously plan for the state’s inevitable growth parallel to
that of its eastern neighbors, a misguided assessment that subsequent generations were
able to see with hindsight. As newspaper columnist Lloyd Omdahl noted, “having only
the facts available in the 1880s, Professor Robinson may have joined others in

encouraging newcomers to develop farms and towns in this great spanse [sic] of rich

% Fricker, 24.

5/ Thomas D. Isern, “Thorfinnson Rides Again: A Sense of place on the Northern Plains,” North Dakota
History 67, no. 1(Winter 2000): 2-9, specifically, 6.

3B Isern, 6.
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land. Given the means of transportation and communication...extensive development
may have looked reasonable at the time.”&

Given this discussion, do Robinson’s themes remain an appropriate interpretation
of North Dakota’s recent history? Some of Robinson’s themes lend themselves to
modernization better than others as they are brought into the 214 century. Remoteness,
for example, both physical and mental, continues to be a challenge in North Dakota.
Many Americans, including many in North Dakota, believe that the state’s location make
it an unattractive place to visit or to conduct business. Tourism has increased in recent
years, but the number of visitors continues to lag behind that of the state’s closest
neighbors. Efforts to encourage businesses to expand or relocate to the state have met
heavy resistance as businesses are reluctant to establish themselves in a place far from
major population centers. Advances in transportation and telecommunications
technology have moderated the isolation of the state’s residents, but the sense of
remoteness, both real and imagined, has a profound impact on the state and its people.

Dependence also remains a problem for the state as the processing of the state’s
natural resources and agricultural products continues to be conducted, for the most part,
outside the state’s borders. Moreover, the lack of economic diversity and the state’s
inability to attract large-scale manufacturing, coupled with an agricultural economic base,
have placed the state at an economic disadvantage to more diverse economies in the
nation.

The “Too-Much Mistake” presents an interesting challenge to modernization,
because as Fricker, Isem, and Omdahl have noted, what Robinson referred to as “too-
much” may have been necessary given the circumstances of the time, as well as the desire

@ Lloyd Omdahl, “North Dakota Moves from ‘Too Much’to ‘Too Big,” Williston Herald, April 2, 2001.
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of the settlers to see their state’s population and economic influence expand. At the same
time, the state continues to support eleven institutions of higher learning which forces the
state to dilute available funds, a situation that could be defined as “too much.”

Agrarian radicalism is the least visible of Robinson’s themes in North Dakota
today. Although the farm groups Robinson wrote about no longer have the political
influence they once enjoyed, farm lobbyists continue to work for agrarian interests at the
state and national levels. But this is perhaps, as Tweton noted, more a testament to good
business sense than to continued radicalism.

Finally, the state’s people continue to adapt to life on the plains. North Dakotans
have embraced new farming technologies and techniques that make the most of the
productive agricultural lands. In addition, the state’s people have adopted advances in
telecommunications technologies which enable them to attend school as well as
participate in the new global economy while remaining in their small towns and rural
settings. These technologies have reduced many of the disadvantages of the state’s
remoteness.

Robinson’s six themes and his conclusions have been supported by subsequent
North Dakota historians as well as recent developments and data, albeit in slightly
modified form. These themes—and the shared experiences of the people of the northern
plains—created a sense of community and influenced the character of the people. As
North Dakotans continue to live with the themes of North Dakota’s history, it is,
therefore, reasonable to conclude that Robinson’s belief in the existence of a North

Dakota character remains valid as well, as the following section of this chapter will show.
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North Dakota Character

According to Robinson, the characteristics of the typical North Dakotan, “spring
from the North Dakota experience and environment.”6L Robinson’s analysis has two
parts. The first concerns the traits necessary for life as a pioneer and life on the plains in
general, including “courage, optimism, warmhearted neighborliness, energy,
individualism and self-reliance.” These traits, according to Robinson, have been
strengthened by the North Dakota experience. In addition, North Dakotans value hard
work because it is imperative to overcoming the challenges of an unforgiving
environment.6B

The second component of Robinson’s analysis of the North Dakota character is
derived specifically from the six themes of North Dakota history. The remoteness of
North Dakota has led to the development of a friendliness not always found in other parts
of the country. As Robinson argued, the sparse population and the resultant
neighborliness of the people developed because “where there were so few, each person
counted, each was needed,” as opposed to “the loneliness of the great cities, where many
people were, or seemed to be, faceless, valueless, unwanted, and unneeded.” North
Dakota’s tradition of dependence and economic disadvantage has led to a variety of
character traits including stubbornness and independence, as well as a fear of dependence
and feelings of inferiority. These aspects were “solidly based upon North Dakota’s status
as a rural sparsely settled, semiarid plains and prairie state, a colonial hinterland exploited

by and dependent upon outside centers of trade, manufacturing, and culture.”& The

6L Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 550.
& Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 552-553.
& Robinson, History o fNorth Dakota, 553.
& Robinson, History o fNorth Dakota, 551-552.
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theme of agrarian radicalism, a backlash against North Dakota’s colonial status, also
manifests itself as distrust of outside interests, a fear of being exploited, and often in
political isolationism, particularly in the realm of American foreign policy. As North
Dakotans adapted and continue to adjust to life on the northern plains, “They will seek to
raise and stabilize their income, to diversify their economy, to conquer distance, to
counteract in some way the social cost of space, and to adjust school, college, and church
to meet their economic, cultural, and spiritual needs.”®

A comparison of the people of North Dakota with the residents of neighboring
states shows that the character of North Dakotans is not unique, but because of the
geography, history, and settlement patterns in the state, it is distinct. Across the Red
River of the North is Minnesota—North Dakota’s neighbor to the east and a comrade of
sorts as a result of commonality of settlers who hailed from the Scandinavian countries
and Germany.67 Minnesotans have been described as “hard-working people—
descendants of hardy Scandinavian settlers”@who “still display the rugged
individualism, the high productivity, and the stability of their forebearers [sic].”63In
Minnesota, “some of the nation’s more agreeable qualities are evident... courtesy and
fairness, honesty, a capacity for innovation, hard work, intellectual adventure and
responsibility.”  But among the similarities, there remain stark differences. First, the
geography of the two states creates several contrasts: because of Minnesota’s location

farther east (and its proximity to already settled areas of Wisconsin and lowa), the state

& Robinson, History ofNorth Dakota, 550-552, 353.
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was settled earlier than North Dakota. And although western and southern Minnesota
contains rolling prairies, the remaining lands were or are covered with an abundance of
forests and lakes.7L As Minnesota historian Theodore Blegen observed, “geographic
factors are so interwoven, one with another and with the human story of Minnesota, that
it is difficult to single out a few that dwarf the others in significance.” 72

Second, as in North Dakota, Minnesota’s early pioneer farmers battled the
northern climate and isolated conditions and were often exploited by the metropolitan
centers farther east.  Because of the differences in the available building materials as
well as abundant rainfall, however, those areas in Minnesota blossomed much like those
of its eastern neighbors.7 As the cities of Minneapolis and St. Paul grew and attracted
more settlers, businesses, and eventually, manufacturing, the colonial status of the state
disappeared as the Twin Cities developed into a metropolis.7L Therefore, the similarities
of settlement and location, combined with differences in economics, politics, and history,
create a separation of identity as distinct as the boundary between the two states.

To the west, Montana’s eastern prairie is nearly indistinguishable from western
North Dakota—dry and windswept, it is inhabited with more ranchers and oilmen than
farmers and townspeople. Montana’s landscape and climate are rugged and beautiful,
as well as harsh and unforgiving, much like North Dakota’s.77 Also, as in North Dakota,
Montana’s early settlers came from humid regions with established notions of what life

and settlement should be like, but “here [in Montana] was no humid, gently rolling

7. Blegen, 11.

12 Blegen, 4.
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forested area but a place of vastness, semiaridity, and implacably unpredictable
weather.” In addition, “nature, not the evil designs of men, decreed that Montana be a
place with a colonial economy. The object of men had to be to trap it, mine it, shoot it,
and get out.”  The distance from major metropolitan areas sentenced Montana to a
colonial role in much the same way it did for North Dakota: “and so it was with beaver,
beef, sheep, silver, copper, oil, and, to a lesser extent, even with lumber and wheat;”#®
Montana served as a supplier of raw materials, but failed to take control of the lucrative
processing of those goods.

The similarities between the two states end, however, with an examination of
Montana’s western geography and history. As Montana historians Michael Malone,
Richard Roeder, and William Lang remarked, “We must remember that urban centers, in
the peculiar form of mining camps, were established in Montana long before most of the
wide-open areas began to attract a rural population.”8L In fact, these mining camps, in
addition to creating a separate cultural element, fo