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Once the object of abuse and controversy, Gaetano Trentanove's statue of 
Father Jacques Marquette now stands in timeless dignity in the Capitol in 

Washington. 
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FATHER MARQUETTE GOES TO WASHINGTON: 

The Marquette Statue Controversy 

By E. D A V I D C R O N O N 

"TiURING MAY AND JUNE of 1973 Wis-
^-^ consin celebrated one of the significant 
events in its history. Exactly three hundred 
years earlier, a party of seven Frenchmen, ac
companied for a time by two Indian guides, 
became the first Europeans to cross what 
would become the state of Wisconsin, in the 
process discovering and exploring the upper 
Mississippi River. The expedition was led by 
Louis Jolliet, a restless twenty-seven-year-old, 
Quebec-born fur trader and explorer, and 
Father Jacques Marquette, a dedicated thirty-
six-year-old French Jesuit missionary. Using 
two frail birchbark canoes, the Jolliet-
Marquette party ascended the Fox River from 
Green Bay to its headwaters near the present 
city of Portage, where they transferred to the 
Wisconsin River, reaching the Mississippi on 
June 17, 1673, just below the present city of 
Prairie du Chien. They then proceeded down 

NOTE: This article is a slightly revised version of a 
paper presented at the annual meeting of the State 
Historical Society at Stevens Point on June 16, 1973, 
the day before the three hundredth anniversary of the 
discovery of the Mississippi River by the Jolliet-
Marquette expedition on June 17, 1673. The research 
for this paper was done in connection with the His
tory of Wisconsin Project of the State Historical 
Society, specifically for my forthcoming Wisconsin 
in the Progressive Era, 1893-1915, which will con
stitute volume IV of the multivolume History of 
Wisconsin. 

the Mississippi as far as the mouth of the 
Arkansas River before turning back out of 
concern for hostile Indians and the danger of 
capture by the Spanish, having ascertained 
beyond doubt that the Mississippi flowed into 
the Gulf of Mexico instead of the Pacific as 
they had hoped. To save time on the difficult 
return trip upriver, the party crossed over to 
Lake Michigan by way of the Illinois River 
and the Des Plaines-Chicago portage, and 
thence to Green Bay, where Father Marquette 
spent the following year at the St. Francis 
Mission at the site of the present city of De 
Pere. Although the Wisconsin portion of their 
trip was relatively uneventful and took less 
than a month, the entire journey of some 2,700 
miles over four months was extremely 
hazardous and exhausting, and undoubtedly 
contributed to Marquette's early death two 
years later after ministering to the Illinois 
Indians. 

Although Jolliet was the real leader of the 
expedition, Marquette was to achieve the 
greater fame, no doubt because of the ro
mantic interest inspired by his sacrificial 
labors as a Christian missionary among the 
Indians, and probably also because his map 
and journal were the best surviving records of 
the trip after Jolliet's more detailed account 
was lost when his canoe capsized as he was 
returning to Quebec in 1674. Whatever the 
reasons for this enduring interest in Father 
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State Senator George Clay Ginty of Chippewa Falls 
who nominated Father Marquette for Statuary Hall. 

Marquette, it led to another, posthumous, 
journey by the Jesuit priest some two cen
turies later, this time from Wisconsin to 
Washington, D.C. This later trip is of in
terest because in many respects it was fully 
as adventurous, difficult, and, as it turned 
out, far more time-consuming than the orig
inal expedition across Wisconsin in 1673. 

T N 1864 Congress decided to turn the old 
-*- Hall of the House of Representatives in the 
newly enlarged national Capitol into a Sta
tuary Hall to honor a select group of dis
tinguished Americans. The President was ac
cordingly authorized to invite each state to 
provide statues "in marble or bronze, not ex
ceeding two in number for each state, of de
ceased persons, who have been citizens there
of, and illustrious for their historic renown, 
or from distinguished civic or military serv
ices, such as each state shall determine to be 
worthy of this national commemoration."' 
Wisconsin obviously could afford to ponder 
this opportunity at length. With but sixteen 
years of statehood behind it at the time, any 
list of appropriately distinguished but de
ceased Badger notables was bound to be a 
brief one. Indeed, it was not until 1887 that 

^ U.S. Statutes at Large, 13: 347. 

the legislature gave serious consideration to 
the matter of placing a Wisconsin statue in 
the national Capitol. In January of that year 
Senator George C. Ginty, a Republican news
paper editor from Chippewa Falls, introduced 
a bill proposing that the state honor Father 
Marquette by placing his statue in Wash
ington. Ginty's motives were not clear. He 
may simply have reasoned that the intrepid 
and saintly Marquette was Wisconsin's strong
est contender for the honor, for as he told 
the senate, "if ever an unselfish man walked 
the earth, it was the missionary who planted 
the cross on the shores of Lake Superior in 
the latter half of the sixteenth [sic] century."^ 
Or, as some observers pointed out, he may 
have hoped that this gesture would both please 
his numerous constituents of French Canadian 
descent and attract broader Catholic support 
for his as yet unfulfilled gubernatorial ambi
tions.^ 

Whatever his reasons, Ginty's proposal met 
with widespread approval. The well-known 
Milwaukee humorist and Democratic editor, 
George W. Peck, declared that the suggestion 
merited bipartisan support. "There is no poli
tics in this scheme," he pointed out, "as Father 
Marquette belonged to neither political party. 
On the contrary, he was a Christian."* Most 
newspaper comment agreed that a statue of 
Marquette would be an appropriate symbol of 
the courage and resourcefulness of the state's 
early pioneers and a fitting tribute to France, 
which had contributed so much to the devel
opment of Wisconsin and the United States.^ 
Besides, as the Wisconsin State journal ob
served in giving its backing to the project, 
honoring Marquette would avoid the certain 
controversy and hard feelings involved in 
choosing among more recent figures, for all 
could agree that "Pere Marquette had no 
rivals in his labors in Wisconsin as the first 
explorer and missionary."^ When the Mil-

^ Wisconsin Senate Journal, March 23, 1887, p. 480. 
'Ibid., 483; Marshfield Times, April 1, 1887; 

Milwaukee Wisconsin Patriot, November 3, 1894. 
' Chippewa Falls Herald, February 4, 1887. 
" La Crosse Morning Chronicle, January 22, 1887; 

Milwaukee Sunday Telegraph, January 23, 1887; 
Wausau Central Wisconsin, February 12, 1887; Mil
waukee Evening Wisconsin, March 25, 1887. 

" Wisconsin State Journal, March 24, 1887; Janes
ville Daily Gazette, March 25, 1887. 
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waukee Sentinel objected that Marquette did 
not qualify because he had never been a Wis
consin citizen, other editors quickly dismissed 
this technicality as a concern unworthy of the 
state whose constitution had first extended 
the right of suffrage to aliens.'' 

The Ginty bill easily passed the senate with
out opposition on March 23, 1887, by a vote 
of 29 in favor and 4 abstentions. The assem
bly concurred two weeks later, although by 
narrower margin—36 in favor, 29 against, 
and 35 abstaining. As George Peck had anti
cipated, the issue cut across party lines, but 
the bill tended to draw more support from 
Democrats and Catholics (the two were be
coming increasingly synonymous in Wiscon
sin politics by this time) than from Repub
licans and Protestants.* Unreconciled in de
feat, the Milwaukee Sentinel suggested sar
castically that Senator Ginty himself would 
be a more suitable Wisconsin representative in 
Statuary Hall, since his portly figure was am
ple proof of the good life in the Badger State. 
"There could be but one objection to the sub
stitution of Col. Ginty for Father Marquette," 
the editor observed sourly. "It would take 
a good deal of marble to reproduce him in 
life size, and marble is mighty expensive."*' 

Notwithstanding its unkind humor, the 
Sentinel seemed vindicated the following year, 
when the superintendent of the Capitol ruled 
that Marquette was not eligible for Statuary 
Hall because he had never been a citizen of 
Wisconsin as specified by the law. At the re
quest of Governor Jeremiah M. Rusk, Repre
sentative Ormsby B. Thomas introduced a re
solution to provide congressional authoriza
tion for the state to place Marquette's statue in 
the Capitol, but the measure died in com
mittee, as did similar resolutions in succeeding 
sessions. The project appeared thoroughly 
dead, and its author, George Ginty, assigned 
part of the blame to Governor Rusk for his 

' Milwaukee Sentinel, February 9, 1887; Milwaukee 
Catholic Citizen, January 29 and April 2, 1887; 
Whitewater Register, April 14, 1887. 

"Wisconsin Senate Journal, March 23, April 11, 12, 
1887, pp. 480-484, 737, 745; Wisconsin Assembly 
Journal, April 8, 1887, pp. 1058-1059; Wisconsin 
Session Laws, 1887, Ch. 544, p. 627. 

° Milwaukee Sentinel, April 11, 1887. 

timid handling of the matter. The Governor 
should "have had the statue made in accord
ance with the act of the legislature, and taken 
it to Washington to be put in place," Ginty 
declared. "Had he done that, no upstart of a 
superintendent of buildings would have taken 
it upon himself to decide that the statue of 
Pere Marquette was one that did not come 
within the law."'" 

While the Marquette statue project lan
guished for want of congressional interest, 
Wisconsin experienced a major political up
heaval that helped to spark renewed interest 
in the scheme. This was the controversy over 
the short-lived Bennett Law of 1889, which 
required all children between the ages of seven 
and fourteen to attend school twelve weeks a 
year, and stipulated that certain subjects—the 
three R's and American history—must be 
taught in the English language. The Bennett 
Law seemed innocuous enough when adopted 
by the Republican legislature and approved 
by GOP Governor William D. Hoard, but it 
quickly aroused a storm of opposition from 
Wisconsin immigrant groups, many of whom 
regarded their foreign-language parochial 
schools as an essential means of preserving 
their language and culture. The measure 
served for once to unite German Catholics and 
German Lutherans, the state's largest ethnic 
bloc, whose religious differences normally 
were reflected in their separate political align
ments. The result was a sweeping victory for 
the Democratic party in the elections of 1890, 
the first such since the mid-1850's. In addi
tion to winning control of both houses of the 
legislature, the Democrats elected George W. 
Peck, the Milwaukee newspaperman and 
author of the popular humorous sketches 
about "Peck's Bad Boy," as governor. The 
Bennett Law upheaval provided important 
lessons for Wisconsin politicians of both 
major parties. It demonstrated the importance 
of the ethnic vote, especially a unified Ger
man vote. It also showed the dangerous vo
latility of religious issues in politics, a sen
sitive matter in a state roughly evenly divided 
between Protestants and Roman Catholics. 

' Chippewa Falls Herald, August 30, 1889. 
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Humorist and Governor George W. Peck at first sup
ported the project on the grounds that Father Mar
quette had not been a politician, hut "On the con

trary, he was a Christian." 

This last point was not lost on Democratic 
leaders as they considered how to consoli
date their new power, for one of the matters 
pending was the proposed Marquette statue. 
Catholic supporters of the project naturally 
expected the Peck administration to push it 
vigorously in Washington, inasmuch as the 
Democratic party was the political home of 
most of Wisconsin's Catholic ethnic groups, 
and the recent election had demonstrated how 
important their support was. But the party's 
1890 victory had also come in large part from 
its success in wooing German Lutheran voters 
away from their traditional allegiance to the 
GOP. Their interest in erecting a monument 
to a Jesuit priest was hardly overwhelming. 
Small wonder that newly elected Democratic 
Senator William F. Vilas was uncertain as to 
what position he should take on the matter af
ter the House of Representatives approved a 
resolution, offered by Congressman John L. 

Mitchell of Milwaukee, authorizing the statue 
in April, 1892.' ' Vilas' hesitation nearly trig
gered an angry public attack by the Milwau
kee German-language Catholic paper, Colum
bia, a danger that was headed off only after 
the intercession of the state Democratic chair
man, Edward C. Wall, with Archbishop 
Frederick X. Katzer. Wall warned Vilas that 
any such editorial criticism "might prove 
fatal" to the party's uneasy coalition of Cath
olics and Lutherans, and "our whole great 
work might be upset." He suggested that 
Vilas should at least not actively oppose the 
Marquette statue. "I had rather see the Statue 
there than lose or rather take the chances of 
losing," Wall cautioned. "As I have said to 
you many a time before, prejudice is a far 
more potent factor than argument, and I hate 
to have prejudice work against us; I prefer to 
use my efforts to have prejudice work against 
the other side."'^ A relieved Chairman Wall 
reported to Vilas subsequently that Arch
bishop Katzer had promised "to quiet down 
the malcontents."'^ 

Wall's arguments were powerfully rein
forced in February of 1893 when Wisconsin's 
Democratic legislature adopted a joint reso
lution calling upon the state's two Senators to 
use their influence to pry the Marquette 
statue resolution out of committee and secure 
Senate approval, "so that the will of the peo
ple of Wisconsin, as expressed by law, may 
be made effective."'* Humphrey J. Desmond, 
the editor of the Catholic Citizen, Milwaukee's 
Irish Catholic paper, informed Senator Vilas 
of plans to launch a national campaign to 
persuade the Senate to adopt the Marquette 
statue resolution. With a threat only slightly 
veiled by its respectful tone, he assured Vilas 
that although he had "some misgivings about 
the courtesy" of this move, he was confident 
that it was being undertaken "without the 
slightest spirit of criticism toward the Sena
tors from Wisconsin."' ' This removed what-

" Congressional Record, March 11, April 9, 1892, 
pp. 2015, 3134. 

" E. C. Wall to William F. Vilas, May 18, 1892, in 
the William F. Vilas Papers, Archives-Manuscripts 
Division, State Historical Society of Wisconsin. 

'" Wall to Vilas, June 3, 1892, in the Vilas Papers. 
" Congressional Record, March 3, 1893, p. 2496. 
'•' H. J. Desmond to Vilas, February 7, 1893, in the 

Vilas Papers. 
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ever lingering doubts Senator Vilas may have 
had about the politics, if not the merit, of the 
statue, and in the closing hours of the Fifty-
second Congress he persuaded the Senate to 
concur in the House's approval of the project. 
Unfortunately, President Benjamin Harrison 
neglected to sign the resolution before leav
ing office the next day, and the hard-won con
gressional authorization lapsed. 

Undaunted, Wisconsin Democrats redou
bled their efforts in the Fifty-third Congress, 
confident that Democratic President Grover 
Cleveland would be more sympathetic. Two 
Wisconsin Democratic Congressmen, George 
H. Brickner of Sheboygan and Peter J. Somers 
of Milwaukee, promptly introduced resolu
tions authorizing the Marquette statue in the 
House, which passed the Brickner resolution 
on October 11, 1893. The very same day the 
Senate adopted a similar resolution offered 
by newly elected Democratic Senator John 
Mitchell of Milwaukee, taking the precaution, 
however, of amending the request to be sure 
that Father Marquette would be counted as 
half of Wisconsin's quota of no more than two 
statutes in the Capitol. President Cleveland 
gave his approval on October 21, and the way 
at last seemed clear to carry out the decision 
made by the Wisconsin legislature more than 
six years earlier.'^ 

But back in Wisconsin Governor Peck 
proved to be in no hurry to provide a statue, 
perhaps because of the delicate political prob
lems that had worried Vilas and Wall earlier. 
Not until July of 1894 did he appoint a com
mission to select a sculptor, and then only 
after the major English4anguage Catholic 
paper of the state, the Milwaukee Catholic 
Citizen, began regularly publishing the num
ber of weeks remaining in Peck's term and 
pointedly asking when he was going to do 
something about Father Marquette's statue. 
Peck was careful to name a distinguished bi
partisan commission, explaining that he was 
himself "not sufficiently informed as to that 
species of work." The group consisted of 
Judge Joseph W. Losey, a prominent La 

Society's Iconographic Collections 

State Democratic chairman E. C. Wall. 

Crosse attorney, as chairman; Robert M. La 
FoUette, a young Madison attorney seeking 
a political comeback after losing his congres
sional seat in the Bennett Law debacle of 
1890, as secretary; Archbishop Katzer of 
Milwaukee; Frederick Layton, a wealthy Mil
waukee meat packer, philanthropist, and art 
collector; and James Bardon, a Superior bank
er and businessman. The Governor instructed 
the commission to provide "as good a statue 
of Father Marquette . . . as any state has 
provided for any citizen," and suggested that 
it could accomplish its mission in perhaps only 
two meetings. "There is nothing in it for any
body," he advised candidly, "only the feeling 
that you have done a good thing for the 
state.'"'' 

In contrast to earlier delays, the commission 
moved swiftly to discharge its assignment. 
Promptly announcing a nationwide competi
tion, it invited artists "at their own expense, 
to furnish models, drawings and full informa
tion in detail" for judging on October 15, 
1894. The commission specified that the 

""' Congressional Record, September 6, 28, October 
2, 11, 12, 21, 1893, pp. 1278, 1867, 2002, 2409-2410, 
2382-2383, 2401, 2427, 2429, 2762; U.S. Statutes at 
Large, 28: 12. 

" George W. Peck to Robert M. La Follette, July 
16, 1894, in the Robert M. La Follette Papers, Box 
B-60, Library of Congress. 
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statue "must be of the finest and best grade 
of statuary marble, and must be equal in 
quality and workmanship to any in Statuary 
Hall in the Capitol at Washington, and at least 
equal in size to the one of Hon. James A. 
Garfield, lately placed therein by the state of 
Ohio."'* Coming as it did in the midst of 
a severe economic depression, the Marquette 
statue competition elicited a good deal of in
terest from aspiring American and European 
artists. Not all of those responding appeared 
to have strong qualifications. One such was 
the Pickel Marble and Granite Company of 
St. Louis, whose letterhead indicated that the 
firm specialized in "furniture, radiator and 
plumber tops, altars, headstones, monuments, 
and tombs."'^ Some sculptors requested the 
commission to send a photograph or give 
particulars about Marquette's height, weight, 
dress, etc., to which Secretary La Follette in
variably responded, "There are no pictures of 
Marquette in existence and, of course, artists 
must depend upon their own conception for 
figure and features, each having the same 
opportunity to learn the facts of his life from 
history."20 

Two Wisconsin women entered the competi
tion. One of them, Jean P. Miner, whose 
statue "Forward" was at this time being cast 
for placement on the grounds of the Wiscon
sin capitol, submitted only a sketch, having 
failed to get her model ready in time for con
sideration.^' The other, Helen F. Mears, a 
twenty-two-year-old Oshkosh resident, whose 
statue "The Genius of Wisconsin" was then 
on exhibition in the Wisconsin Building at the 
Chicago World's Fair and would subsequently 
be placed in the capitol in Madison, entered 
a model which she described as of "the pious 
and gentle Marquette, clothed in the habit of 
his order, . . . gazing for the first time over 
the broad expanse of the Mississippi." Lest 

it be overlooked. Miss Mears' sister reminded 
Governor Peck that she was "young, am
bitious and all of her teachers testify as to her 
unusual talent, but the five hundred dollar 
prize which was awarded to her by the Mil
waukee Ladies' Club a year ago is now almost 
exhausted, so she asks, as a Wisconsin girl, 
the help of the Governor of Wisconsin."^^ 

By the time of its October 15 deadline, the 
commission had received fourteen proposals, 
though two included neither the name of the 
artist nor a bid. Several others arrived before 
the final decision three weeks later. The mod
els varied considerably in artistic conception 
and quality, to say nothing of price, which 
ranged from $4,000 to $10,000. None of the 
best-known American sculptors had bothered 
to enter the competition, however. Indeed, 
one had warned the commission that this "is 
always an unsatisfactory way of getting a 
design, resulting almost invariably, in a lot 
of bad ones, for the reason that no sculptor 
of ability has time to compete in that way."^^ 
The art critic of the Milwaukee Sentinel, Ed
win C. Eldridge, expressed great disappoint
ment at the motley collection, "there being but 
few of them," he said, "at all worthy of seri
ous consideration." Typical of Eldridge's 
disdainful reaction was his complaint that 
Chicago sculptor Leopold Bracony, by pre
senting the figure of a pious and reflective 
philosopher, had "made a solemn fool of Pere 
Marquette, . . . absolutely foreign to the sub
ject in question." Eldridge's favorite was the 
model by Gaetano Trentanove, a Florentine 
sculptor known to Milwaukeeans for his busts 
of such prominent residents as Matthew H. 
Carpenter and William E. Cramer, the former 
now in the possession of the State Historical 
Society and the latter belonging to Marquette 

"Press release, July 30, 1894, La Follette Papers. 
" Pickel Marble and Granite Company to La Fol

lette, September 10, 1894, in the La Follette Papers. 
" See, for example, George T. Brewster to La Fol

lette, August 29, 1894; G. Turini to La Follette, Sep
tember 4, 1894; Julius Loester to La Follette, August 
22, 1894; La Follette to Henry H. Kitson, October 
25, 1894, all in the La Follette Papers. 

"^Jean P. Miner to La Follette, July 19, November 
6, 1894, in the La FoUette Papers. 

"' M. Mears to George W. Peck, October 12, 1894, 
with enclosure, in the La Follette Papers. Ironically, 
Miss Mears later lost the opportunity to do the fif
teen-foot statue of "Miss Forward" for the top of the 
new state capitol in 1911, though she received $1,500 
for her preliminary work after the capitol building 
commission decided her rather teutonic maiden had 
too ample a silhouette, and gave the contract to the 
well-established sculptor Daniel Chester French. 
Wisconsin Then and Now, IX: 1-3 (March, 1963). 

""H. K. Bust-Brown [?] to La Follette, September 
25, 1894, in the La Follette Papers. 
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Photo by Lance Neckar 

Chicago sculptor Leopold Bracony's rejected model 
for the Marquette statue, owned by the Society's 

Museum. 

University.^* The commission members evi
dently agreed with this assessment, for on 
November 7, 1894, they unanimously decided 
to award the contract to Signor Trentanove, 
who thereupon departed for northern Wis
consin to become more familiar with the sub
ject by visiting some Indian reservations.^" 
Ironically, although both the Trentanove and 
Bracony models subsequently came to the His
torical Society, it is the pensive Bracony 
model—the one art critic Eldridge con
sidered "a solemn fool"—that the Museum 
staff currently favors enough to put on dis
play, relegating the winning Trentanove model 
to storage! 

But as sculptor Trentanove began chipping 
away on his eight-foot block of "best grade" 
white statuary marble, a new threat loomed. 
This was the mounting tide of anti-Catholicism 

stirred up by the rapidly growing American 
Protective Association. Founded in Clinton, 
Iowa, in 1887, coincidentally at the very same 
time as the Wisconsin legislature was deciding 
to honor Father Marquette, the APA was a 
secret fraternal order dedicated to saving the 
United States from what it regarded as the 
imminent threat of papal domination through 
the hoards of Catholic immigrants pouring 
into the country. At its inception, the APA 
was but one of a considerable number of 
patriotic and nativist organizations concerned 
with protecting American values and institu
tions from being undermined by the flood of 
immigrants of alien backgrounds. By 1893, 
however, the APA had become the most prom
inent of these numerous patriotic orders, and 
its initials were synonymous with anti-Catho
licism. APA members swore secret oaths not 
to employ Roman Catholics in any capacity if 
Protestants were available, not to vote for 
Catholics or Catholic sympathizers, and in 
general to combat "the diabolical work of the 
Roman Catholic church."^^ The order pre
cipitated panic by spreading rumors of arse
nals hidden in the basements of Catholic 
churches, of priests receiving shipments of 
arms in coffins or in boxes labeled "holy 
wine," and of Catholic armies secretly drilling 
at night while they awaited word from Rome 
as to the hour to strike. One frightened Ne-
braskan wrote to the Governor of that state 
in August of 1893: 

The people of this part of the State are 
greatly alarmed over rumors of an upris
ing soon to take place by the Roman Catho
lics, in which all protistants [sic] are to be 
slain. Many of our people are nearly frantic 
with fear and are doing all they can to pre
pare a defense. 

I have no knowledge of anything of the 
kind, but rumor has it that Catholics are 
constantly receiving consignments of arms 
and ammunition for the purpose named.^'^ 

Although the American Protective Associa
tion quickly spread from coast to coast, the 
core of its strength remained in the Middle 

""Milwaukee Sentinel, October 21, 1894; Milwau
kee Evening Wisconsin, October 16, 1894. 

^ Milwaukee Sentinel, November 8, 1894. 

""Donald L. Kinzer, An Episode in Anti-Catho
licism: The American Protective Association (Uni
versity of Washington Press, Seattle, 1964), 49. 

''Ibid., 97. 
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In this cartoon from the violently anti-Catholic Wis
consin Patriot of April 27, 1895, a Jesuit priest smirks 
as a stereotyped Irish visitor to Statuary Hall says to 
his companion: "Whist, Pat! Aff wid yer hat, mon! 
Here's the sainted son av the Shtate av Wisconsin." 
The statue, coming to life, exclaims: "What's that? I 
a son of the State of Wisconsin? Why, there was 
no such state in existence when I was alive. There 

must be some mistake!" 

West where it had originated. In Wisconsin 
the APA enjoyed an impressive following— 
estimated to be larger than in any other 
state—probably as a result of the bitter reli
gious controversy over the Bennett Law in 
1890 and the reaction to the large foreign-
born and Catholic population.^' The Wiscon
sin APA began publishing its own weekly 
newspaper, the Wisconsin Patriot, in Milwau
kee in 1893, and a Milwaukeean, Henry M. 
Stark, was elected treasurer of the national 
organization the following year. By late 1894, 
even the Catholic Citizen, Milwaukee's major 
English-language Catholic paper, although 
previously inclined to play down the APA 
strength in the state, conceded worriedly that 
there were at least twenty APA councils in 
Milwaukee, four in Oshkosh, two each in Ra-

SUMMER, 1973 

cine. La Crosse, and Eau Claire, and one each 
in more than a dozen other Wisconsin cities.^" 

With its growing strength in Wisconsin, the 
APA was naturally aroused over the decision 
to move ahead with the Marquette statue. 
Even before the statue commission had made 
its choice of a sculptor, a correspondent in 
the Wisconsin Patriot denounced Governor 
Peck for his "cowardly surrender" after the 
state had resisted Catholic pressure for the 
statue for seven years. The thought of Mar
quette as Wisconsin's favorite son, when he 
was really nothing but "a French tramp," 
was galling in the extreme. "Let us hope," 
the writer concluded despondently, "that we 
have had the last Wisconsin legislature of 
sycophantic demagogues, and the last gov
ernor who will crucify the honor and reputa
tion of the state at the command of a foreign 
potentate—the avowed enemy of our most 
cherished American institutions. Oh hum
bug! where is thy shame ?"^'' An APA mem
ber in Port Washington belligerently asked 
whether "this whole abominable Marquette 
business could be overturned." "Just because 
Gineral [sic] Ginty betrayed the state into 
the hands of the papists and that weak little 
specimen of a political accident. Gov. Peck, 
was ready to lend himself to the final con
summation of the impudent scheme, must we 
swallow the dose and be resigned to our fate? 
I hope not."^' APA councils and newspapers 
across the country reacted angrily to the pros
pect of the desecration of the nation's Capitol 
by the statue of a foreign Jesuit priest. 

With the ever vigilant American Protec
tive Association now at the peak of its strength 
in Wisconsin and throughout the country, the 
likelihood that Father Marquette could be 
slipped quietly into Statuary Hall was doubt
ful indeed. Sculptor Trentanove did not help 
matters when he reported late in 1895 that his 
statue would be ready for installation in the 
Capitol by March 1, and announced that he 
had accordingly taken the liberty of inviting 
a number of guests to what he obviously in
tended to be a rather elaborate unveilins cere-

jViirf., 177-179. 
•'' Catholic Citizen, September 22, 1894, cited in 

ibid., 116. 
•™ Wisconsin Patriot, November 3, 1894. 
"Ibid., January 19, 1895. 
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mony. Trentanove was evidently unaware of 
the political controversy over the statue, for 
his list of invited dignitaries included Presi
dent Cleveland, who had promised "he would 
attend if no unforeseen obstacles intervened"; 
Cardinal Gibbons and Archbishop Ireland, 
the two most prominent members of the Amer
ican Roman Catholic hierarchy; Cardinal Sa-
tolli, the Apostolic Delegate to the United 
States; representatives of the Jesuit order; 
the French and Italian ambassadors; and a 
large party representing Wisconsin, including 
Governor William H. Upham, ex-Governor 
Peck, the statue commission, the entire Wis
consin congressional delegation, and various 
interested citizens. Trentanove's grandiose 
plans even contemplated running a special car 
from Milwaukee to Washington for the oc-
casion.^^ The statue was duly delivered to 
the Capitol on February 21, 1896, and in sub
mitting his bill for $8,000 Trentanove mod
estly assured Governor Upham that it was 
"unquestionably the finest work of the kind in 
the Hall." To his agent in Milwaukee he 
wrote: 

Oh! I feel better, my statue is in place, 
and exuse [sic] me, if I look a little vain. 
I am proud to say to you that, the statue 
of Pere Marquette, is considered the best 
work in the Capitol. 

This morning when I consign[ed] it to 
the Architect of the Capitol[,] Mr. Ed 
Clark, an old man 77 years old, he took my 
hand, and congratulating [me] he says, 
"Young man, this is the best work we have" 
honour to yourself and to the State. . . . 

The formal unveiling is to be held in 
about a week or 10 days with a great cere-
monie [sic]. . . . It will be quite an affair.^^ 

No doubt in the interest of keeping this 
a bipartisan project. Governor Upham, a Re
publican, asked Senator Vilas to inspect the 
statue and accept it on behalf of the state if 
he found it appropriate. Vilas, whose enthu-

ru)i;T i p l n ( .ol let t ions 

Governor William H. Upham, Peck's Republican 
successor. 

siasm for the statue had always been re
strained at best, shrewdly begged off from the 
assignment, explaining that he was neither an 
art expert nor familiar with the terms of the 
contract and the model on which the statue 
was based. Instead, the Governor was obliged 
to send Judge Losey, the chairman of the 
statue commission, to Washington. Losey 
viewed the statue in the company of Trenta
nove on February 29 and wired Upham: "The 
statue of Marquette by Trentanove fully com
plies with the contract made by the state[.] 
As authorized by you I have accepted the 
same."^* Trentanove was particularly grati
fied by the placement of the statue in what he 
considered "the most favorable position" 
available, just to the right of the entrance to 
the hall and next to the somewhat smaller 
statue of a brooding Abraham Lincoln.^^ 

"' Catholic Citizen, November 2, 1895, January 25, 
February 1, 1896. 

•'" G. Trentanove to William H. Upham, February 
21, 1896; Trentanove to Benjamin M. Weil, February 
21, 1896; bank draft for $8,000 dated February 24, 
1896, cashed March 6, 1896; all in Executive De
partment Administration, Correspondence with U.S. 
and Other Governments, 1885-1905, Series 1/1/1-7, 
Box 5, Archives-Manuscripts Division, State Histori
cal Society of Wisconsin. 

"Upham, to Vilas, February 14, 26, 1896; Vilas 
to Upham, February 20, 1896, in the Vilas Papers, 
Box HY 26; J. W. Losey to Upham, February 29, 
1896, telegram. Executive Department Administra
tion, Box 5; Milwaukee Sentinel, February 27, 1896; 
Catholic Citizen, February 29, 1896. 

'° Catholic Citizen, November 2, 1895, February 29, 
1896. 
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Dapper sculptor Trentanove reveled in the personal 
publicity the controversy evoked. 

Others were by no means as pleased. While 
the statue was briefly uncovered for Judge 
Losey's inspection, it attracted a sizable and 
not entirely friendly crowd of spectators. One 
man was arrested for asserting boisterously 
that if he had a chance he would take a broad 
axe to the statue "and make short work of 
jj. "36 j j jg antagonism was such that Losey 
and Trentanove prudently decided to remove 
the covering without fanfare the next day in 
the hope that the unveiled statue would at
tract less attention. This only increased the 
crowds and brought new threats, requiring the 
Capitol police to keep a constant guard in the 
area. An old woman attached a card to the 
adjacent Lincoln statue asking how "Dear 
Uncle Abraham" could allow "that Jesuit 
image to remain so near." Following a bomb 
threat, nervous police quickly apprehended a 
man who had deposited a mysterious box at 
the base of the Marquette statue, only to dis
cover that it contained a toy beehive. Many 
spectators commented favorably on the great 
artistic merit of the statue, however, and one 

remarked that its removal from the Capitol 
would be worth a half million votes to the 
Democrats. "If that's true," eagerly responded 
a New York Congressman within hearing, "it 
would be a good thing to blow it up."^'^ 

In Congress opposition to the statue was 
led by Representative William S. Linton of 
Saginaw, Michigan, generally considered to 
be the leading APA spokesman in the House. 
Using the occasion of a debate on an appro
priation for Catholic schools on Indian reser
vations, Linton cited the Marquette statue as 
further proof of a papist conspiracy. He ex
pressed shock that "this statue of a zealous 
priest, who never knew the meaning of the 
precious word 'liberty,' and never heard the 
name or even dreamed of the great State he 
is supposed to represent, has this day been 
placed . . . next to and towering above the 
marble form of a statesman, the martyred Lin
coln." He quoted a colleague's sarcastic com
ment that the only thing necessary now to turn 
the Capitol into a cathedral was "to change 
the exterior but slightly by removing the 
Goddess of Liberty from the Dome and sub
stituting a figure of St. Peter."^* Linton 
promptly introduced a resolution calling for 
the removal of the Marquette statue from the 
Capitol and its return to Wisconsin on the 
grounds that "the said Marquette never was 
a citizen of any State nor of the United States, 
nor performed any civic or military duty 
therefor," and his statue thus violated the law 
establishing Statuary Hall.^^ 

The Wisconsin congressional delegation was 
understandably embarrassed by the Linton 
resolution and the mounting furor over their 
state's gift to the Capitol. The plans for an 
elaborate dedication ceremony, and especially 
its heavy dose of ecclesiastical participation, 
were quickly scrapped, and Senator Vilas in-

'^New York Times, March 1, 1896; Washington 
Post, March 1, 1896; Milwaukee Sentinel, March 1, 
1896. 

"" Washington Post, March 2, 3, 4, 5, 1896; New 
York Times, March 4, 1896; Milwaukee Sentinel, 
March 3, 1896. 

'" Congressional Record, February 24, 1896, pp. 
2081-2082; Wisconsin Patriot, March 7, 1896. 

'" Quoted in "The History of the Marquette Statue, 
Presented to Statuary Hall, in the Capitol, by the 
State of Wisconsin," United States Catholic Histori
cal Society, Historical Records and Studies, HI: 393-
394 (1904) ; Milwaukee Sentinel, March 1, 1896. 
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stead spoke vaguely about a program of 
speeches in the upper house at some appropri
ate time in the future.'"' Most Wisconsin Con
gressmen were reluctant to talk about the 
Linton resolution to remove the statue. Theo
bald Otjen, who had been elected from Mil
waukee when the Republicans regained their 
customary control of the state in 1894, de
clined comment except to say that he under
stood Congress had already accepted the 
statue in its 1893 authorization. Samuel A. 
Cook, likewise a newly elected Republican 
member from Neenah, had what a Catholic 
reporter described as "a bad attack of shivers" 
when asked his views. "I don't know what I 
think of it," Cook responded forthrightly. 
"Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof." 
Only one Wisconsin Congressman, Republican 
Edward S. Minor of Sturgeon Bay, was will
ing to go on record as agreeing that it was im
proper to place a statue of a clergyman of 
any faith in the Capitol, but he denied that 
he intended to vote for the Linton resolution 
to remove the statue. "I have tried to take the 
middle ground in this matter," he explained. 

In contrast to the politicians, sculptor Tren
tanove seemed to enjoy the burgeoning con
troversy. "It only goes to advertise me," he 
exulted, "and the more they talk of me the 
more fame I get."'*' An amusing incident oc
curred when Trentanove and Representative 
Linton happened to meet as the Michigan Con
gressman was inspecting the controversial 
statue. Obviously embarrassed, Linton hast
ened to assure the sculptor that his opposition 
was based solely on the subject matter of the 
piece, not its artistic execution, which he pro
nounced "magnificent." "I regard it," he de
clared warmly, "as the finest statue in the hall. 
It is out and away the best thing in here." 
Indeed, he was so impressed with both the 
statue and Trentanove that he withdrew his 
resolution, explaining that it had already 
served the purpose of forcing the cancellation 
of any religious ceremonies and besides it was 
embarrassing some of his colleagues. Linton 
cautioned, however, that while he thought 
highly of the statue as a work of art, he still 
intended to oppose any move for its official 
acceptance by the U.S. government.''^ 

The withdrawal of the Linton resolution 
did not end the efforts to force the state of 

Wisconsin to withdraw its offensive gift. 
Launching a furious campaign, the American 
Protective Association inundated Congress 
and Governor Upham with petitions demand
ing the removal of the statue. Over the next 
month Upham received fifty-one petitions, 
bearing hundreds of names, from APA coun
cils all over the country, protesting Wiscon
sin's decision to honor a "despotic" Jesuit 
and asserting Marquette's ineligibility as a 
foreigner to be in Statuary Hall. Most of these 
petitions simply followed a standard printed 
form, but the Illinois state APA convention, 
meeting at Peoria on February 26, also pro
tested against the placement of Marquette's 
statue next to that of "the Immortal Lincoln, 
stricken down by the hand of the Jesuit.'"'^ 

The uproar over the statue posed a vexing 
problem for Wisconsin politicians, still acute
ly sensitive to the unpredictable danger of 
religious issues in politics after the Bennett 
Law upheaval in 1890. The Washington Post 
reported a rumor that some Wisconsin lead
ers favored sitting tight until the next session 
of the legislature could designate two other 
distinguished Wisconsin citizens for Statuary 
Hall, so that the Marquette statue might be 
withdrawn gracefully.'''' Evidently Governor 
Upham was not a party to this scheme, or 
maybe preferred to keep the ball in someone 
else's court, for on March 19 he wrote to the 
presiding officers of both houses of Congress 
formally presenting the Marquette statue.*^ 

'"Catholic Citizen, February 29, March 7, 1896; 
Milwaukee Sentinel, March 1, 3, 7, 1895; Washing
ton Post, March 1, 2, 3, 1896; New York Times, 
March 4, 1896. 

" Catholic Citizen, March 7, 1896. 
" Washington Post, March 3, 1896; New York 

Times, March 4, 1896. 
" Detroit Free Press, February 27, 1896, quoted in 

Thomas A. E. Weadock, "Pere Marquette," in Michi
gan History Magazine, XIX: 81-82 (1935) ; miscel
laneous petitions. Executive Department Administra
tion, Box 5; Catholic Citizen, March 21, 1896. 

" Washington Post, March 3, 1896. 
'̂  Congressional Record, April 29, 30, 1896, pp. 

4546, 4589, 4646. In pursuing this story one some
times gets the feeling of deja vu. Governor Uphara's 
letter to the Senate was addressed to Vice President 
Adlai E. Stevenson, whose grandson and namesake 
some sixty years later was twice an unsuccessful can
didate for the Presidency. Moreover, one of the lead
ing champions of the Marquette statue at this time 
in the House of Representatives was Congressman 
John F. ("Honey Fitz") Fitzgerald of Massachu
setts, whose grandson, John Fitzgerald Kennedy, had 
better luck in getting to the White House! 

277 



WISCONSIN MAGAZINE OF HISTORY SUMMER, 1973 

Society's Iconographic Collections 

Senator William Freeman Vilas. 

At the request of Wisconsin's two Demo
cratic Senators, Vilas and Mitchell, on April 
29, 1896, the upper house approved a resolu
tion offered by Senator John M. Palmer of 
Illinois expressing thanks to "the people of 
Wisconsin for the statue of James Marquette, 
the renowned missionary, explorer, and dis
coverer of the Mississippi River," and formal
ly accepting it for the National Statuary Hall. 
There was no expressed opposition to the 
resolution, which passed by an unrecorded 
voice vote, and Senators Vilas and Mitchell 
were joined by Senators Palmer and James H. 
Kyle of South Dakota, a Congregational cler
gyman, in urging its adoption. All four speak
ers stressed Marquette's courage, his Christian 
zeal and self-sacrifice, and the significance of 
his explorations. Each of them also respond
ed to the criticism of the statue on religious 
grounds. Pointing out that he was himself 
not a Roman Catholic, Senator Palmer de
clared: "I would despise myself if the garb 
of a priest of that church could hide from my 
view the noble, resolute, devout Christian hero 
within." Senator Mitchell conceded that Mar

quette was indeed a Jesuit. But, he asserted, 
"whatever faults the Jesuits of those days may 
have had were peculiar to their time." And, 
besides, "the Puritans, for instance, were 
every whit as bigoted as they." In any event, 
he said: 

The qualities of priest and of Jesuit had 
no part in determining Wisconsin's choice 
of Marquette for the honors of Statuary 
Hall. His pure and saint-like life, his writ
ings and his fame as the explorer of the 
Mississippi controlled the selection. He was 
the first white man to traverse our territory 
and write a description of it. He was the 
first to map out our confines. He gave a 
name to the river after which our State is 
called. On our soil he planned his voyage 
of discovery. From our borders he first 
caught sight of the waters of the Mississip-
pi .« 

The more skittish House of Representatives, 
where Congressman Linton was already ar
rayed in opposition, and where many members 
hesitated to brave the wrath of the APA in 
an election year, was understandably not at 
all eager to deal with the Marquette statue 
controversy. The resolution accepting the 
statue was promptly referred to the Library 
Committee where it remained safely buried.''^ 
This course of inaction was evidently quite 
agreeable to the Wisconsin congressional dele
gation, which as a result was severely criti
cized by the Catholic press back home for its 
"cowardly" failure to press the statue's 
cause.''^ The APA, on the other hand, con
tinued its angry campaign against the statue. 
The Wisconsin Patriot, the state's APA news
paper, called it "ridiculous," a "cunning 
trick," "an insult," "a stupendous fraud and 
egregious lie." "The whole obnoxious pile 
should be toted out to the American Vatican— 
erroneously called the 'Catholic University, '" 
the paper declared, "or Wisconsin should 
promptly order the objectionable thing back 
whence it came."*^ 

The Patriot rejoiced when the House ad
journed in June without acting on the statue 

" Congressional Record, April 29, 1896, pp. 4546-
4552. 

"Ibid., April 29, 30, 1896, pp. 4589, 4646. 
*" Catholic Citizen, May 9, 1896. 
" Wisconsin Patriot, March 21, 28, April 4, 18, 

June 20, July 11, 1896. 

278 



CRONON: FATHER MARQUETTE GOES TO WASHINGTON 

resolution. A correspondent pointed out that 
inasmuch as the federal government had not 
accepted the Marquette statue, Wisconsin now 
had the opportunity to replace Marquette with 
a more worthy representative. He suggested 
General Lucius Fairchild, the one-armed hero 
of the Battle of Gettysburg and three-term 
governor, who had just become eligible for 
Statuary Hall by conveniently dying the previ
ous month.'^'' Following the Republican vic
tory in the fall elections of 1896, for which the 
APA took undue credit, the Patriot renewed 
its demand that Father Marquette be with
drawn to make room for Fairchild or for 
General Jeremiah M. Rusk, another Civil War 
hero and popular Republican governor, Con
gressman, and the nation's first Secretary of 
Agriculture. "The Jesuit must give place to 
an American citizen," the Patriot exhorted. 
"Work, friends, work!"^' 

Although one can only speculate on the ex
tent of APA influence in the matter, during 
the summer of 1896 the Wisconsin Depart
ment of the Grand Army of the Republic, the 
powerful organization of Civil War veterans, 
launched a statewide campaign to place a 
likeness of General Fairchild, its former state 
and national commander, in Statuary Hall. 
By the time the legislature met in January, 
1897, the Fairchild campaign had triggered a 
similar movement among the supporters of 
General Rusk, and GAR leaders were quick 
to concede that Rusk's service to the state in 
war and peace had been equally distinguished. 
Bills were introduced in both houses on Feb
ruary 2 to provide a statue of Fairchild, and 
were followed the next day by similar bills for 
a statue of Rusk. 

But what about Father Marquette, who al
ready occupied one of Wisconsin's two places 
in Statuary Hall? The solution to that little 
problem was provided in a memorial intro
duced on February 9 by Assemblyman Charles 
W. Sweeting of Manitowoc County, offered 
"by request," he said. Sweeting did not tell 
his colleagues that the memorial had come 
to him from Henry Sandford, the APA-
oriented editor of the Manitowoc Tribune, 
who also doubled as a clerk in the state treas
urer's office in Madison. Explainihg that 
Father Marquette was a historical figure 
known as an "eminent explorer" rather than 

Society's Iconographic Collections 
Senator John L. Mitchell, son of financier Alexander 

Mitchell and father of General Billy Mitchell. 

as "a citizen renowned for distinguished civic 
or military services," and noting that Wis
consin now contemplated placing statues of 
Rusk and Fairchild in Statuary Hall, the 
memorial requested Congress to return the 
Marquette statue so that it could be placed in 
a more suitable setting, the handsome new 
building being constructed for the State His
torical Society on the campus of the Univer
sity of Wisconsin.^^ Throughout, there was 
no hint of objection to Marquette's religion 
or priestly status: on the contrary, he was 
recognized as an "eminent" historical figure 
who deserved to be honored in an appropriate 
historical setting. He was to be displaced in 
Statuary Hall, moreover, by two prominent 
Civil War heroes and popular Republican gov
ernors, a maneuver calculated to appeal not 
only to the powerful GAR veterans' lobby but 
also to a legislature that was overwhelmingly 
Republican. "The whole scheme," as the 
state's major Catholic newspaper pointed out 
unhappily, was "cunningly conceived."'^ 

""Ibid., June 20, 1896. 
'^^Ibid., November 14, 1896, January 16, 1897. 
"~ Memorial to Congress, No. A3, Wisconsin As

sembly Journal, February 9, 1897, pp. 195-196; 
Catholic Citizen, February 13, 1897. 

^ Catholic Citizen, February 13, 1897. 
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Although legislative leaders seemed inclined 
to deal with the issue only reluctantly and gin
gerly, their interested constituents quickly 
mobilized forces. The GAR bombarded Madi
son with petitions favoring the Fairchild 
statue, and to a lesser extent the Rusk statue. 
At the same time, conscious of their sizable 
Catholic membership, GAR leaders carefully 
refrained from taking a stand on the memorial 
to withdraw the Marquette statue, which in 
turn was vigorously supported by the APA. 
On the other side of the issue, the Marquette 
College Alumni Association organized a state
wide campaign among Catholic churches and 
organizations to fight the proposed insult to 
the memory of Father Marquette. Bishop 
Sebastian G. Messmer of Green Bay de
nounced the "cowardly" plot against Mar
quette, which he termed "only a small side 
issue of a deep laid and widespread persecu
tion against Catholic American citizens."^'* At 
least one prominent Protestant clergyman also 
criticized the plan to withdraw the Marquette 
statue, arguing that he was "a Christian hero, 
whether a Jesuit or not."^^ Sculptor Tren
tanove announced that he intended to sue for 
damages if his statue was removed from Wash
ington, because his fee was based in part 
on the belief that his work was to be dis
played prominently in the nation's Capitol.'^ 

With but few exceptions, Wisconsin news
papers took a dim view of the legislative 
maneuverings over the statue. Some editors 
criticized the GAR for being the tool of the 
anti-Catholic APA, and warned that the Re
publicans were risking another political ex
plosion like the recent Bennett Law debacle. 
Even the Milwaukee Sentinel, which had ob
jected to the Marquette statue from the begin
ning, asked editorially: "Would it not be 
wiser, in the interests of peace, to admit that 
the best time for objecting to Father Mar
quette expired several years ago, and to re
gard the discussion as closed, even though 
the decision was wrong?"^'^ Another Repub
lican paper, the Green Bay Gazette, vigorously 
assailed "the cowards and time-servers among 
our Wisconsin politicians" who were stirring 
up "public mischief over the Marquette 
statue, and declared that the real issue was 
"whether the political and moral cowards 
who lack convictions of their own and trem

ble like whipped puppies every time a voter 
scowls cannot be cleaned out of public office 
and kept out."^^ The Gazette expressed confi
dence that "after our Bennett law disaster of 
hideous memory" there were now Republi
can legislators with "shrewdness enough to 
detect and rebuke and defeat any attempt, 
however clever, to again use the republican 
party of Wisconsin as a club to cudgel the 
Catholic church."^' Less sanguine was the edi
tor of the Manitowoc County Chronicle who 
warned that there had always been more poli
tics than marble in the Marquette statue, and 
suggested darkly that the State Historical So
ciety might have a hand in the current legis
lative activity in order to acquire "a very 
valuable work of art" for its new building.*" 

A number of editors felt that it was both un
seemly and unfair to inject the honored names 
of Rusk and Fairchild into the Marquette 
statue controversy, for, as the Racine Daily 
Journal declared, "it was never their tactics 
to have honor accorded them at the expense of 
dragging the name of another in the mire, and 
it is unbecoming the state to withdraw the 
honor it has conferred on Marquette."^' "If 

" Chippewa Falls Catholic Sentinel, February 18, 
1897; Catholic Citizen, February 20, 1897. 

°° Catholic Citizen, March 6, 1897; Catholic Senti
nel, March 11, 1897; La Crosse Morning Chronicle, 
March 7, 1897. For other Protestant support of the 
Marquette statue, see Catholic Citizen, February 27, 
1897; Milwaukee Sentinel, February 25, 1897. 

•''" Fond du Lac Daily Commonwealth, February 15, 
1897; Milwaukee Sentinel, February 14, 1897; Eve
ning Wisconsin, February 16, 1897; Catholic Citizen, 
February 20, 1897. 

•*' Milwaukee Sentinel, February 18, 1897. 
" Green Bay Gazette, February 15, 1897. 
'"Ibid., March 24, 1897. 
°° Two Rivers Manitowoc County Chronicle, Feb

ruary 23, 1897. There is no evidence to support this 
suspicion that the Historical Society had designs on 
the Marquette statue, nor does it appear that the 
Society was even consulted about its willingness to 
accept it. It is an interesting coincidence, however, 
that the Society's director, Reuben Gold Thwaites, 
was at this time engaged in compiling his four-
volume documentary history on the French regime in 
Wisconsin, published in the Wisconsin Historical 
Collections between 1902 and 1910, and was in cor
respondence with Catholic leaders in Canada and 
Rome about the work of Jesuit missionaries like 
Father Marquette in Wisconsin. See, for example, 
R. J. Meyer, S.J., to R. G. Thwaites, March 22, 1897, 
in Wisconsin Historical Society correspondence, 
1894-1899, Box 43, Archives-Manuscripts Division, 
State Historical Society of Wisconsin. 

"̂  Racine Daily Journal, February 17, 1897. 
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General Rusk and General Fairchild could 
rend the veil and speak," asserted another 
paper more bluntly, "they would doubtless 
say something that would make the fanatics 
who are clamoring for withdrawal of the 
Marquette statue very much ashamed of them
selves, if they possess any sense of decency 
whatsoever."^^ When it was learned that the 
new State of Utah was considering placing a 
likeness of its founder Brigham Young in 
Statuary Hall, Wisconsin's statue debate 
seemed suddenly on a much higher plane. The 
Superior Telegram dismissed the Utah report 
as "a rude western pleasantry," and sniffed, 
"If the mormon legislature has any money to 
burn in memory of the great apostle of much 
marriage and many wives, it had better send 
him an asbestos mackintosh."*^ The Appleton 
Weekly Post speculated that if "that old arch-
polygamist, Brigham Young," should get into 
Statuary Hall, "probably the admirers of Pere 
Marquette will themselves ask for the re
moval of his effigy."*'' 

Within the legislature there was by now 
understandably little enthusiasm for statues of 
any description. Grassroots sentiment was ob
viously mixed, and few legislators could dis
cern an unequivocal mandate from their con
stituents. Judging from newspaper editorials, 
testimony at legislative hearings, and an 
analysis of the 423 petitions received by the 
legislature, however, direct opposition to the 
Marquette statue was not nearly so extensive 
as its support. There was also strong senti
ment for a statue honoring Fairchild, and to a 
much lesser extent for one honoring Rusk, 
but these suggestions were often expressed in 
terms of Wisconsin's other vacancy in Sta
tuary Hall and not at the expense of the Mar
quette statue.*^ 

After pondering the problem for well over 
a month, the assembly committee on federal 
relations came up with what one newspaper 
described sarcastically as a "brilliant plan," 
a new bill authorizing statues of both Fair-
child and Rusk, but making no mention of 
Father Marquette.** The committee obviously 
intended to let Congress decide which of three 
statutes it wished to accept for Wisconsin's two 
places in Statuary Hall. When questioned by 
incredulous legislators as to what had hap
pened to the memorial proposing to transfer 

the Marquette statue to the State Historical 
Society, the chairman frankly admitted that 
the committee proposed to bury it. This was 
too cowardly for the assembly, many of whose 
members wished to be recorded in favor of 
Father Marquette, regardless of any decision 
about a companion statue. Even Assembly
man Sweeting, who had originally introduced 
the Marquette statue memorial, had seen the 
light (or felt the heat) and now declared that 
he wanted to vote against his memorial. With 
a rare show of independence the assembly re
quested the committee to report out the memo
rial immediately, and then proceeded to vote 
it down unanimously. As the Milwaukee 
Evening Wisconsin described the action: "The 
Assembly last night killed the Pere Marquette 
memorial and then jumped upon its dead body 
with both feet."*^ A few days later the assem
bly supplied the coup de grace by voting to 
postpone the Fairchild-Rusk bill indefinitely. 
Except for the diehard APA element, there 
was general relief that the state had escaped 

"̂  Eau Claire Morning Telegram, February 19, 1897. 
See also Appleton Weekly Post, February 18, 25, 
1897; Appleton Crescent, February 27, 1897; Fond 
du Lac Daily Commonwealth, February 17, April 14, 
1897; Green Bay Advocate, February 25, 1897; Mil
waukee Sunday Telegraph, March 13, 1897; Evening 
Wisconsin, February 17, 1897. 

"^Superior Telegram, quoted in Appleton Crescent, 
March 6, 1897. 

•" Appleton Weekly Post, February 25, 1897. See 
also Milwaukee Sentinel, February 26, 1897; Green 
Bay Advocate, February 25, 1897. 

"̂  For an analysis of these petitions, see Gerald K. 
Marsden, "Father Marquette and the A.P.A.: An In
cident in American Nativism," in Catholic Historical 
Review, XLVI: 17, fn. 40 (April, 1960). The Mars
den article is by far the best of the three previous 
articles, all cited herein, dealing with the Marquette 
statue episode. See also Milwaukee Sunday Tele
graph, March 13, 1897; Fond du Lac Daily Common
wealth, February 17, 18, 1897; Milwaukee Sentinel, 
February 23, March 3, 1897; Appleton Crescent, 
February 27, 1897; Milwaukee Daily News, February 
17, 24, March 3, 1897; Racine Daily Journal, Feb
ruary 17, 1897; Green Bay Advocate, February 18, 
25, 1897; Appleton Weekly Post, February 18, 25, 
1897; Eau Claire Morning Telegram, February 19, 
1897; Catholic Citizen, February 20, 27, March 6, 
1897; Evening Wisconsin, February 13, 16, 17, March 
3, 1897; Manitowoc Tribune, February 11, 18, 25, 
1897; Wisconsin Patriot, February 27, 1897. 

" Wisconsin Assembly Journal, M-irch 31, 1897, p. 
942; Evening Wisconsin, April 1, 1897. 

"' Evening Wisconsin, April 2, 1897. See also Mil
waukee Daily News, April 1, 2, 1897; Wisconsin 
Assembly Journal, April 1, 1897, pp. 952-953, 968-
969, 971-972. 
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making itself look ridiculous. Sometimes, as 
the Wisconsin State Journal mused afterward, 
"a policy of 'let alone' does wonders."** As 
for Sweeting, he drew nothing but ridicule 
for his abrupt about-face. "A man had better 
have the reputation of being a bold A.P.A. 
than a cringing, sneaking one," declared an 
editor in his home county, "and the latter re
putation is all that he has earned."*^ 

The rest of the story is almost anticlimatic. 
By the late nineties, the nation was emerging 
from the severe economic depression that had 
begun in 1893, and both the APA and the 
anti-Catholic intolerance it promoted were 
rapidly declining. Politicians were no longer 
inclined to overestimate APA strength and to 
fear its political retribution. Indeed, in 1898 
the government even issued a commemora
tive stamp bearing Father Marquette's like
ness, complete with priestly robe, beads, cross, 
and all. "Just think," one Catholic exulted 
gleefully to a discomfited APA official who 
had earlier sought the removal of the statue, 
"just think of the members of the great Amer
ican Protective Association being compelled 
to lick the back-side of Father Marquette 
every time they mail a piece of literature to 
enlighten the American people concerning the 
disloyalty of their Catholic fellow citizens."'''' 
The white marble statue of Marquette no long
er attracted special attention in the Capitol, 
and seemed more secure in its niche in Sta
tuary Hall with each passing year, especially 
as its chief congressional critic. Representa
tive Linton of Michigan, had been defeated 
for re-election in 1896. 

Some Roman Catholics were nevertheless 
still upset because the statue had not been 
formally accepted by Congress in accordance 
with the usual custom, Wisconsin Congress
men were unwilling to take up the issue again, 
but in the Fifty-sixth and Fifty-seventh con
gresses, two Massachusetts legislators. Repre
sentatives John F. Fitzgerald and Henry F. 
Naphen, introduced resolutions of acceptance 
which were again quietly buried by the Li
brary Committee.''' Finally, in the fall of 1903 
the Marquette College Alumni Association, 
which had led the fight against the scheme to 
give the statue to the Historical Society in 
1897, launched a new drive to secure congres
sional acceptance. The key figure in this ef

fort was Alphonsus Bodden, the association's 
president, whose skillful lobbying in Wash
ington persuaded the reluctant Wisconsin con
gressional delegation to use its combined in
fluence to get formal approval of the statue in 
order to head off a threat by the Marquette 
alumni to agitate the issue throughout the 
state during the 1904 political campaign.'''^ 
With the skids well greased. Representative 
Otjen of Milwaukee introduced the resolution 
of acceptance on January 28, 1904, which was 
speedily reported out favorably by the Library 
Committee the next day, and quickly adopted 
by the House without debate on Saturday, 
January 30. The Senate, not being in ses
sion that day, had to wait until Monday, Feb
ruary 1, when it, too, swiftly approved the 
resolution without even bothering to refer it 
first to a committee.'^^ The quick legislative 
action attracted little attention and this time 
no significant opposition. Father Marquette's 
long and controversial journey from Wiscon
sin to Washington, seventeen years in the 
making, was at last over. 

The entire episode, despite its unpleasant 
but sometimes humorous aspects, represented 
a significant victory, not only for Roman 
Catholics, but for Wisconsin and the nation 
as well. For whatever the merit of the tech-

"' Wisconsin State Journal, April 13, 1897. Ironi
cally, considering the extensive support for a Fair-
child statue in 1897, Wisconsin's one-armed Civil 
War hero never made it into Statuary Hall. In
stead, the state's second niche was eventually filled 
in 1929 by a statue of Senator Robert M. La Follette, 
Sr., by the well-known sculptor Jo Davidson. Fair-
child's memory is today honored only by a street 
bearing his name in downtown Madison, of which 
he was an early resident, and by the small village 
and township of Fairchild in Eau Claire County. 
Rusk, on the other hand, fared somewhat better, for 
in 1905 his name was given to the recently formed 
Gates County. Although Rusk County has remained 
an enduring monument to the now largely forgotten 
three-term governor and first Secretary of Agricul
ture, Rusk's home in Viroqua, long a recognized 
historic site, was ignominiously burned early in 1973 
in a practice session by the Viroqua volunteer fire 
department in order to clear the site for an indus
trial park. 

" Manitowoc County Chronicle, April 6, 1897. See 
also Catholic Citizen, April 3, 10, 1897. 

™ Quoted in Kinzer, Episode in Anti-Catholicism, 
211. 

" Congressional Record, January 31, December 2, 
1901, pp. 1764, 58. 
" "History of the Marquette Statue," 428-439. 
'^ Congressional Record, January 28, 29, 30, Feb

ruary 1, 1904, pp. 1356, 1404, 1421, 1446. 
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nical arguments over Father Marquette's eligi
bility for Statuary Hall, most of the critics ob
jected not to Marquette's French citizenship 
or lack of civic or military service, but to his 
religion. And it is worth emphasizing that 
in a decade of blatant anti-Catholic bigotry, 
perhaps the worst in American history, the 
opponents of the Marquette statue were never 
able to muster enough support to block this 

undertaking to honor a courageous Jesuit 
priest in the nation's Capitol. Thus in a very 
real sense, as William F. Vilas informed his 
Senate colleagues in 1896, the statue was 
Wisconsin's "monument and emblem of reli
gious liberty."'^'* 

"Ibid., April 29, 1896, p. 4552. 

Addendum 

IVr EITHER the statues of Father Marquette nor of Abraham Lincoln were 
•̂  ' destined to remain in the original Statuary Hall. Lincoln's is in the 
Capitol's Great Rotunda; Father Marquette's was moved to the corridor 
leading from the Hall to the House of Representatives following a 1933 
ruling limiting the states to one statue each. Only forty-eight of the fifty 
states are now represented in the Hall itself. The statue of Senator Dennis 
Chavez of New Mexico is in the foyer of the former Senate and Supreme 
Court Chamber; that of Senator E. L. "Bob" Bartlett of Alaska stands in the 
same corridor as that of Father Marquette. 

The following statues are in Statuary Hall at present: 

Alabama. General Joseph Wheeler, USA, 
CSA. 

Arizona. John C. Greenway, USA. 
Arkansas. Uriah M. Rose, jurist. 
California. Junipero Serra, mission founder. 
Colorado. Dr. Florence Rena Sabin, scientist. 
Connecticut. Roger Sherman, statesman. 
Delaware. Caesar Rodney, statesman. 
Florida. Dr. John Gorrie, inventor. 
Georgia . Alexander H. Stephens, statesman. 
Hawaii. King Kamehameha I. 
Idaho. George L. Shoup, first governor. 
Illinois. Frances E. Willard, WCTU head. 
Indiana. Lew Wallace, USA, author. 
Iowa. Samuel J. Kirkwood, governor. 
Kansas. John J. Ingalls, senator. 
Kentucky. Henry Clay, statesman. 
Louisiana. Huey P. Long, senator. 
Maine. Hannibal Hamlin, vice president. 
Maryland. Charles Carroll, signer of Decla

ration of Independence. 
Massachusetts. Samuel Adams, statesman. 
Michigan. Lewis Cass, statesman. 
Minnesota. Henry M. Rice, senator. 
Mississippi. Jefferson Davis, statesman. 
Missouri. Thomas H. Benton, senator. 
Montana. Charles Marion Russell, artist. 
Nebraska. William Jennings Bryan, states

man. 

Nevada. Patrick A. McCarran, senator. 
New Hampshire. Daniel Webster, states

man. 
New Jersey. Richard Stockton, statesman. 
New York. Robert R. Livingston, statesman. 
North Carolina. Zebulon B. Vance, gov

ernor. 
North Dakota. John Burke, U.S. Treasurer. 
Ohio. William Allen, senator, governor. 
Oklahoma. Sequoya, Cherokee leader. 
Oregon. Reverend Jason Lee, pioneer. 
Pennsylvania. Robert Fulton, inventor. 
Rhode Island. Roger Williams, founder. 
South Carolina. John C. Calhoun, statesman. 
South Dakota. General W.H.H. Beadle, edu

cator. 
Tennessee. John Sevier, first governor. 
Texas. Sam Houston, pioneer leader. 
Utah. Brigham Young, Mormon leader. 
Vermont. Ethan Allen, Revolutionary leader. 
Virginia. Robert E. Lee, USA, CSA. 
Washington. Dr. Marcus Whitman, pioneer. 
West Virginia. Francis H. Pierpont, states

man. 
Wisconsin. Robert M. La Follette, Sr., 

statesman. 
Wyoming. Esther Hobart Morris, suffragette. 
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