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COASTAL EXPLORATION OF WASHINGTON. By Robert Ballard Whitebrook
(Palo Alto: Pacific Books, 1959. xxvi + 146 pp.
Maps, notes,
appendixes, and bibliography. $7.50.)

The consensus of oninions of the many reviewers of this work,

over forty, agree that the historic place of the Northwest Coast
in the sea explorations of the eighteenth century by Spanish and
British .e xplorers is accurately and vividly presented.

In detail, the first three cha~te.rs provide an orientation for
the explorations that were to follow, relating it to the
chronology of maritime history from the classic period of Greece,
through the ~1~idcUe Ages and Renaissance, to the time of the
eighteenth century when the earliest voyages were made in the
North Pacific Ocean. The next three chapters deal in minutia
with the Northwest navigations of explorers Hezeta, Bodega,
Mourelle, Quinzer, Eliza, and Vancouver. The concluding chapter,
"The Legacy of Spain and England" evaluates the historical
forces on the Pacific Coast.

•

The major contribution of this work is the establishment of the
exact location of the landings of the Spanish and British
explorers in the state of Nashington. To those of us who's
principle interest is archaeologicalt this is the base for
future historical archaeological research. An appraisal of
the unsolv~d problems of ttis period that can be solved by
archaeological research point up the imr.1ense value of this
exposition.
--c. G. Nelson
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FROM SENTINAL BLUFF
by Del Nordquist

•

In his publication Petroglyphs of Central Washington B. Thomas
Cain makes no record of the petroglypha illustrated in this
article. Others who studied petroglyphs in the area appear to
have overlooked them too. However, Mr. Tom Stockdale of Vantage
mentioned the location to the author in 1954 which lead to the
investigation described in this paper. To facilitate the construction of the Priest Rapids Dam the road was widened .and
straightened which has destroyed the petroglyphs. It is not
known whether any attempt at salvaging them took place by eith~r
the Grant County P.U.D. or private individuals.
The location had at one time contained more petroglyphs than
those described here. Harlan .I. Smith in his survey of the
archaeology of the Yakima Valley wrote in 1910,
"The petroglyphs pecked into the weathered surf ace
of the basaltic columns found in this region, are
similar in style to the paintings, being largely
line designs of g~ometric or conventional representation together with a few realistic figures. The
pictures are formed by pecking away the weathered
surface and e~posing the lighter color of the basalt
below. Some of them may be very old, but the bruised
surf aces making up the lines are not weathered very
much in comparison with the surrounding rock surface
and yet there is no history of their manufacture.***"
"In Plate XI are shown petroglyphs on the vertical
basaltic columns on the eastern side of the Columbia
River at Sentinal Bluffs, immediately above Priest
Rapids. T~ey are at the base of the cliffs shown in
Plate v. Those shown in Fig. 1 are to the east of
the road which runs along a notch blasted in the top
of the columns that rise from the river at this point,
while those shown in Fig. 2 are about fifteen feet to
the southyest on the columns that rise shear from the
river." ( p. 121)

•

The petroglyphs referred to must have been in close proximity to
those recorded in this article. r11ey were not found in the 1954
survey and must have been destroyed in roud maintenance or .
removed by relic hunters. In any case they were destroyed prior
to the destruction of those here but subsequent to H. Thomas
Cain's investigation in 1945.
Cain describes the site:
"Site 35 -- Beverly (Fig. 41). PictograShs: The
figures are found on the low outcrops ofnsalt below
the road, 1.8 miles south of Beverly. The rocks are
close to the river and are frequently covered by water.
As a result the figures are dim, but their condition
/
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"is also a commentary on the wearing qualities of
the native paint. Figure 41, i, is very similar
t~ the petroglyphs at Pateros Rapids (Site 15, Fig.
15), where a series of circles is the motif. The
six-fingered human hand below a short rake design
is shown in r.
"Although this site is within five miles of the
large petroglyphic sites near Vantage, there are
no signs of carving here or lower down the river.
Why the two art forms are sometimes present at the
same site with one or the other lacking in a more
or less contiguous site is · an intriguing question.
An answer might provide a clue to the chronological
relationship." (p. 30)

-

•

It seems remarkable that Cain could have seen the petroglyphs
and erred in his statement nlhere are no signs of carving here
or lower down the river.·~ If by carving be means. pecking as is
usually the designation of sculptured glyphic des.i gns be could
have found examples by locating those under present discussion.
How he could have overlooked the petro.g lyphs on Whale Island
belDw the Third Rapid of Priest Rapids is also unexplainable.
Cain and Smith do not ageee on the designation of the designs
which both illustrate. Cain refers to them as pictographs, i.e.
painted while Smith describes them as "carved." It is possible
that they could have been both, but unfortunately, they cannot
be rechecked to rectify any discrepancies in description.
Plate I antl II of this article represent petroglyphs not mentioned by either afore mentione~ references. No positive
evic~ence of paint was found;
all are petroglyphs (pecked and
engraved). The figure designations represent separate rock
surfaces and relationships are roughly as they were on these
surfaces. Heavier and thicker lines are pecked glyphs. The
thin or single line designs were engraved.
All of the petroglyphs were on the basalt columns that were below
the road and facing the river. The sculptured rock faces were
on an outcropping of basalt that was oriented more n~rtherly
than westerly. Water at flood had covered some of the petroglyphs, but during no prolonged period. The water markings of
the usual levels of the river appeared to be just below all
evidence of aboriginal decoration.

•

Stylistically, all pecked designs fall within the characteristic
patterns known in the area. They consist of isolated or· combined
dots, lines, appended lines, spurred lines and concentrics. Sug...
gested representations are anthropomorphic and zoomorphic. Two
ere definitely human-like; two suggest animal forms. Of the
latter one in Plate I, Figure 4, suggests the Spedis owl. The
"face" in Plate I, Figure 3, is so fSeneralized as to be questione·d. Yet, as with mos't constructs, it must have had some
definite meaning to the artist. It is hazardous to take i~agery
from our culture and ~pply it to another with no historical
relationship.
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Figures 1 and 2 on Pl~te I show a definite exploration of dots
and lines. In all instances the dots are aligned in rows, or
aligned in relationship to arcs or lines.

•

Plate I I would seem to our eyes to be more representational.
Figure S contains one of the anthropomorphic forms, with possible
zoomorphic constructs. The figure with the single line body,
circular and horned (1) 2 head, has rows of unattached spurs
placed in much the same way as the dots. in Plate I, Figures l
and 2. Similarly, the spurs radiating from the second figure
on Plate II has a kinship with those in Plate I, Figure 2.
There is no doubt about the similarity of the spurred arc in
Plate I, Figure 3, Spurs as a decorative device abound, and
are seen in the connected semi-ovals and the pear-shaped amorphic
form in Plate II, Figure 5.
A number of marks su g~ est bird-tracks or arrows. These are made
of short lines in all cases and were found on all but one of the
basalt faces, i.e. Plate II, Figure 5. upon first surveillance
of the site they are hardly d'iscernable. Closer observation
reveals their pres~ence and, more remarkably, another technique
of making petroglyphs -- engraving. The smoothness of the inside
surface of each mark, as well as the V-shaped cross-section,
suggest the use of a burin, or sharp edged tool. Pecking is a
technique where a tool is used as a strik ing instrument; thus
grinding away a surface; engraving is a cutting technique with
a unidirectional forward-backward motion. This would account
for the smooth surfaces within the glyph, and the shortness of
lines which make up some of the designs. An arc would necessarily be made of small straight segments. All engraved lines
are thinner than the broadly pecked ones. This, again, would
be a technological result, since the pecking tool was undoubtedly
blunter than the graver.

•

The arr~~gement of the engraved forms with the pecked ones saems
to have no relationship whatsoever. It would appear that one was
placed on the rock surfaces subsequently to the other. Plate I,
Figure 4 shows a good example of this. Corroboration of this
theory was given by the patination of the engraved work, while
the pecked seemed uncolored by time. Therefore, the engraved
was the older.
Since a re-examination af the Sentinal Bluff pictographs is no
longer possible, it is imperative that further investigation of
petroglyphs be done with close scrutiny and with an awareness
for the engraved style. The very subtlety of the engraving, both
in minuteness of technique and the possibility of discoloration
through age suggests that all previous explored areas be reexamined. The engraving technique has a stronger affinity to
wood-working techniques than pecking anc bridges the two arts
whereby style analysis can be stimulated. Many more examples
of engraved stone must be found; particularly flat surfaces
since the interpretaticn changes with three-dimensional sculpture.

•
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1.

Illustrated by the author in the W~shin§ton
Archaeologist, Vol. II, No. 4, April, I 58
from Harlan I. Smith's illustration.

2.

Horned figures are not unknown along the Columbia
River. Two anthropomorphic horned petroglyphs
were found by the author north of Vantage. These
will be reported on in a later issue of the
Washington Arc haeologist.
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Wilson Duff, Curator of Anthropology, Frovincial Museum, Victoria,
B.C., has provided a copy of Bill No. 67, 1960, Archaeological
and Historic Sites Protection Act, 1960, for the Society Library.
This new Statute is designed to provide for the protection of
Archaeological and hist0ric sites in the Province of British
Columbia and to afford some mea sure of control over the alteration vf ther,1 and t he removal of objects from them.

This legisla tion provides in part that "No persvn shall knowingly

destroy, desecrate, deface, move, excavate, or alter in any way
an archaeological or historic site or remove or cause to be
removerl thercfr~m any archaeological or hist .: ;ric object, except
to the extent that he is authorized to do so by a valid and subsisting permit issuef.i under this Act." The IWinister may designate
any Indian kitchen-miaeen, Indian shell-heap, Indian house-pit,
Indian cave, other Indian habite ti :)n, cairn, mound, fortificati0n,
structure, painting or carvin 0 on rock, grave or other burialplace, or other prehistoric or historic remain as an archaeological
site. The Minister may require such reports as he deems proper.
The penalty on summary conviction is not more than five hundred
dollars or imprisonment for a term of not more than six month s,
or both fine and imprisonment.

•

Section 10 provides "Whenever, in the opinion of the Minister,
any prehist oric or historic remain, whether or not designated
as a part of an orchaeological or historic site under this Act,
is three.tened with destructL:m by reasoa of c 01m:!erical, industrial,
or other activity, the l·l'.insi ter may require t he persons undertaking the activity to provide for adequate investi gation,
recording, a nd salvage of a:rcim.eological or hist oric objects
threo.tenea with clestructi\)n as the I~iainister may direct."
Other provisions of the law creates the legal framework for the
acquisition and the compensation for sites as well as their
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development. It would a~pear t hat in practice the administrati on
of t :h.e law would reflec t . . the thinking of the AC.visory Board which
includes the Director of the Provi~cial ~useum of Natural His t ~ry
an{) Anthropology or t·is represent ative, the Provincial Arc b i vi st
or his representative, anc1 a representative from the appropriate
de~artment of th e University of Brit i sh Columbia.

•

I t is inevitable that some edi turial comment follow the summary
of this legislat i on. The State of Washington is not pi'oviding
t he proper protec tivn of its archaeol ogical and historical
resources. The need is great for adequete legislat ion in t his
res pect. While the Society is acting as a group to impl ement
legis l ation, each member should bring this problem to the
a t tention of their legisl ative represent atives as wel l as other
persons who would support the principle of the preservati on nnd
prot ect i on of ar.choeological and hist oric s i tes nnd objects.
I
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SUMMER DIGGING
As announced in the June · issue cf the paper
di gfing at tho Fi sh Town Site wiil continue
durinf the summer. The next sc~eduled dig
is August 13th and 14th. Additi onal infor mati on
can be had from Ted Weld, Eiw 3-5887.
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