PREFACE
The well-known Jesuit scientist and author,
Teilhard de Chardin, has said:

"Everything is the sum of

the past and nothing is comprehensible except through its
history."

This is true not only of a nation or a people,

but also on a different level of an institution such as a
university.

Yet, granting the validity of this observation,

how does it apply in the particular instance of Seattle
University?

What special worth can there be in the written

history of this institution?

Is it not just another of the

many privately sponsored centers of learning that faithfully
serve the cause of higher education in the United States
with a minimum of fanfare and only a modicum of public re
cognition.
Questions such as these can be answered in two ways.
The more immediate and obvious value of such a study lies,
of course, in the simple fact that nothing of extended sub
stance has been written about the university's history
during the more than ninety years that it has existed as an
educational institution.

Aside from brief historical

sketches that may be found in academic bulletins, year
books, or public relations brochures, the story of the uni
versity remains unknown to nearly all the present-day
faculty, students, and administrators.
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This is true also
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for the many alumni and others outside the university who
would be interested in learning more about the institution
either because of personal ties or because of the part that
the university has played in the history of education in the
Seattle area as well as in the broader northwest region.
If there are valuable lessons to be learned from a
better understanding of the past and what it has contributed
to the resources of the present, then it seems clear that no
university should carry on its commitment to education for
nearly a century without a comprehensive and integrated re
cording of the facts and forces which have molded its
present physical, curricular, and philosophical structure.
There is a second equally meaningful reason for
writing a history of Seattle University.

This reason is

found in the contribution that such a work can make to a
better understanding of the broader field of higher edu
cation, and especially Catholic higher education, in the
United States.

The history of one college adds another

piece to the mosaic that is the history of higher learning
as a whole.
What can the story of Seattle University contribute
to this mosaic?

In what ways does it differ from dozens of

other colleges that trace their origins to the post-Civil
War decades of the nineteenth century?
Perhaps the answer can best be expressed analog
ically.

Colleges are in a sense like people.

People share

many similarities with one another while still retaining the
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distinctive physical features and personality traits that
make them unique individuals.
colleges.

Such is also the case with

Seattle University, for example, has a certain

personality of its own that is the product of historical
circumstances and influences which, if not unique in them
selves, combine in such a way as to make the University an
unique institution.
No two colleges, then, are quite the same no matter
how much alike they may appear to the casual observer.

This

point applies even to the Jesuit institutions whose founders
shared a similar educational philosophy and vision.

For

this reason we can rightly say that Fordham differs from
Marquette and Marquette from Santa Clara.

Nor is Seattle

University identical to Gonzaga although the two have car
ried on their educational endeavors at opposite ends of the
same state for nearly a century now.
To return once again to the analogy suggested above.
One can think of the twenty-eight Jesuit colleges and uni
versities in this country as members of the same family.

As

is true with any family, the more that one learns about each
individual Jesuit institution, the better will be one's un
derstanding of the family as a whole.

It is also true that

the more one knows about any single member of the family the
more he also knows about the others as individuals because
they function in the same general academic environment and
share common basic experiences and problems.
What can be said in this regard of the Jesuit
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colleges and universities can also be said in varying
degrees of the entire fraternity of higher educational in
stitutions.

And because of this interrelationship, what is

learned about one institution can often be applied with
benefit elsewhere.
Granting the nature of higher educational institu
tions as- indicated in the paragraphs above, and accepting
the values that have been ascribed to a study of their his
tories, the author approaches the writing of this disserta
tion with a twofold purpose in mind.

The first purpose is

to present an accurate and comprehensive chronicle of the
factual aspects of the history of Seattle University over
the seventy-five year period from 1891 to 1966.

The second

and related purpose will be to analyze, explain, and inter
pret what has happened during this period so that the reader
will have a clear understanding of the influences behind
the facts, insofar as available resources make such clarifi
cation possible.

Through the pursuit of this twofold pur

pose it is intended that Seattle University will be seen as
it actually is, that is, similar in many respects to other
colleges and universities and yet, beneath these similari
ties, possessing an identity and personality of its own.
Finally, it is the conviction of the author that an
analytical history of this nature can serve to assist ad
ministrators and trustees in planning the future direction
of the university by providing them with the historical con
text which is necessary to informed decision making.

Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION
The growth and development of Seattle University
into one of the leading educational institutions in the
Pacific Northwest is closely interwoven with the develop
ment of the city from which it took its name.

The insti

tutional mission of the university, especially in more
recent times, has reflected a concerted effort to serve
the educational and broader social needs, not only of the
Catholic community, but of all the citizens of a rapidly
expanding metropolitan area.
The beginnings of this community service can be
traced.back to the year 1891, which is not so long ago in
terms of the total history of higher education in this
country, but it was a date early in the pioneering period
of formal education in the newly constituted state of
Washington.

To appreciate this fact more fully one needs

only to realize that just forty years earlier, in the year
1851, the first small band of twenty-four settlers had dis
embarked at Alki Point on Elliott Bay to begin the arduous
task of carving homesteads from the thick stands of Dougla
fir and western red cedar that blanketed the steep hill
sides of what was to be the site of the present city of
Seattle.
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Those first settlers were endowed with the typical
energy and enterprise of the men and women who came to build
the West.

Within the short space of ten years they not only

had established a township supported by a population of
three hundred hardy citizens and a thriving sawmill, but
also, with considerable civic pride, and hardly less pre
sumption, they had laid the foundations for a school which
was dedicated as the University of the Territory of Wash
ington.
That the founding of a university in the Washington
Territory in the year 186l1 was a highly questionable ven
ture according to traditional academic wisdom is evidenced
by the fact that this institution did not award its first
collegiate degree until 1876.2

As a matter of fact, the

stately frame structure which first housed the school was
limited almost entirely to elementary and secondary level
instruction throughout the more than three decades in which
it carried only the name and the promise of a university.3
The apparent incongruity of this situation becomes
somewhat more understandable when viewed as the tangible
expression of the pride and determination of a frontier com
munity whose dreams and desires ran far ahead of the pos
sibility of their fulfillment.
Perhaps a more realistic appraisal of the social
environment of Seattle during those early years is found
in a letter written by William Bernard, the second presi
dent of the territorial university.

In this letter to a
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friend in the East, Bernard describes the state of education
in the Puget Sound area as being in an "extremely backward
condition."

He then proceeds to roundly denounce the more

prevalent community vices, such as excessive drinking and.
gambling.

He concludes the letter with the pessimistic ob

servation, "These are the influences we have to encounter
in our efforts to build up an institution of learning.

I

need not say it is discouraging and well nigh hopeless."
Although it is likely that President Bernard exag
gerated the local social shortcomings in his obvious state
of dejection, it is also likely that his comments were to a
large extent accurate.

The conditions of that period in

Seattle, however, were by no means exceptional for a fron
tier western town.

The same cultural deficiencies which

Bernard cited were commonplace in a region where a largely
immigrant and often unlettered population was struggling to
wrest a subsistence from an untamed land.

The effort of

that struggle left little time or energy to cultivate the
more refined social virtues of the inhabitants of the towns
and cities of New England with which President Bernard was
more familiar.
Looking backward on the early decades in Seattle, it
is not the social shortcomings of the isolated community on
Elliott Bay that are cause for comment, but rather how
strenuously and persistently the majority of the residents
labored to improve their situation.
Consider the area of education, for example.
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Whereas in 1870, when the first school board was elected,
there was but one public grammar school to serve the needs
of the community, within the next decade four more schools
had been opened.

These five schools, combined with the uni

versity and three private schools, employing a total of
twenty-four teachers, were providing for the educational
needs of' more than seven hundred youngsters.5

This was no

little accomplishment for a frontier town of something less
than four thousand inhabitants.
That the community effort and sacrifice of the
people of Seattle during the early years were later rewarded
can be seen from the fact that by 1890 the town was well on
the way to becoming a regional center of commerce and in
dustry.

The decade of the 1880's had brought such varied

advancements to the area as the coming of the Northern
Pacific Railroad, the introduction of electric power, and
the elevation of the Washington Territory to statehood.
Each of these events in its own way made an important con
tribution to local progress.
During the same period of the 1880's, the town's
population, reflecting the results of improved living con
ditions and increased employment opportunities, multiplied
tenfold to a figure exceeding forty thousand.
Not even the "great fire" of 1889, which destroyed
most of downtown Seattle, was able to offset the gains of
the preceding ten years.

On the contrary, the leveling of

much of the old business district by the fire served as an
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incentive to rebuild with an eye to better quality and
greater permanence. 6
Educational progress at the lower academic levels
continued to keep pace with the developments in other sec
tors.

By 1890, Seattle could boast of a total of twelve

public schools, one of which was the town's first high
school. 7

This school, which had been established in 1883

as Seattle High School, and was later relocated and renamed
Broadway High School, graduated its first class of twelve
students in 1886.
It is significant to note that in the midst of these
educational advances at the primary and secondary levels,
the University of Washington was still struggling without
much success to stabilize its collegiate division.

Enroll

ment in this division reached 273 in 1889, up 25 percent
from the previous year.

However, as one commentator points

out, "this gain showed mainly in the preparatory department
[secondary level equivalent] and in such programs as music
and art." 3

He goes on to explain that the business depart

ment, as well as the "normal," or teacher education program,
showed only a slight gain.

The classical and scientific

courses, the heart of the collegiate offerings, actually
lost a few students.
This account from the period just prior to the turn
of the century suggests that, despite the progress that was
being made in many areas, the people of Seattle, and of the
state in general, had not yet become convinced in any
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appreciable numbers of the practical value of a college
education for their sons and daughters, at least as that
education was then constituted.

As a consequence, for the

next several years "the college courses attracted only small
numbers of students."9
The founding of the first Catholic school in Seattle
can also be traced back to the development decade of the
1880's.

Credit for initially providing basic education

under Catholic auspices belongs to the Sisters of the Holy
Names.

At the urging and with the assistance of Father

Francis X. Prefontaine, Seattle's first resident priest, the
sisters opened classes for twenty-two students in 1881.

The

schoolhouse and dormitory, a two-story wooden building, was
located at Second and Seneca near the downtown business
district.10

Just three years later, under pressure from an

increasing enrollment and an encroaching business district,
the sisters moved their school to a more spacious building
and grounds on the residential perimeter of the downtown
area.11
From the outset, the Holy Names Academy, as the
sisters' school was called, was intended only for the edu
cation of girls.

In 1886, however, at the request of Bishop

Aegidius Junger, classes were opened to young boys as
well.12

This arrangement continued until 1890 when the

sisters established separate classes for boys in the base
ment social hall of the Church of Our Lady of Good Help.
This building, the first Catholic church to be erected in
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the city, had been since 1869 the parish church of the pre
viously mentioned Father Prefontaine.
In the preceding paragraphs the author has intended
to sketch the educational picture of Seattle as it was in
1890, the year in which the first steps were taken to enlist
the services of the Jesuits in the cause of local Catholic
education.

The- chain of events began during the Lenten

season of that year when Father Augustine Laure was assigned
to assist Father Prefontaine with his parish duties.

Laure,

a French Jesuit who had volunteered to work among the
Indians and white settlers of the order's Rocky Mountain
Mission territory, had only recently been assigned to the
Yakima mission station in central Washington.

Jesuit volun

teers came to the Rocky Mountain Mission from many European
countries, as was the case with other mission establishments
in the United States.

Special support for the Rocky Moun

tain Mission came from the Turin Province in Italy, which
had been assigned this responsibility by the Jesuit superior
general.

It is customary in the Jesuit order that estab

lished provinces are assigned specific underdeveloped or
"missionary" areas to assist with manpower and material
support.
On his first journey across the Cascade Mountains,
Father Laure had been asked by the regional mission supe
rior, Father Joseph Cataldo, to investigate the feasibility
of establishing a Jesuit school for boys in Seattle.
request was prompted by repeated appeals from Father

This
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Prefontaine that the Jesuits would establish a school for
boys that would be of comparable quality to the Holy Names
Academy for girls.
During his six-week stay in Seattle, Laure had an
opportunity to discuss the educational situation at some
length both with Father Prefontaine and with a number of
his parishioners.
tagious.

Apparently their enthusiasm proved con

On completing his Lenten assignment, Laure re

ported back to Cataldo that the educational needs of
Seattle's Catholics and the interest and concern of those
with whom he had met provided solid grounds to recommend
the founding of a school in the rapidly developing Seattle
community.13
To respond to the desires of Father Prefontaine and
his parishioners was no simple matter, however.

The juris

diction of the Rocky Mountain Mission at that time extended
over an area roughly equivalent to the present four north
west states, along with the Territory of Alaska.

In this

vast region there were less than a hundred Jesuits available
for assignment to whatever missionary, educational, and
pastoral duties they had been committed by religious supe
riors.1"
Furthermore, what little manpower was available for
educational assignment in the Northwest was badly needed to
staff Gonzaga College, which had been opened across the
state in Spokane just four years earlier.

By the fall of

1889, Gonzaga had forty-two students enrolled in college
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preparatory courses.

Four years later there were a hundred

students divided between the preparatory program and the
fledgling college department.

In 1894 the school awarded

its first two college degrees.15
The Gonzaga academic catalog for 1889-90 lists six
Jesuits assigned to the faculty.

At that time the college

was housed in a new and substantial building at its present
site near the banks of the Spokane River.

The campus

stretched over several square blocks of choice property not
far from the downtown business district.

With a commitment

of this sort in Spokane, and with bright prospects for
future growth, it is not difficult to understand why Father
Cataldo delayed making any final decision about a second
establishment in Seattle.15
As the months passed and no definite action was
taken in the matter, Bishop Junger took it upon himself to
reopen the subject in one of his periodic letters to Father
Cataldo.

In correspondence dated July 1, 1890, the bishop

expressed his regret that the Jesuits had not followed
through on Father Laure's assurance to the Catholics of
Seattle that a "college" would soon be opened there.17
The bishop mentioned further that during a recent
visit to Seattle a delegation of Catholic residents had
called on him and in the course of their meeting had in
sinuated that it was his fault that no action had yet been
taken.

Having recounted this experience, the bishop con

cluded his letter by again urging Father Cataldo to make
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every possible effort to provide priests for this under
taking.
At length the importunings of Father Prefontaine and
his congregation, along with the direct appeal from Bishop
Junger, produced the desired effect on the hesitant mission
superior.

With what might best be described as mixed emo

tions, Cataldo took the first step toward a- Jesuit estab
lishment west of the Washington Cascades.
In the fall of 1890 Father Leopold Van Gorp, the
procurator of the Rocky Mountain Mission, was sent to
Seattle from Spokane to select an appropriate site for the
construction of a parish church and school.

Under the

guidance of Father Prefontaine, Van Gorp visited a number of
possible locations before finally settling on a nine-lot
property in the Broadway Addition (see map on following
page).

This piece of land occupied all but two of the lots

in the block between Broadway and 10th Avenue and between
Madison and Marion streets.18

The remaining two lots in the

block were owned by the Women's Christian Temperance Union
(WCTU) and were occupied by a two-story residence which
housed a children's day care center.19
Among the factors influencing the choice of the
Broadway Addition property, location at the fringe of the
expanding community was considered to be of particular im
portance.20

Future development would of necessity move

away from Elliott Bay in an easterly direction toward Lake
Washington.21

As this anticipated growth took place, the
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proposed school would be in an ideal location, convenient to
the downtown business district yet also near the center of
the major residential areas.
Having arrived at a decision on the choice of
property, Van Gorp arranged for an initial down payment of
$2,000 to Mr. Arthur A. Denny, the developer of the Broad
way Addition and one of Seattle's founding fathers.

The

total purchase price of the nine lots was $18,382, which,
according to the terms of the agreement was to be paid
within a three-year period.22

Although the formal transfer

of the deed of sale did not take place until the following
February, Van Gorp's deposit of earnest money on November 6
marks the unofficial beginning of the Jesuit educational
commitment in the city of Seattle.
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Chapter 2
SCHOOL OF THE IMMACULATE CONCEPTION,
ST. FRANCIS HALL: 1891-94
On New Year's day, 1891, shortly after the Jesuits
had made" their initial property purchase, Father Prefontaine announced at his parish mass that his new school
building which had been under construction for several
months was nearing completion.1

This building, which had

been named St. Francis Hall, was located at Sixth and
Spring, approximately a mile north of Our Lady of Good Help
Church.
No reason is given in available records for sepa
rating the school from the church by such a distance, nor
is there any explanation as to why it was that the school
did not carry the name of the parish.

A likely reason for

the school's location is that it was removed from the cen
tral business district where the church was situated and
was more convenient to the children walking to and from
their homes.
By giving the school a name distinct from that of
the parish,2 Prefontaine may have had in mind that the
school was intended to serve not only the children of his
own parish but those of Sacred Heart Parish, which had been
established in 1889 to serve the needs of northtown
15
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Catholics, and which at the time did not have a parish
school of its own.

A further explanation may be found in

the fact that Prefontaine had assumed personal respon
sibility for financing construction of the school, due
probably to the general poverty of his parishioners.3
As was mentioned in the introduction to this work,
the Holy Names Sisters had been conducting classes for
"small boys" in the basement of the parish church for
several months prior to the announcement of the completion
of St. Francis Hall.

The new school building was ready

for occupancy in February and it was a source of satisfac
tion for all concerned when the sixty or so students were
able to pack up their books and slate tablets and move from
the cramped quarters in the church basement to the "large
and commodius rooms"1* of their new home.
Although the opening of St. Francis Hall would seem
to have satisfied an obvious parish need, the building was
hardly occupied before Father Prefontaine was having second
thoughts about the wisdom of the venture.

At least such is

the impression conveyed in another of the periodic letters
from Bishop Junger to the Jesuit mission superior, Father
Cataldo.

In this letter of April 11, 1891,5 Junger ex

presses the "firm hope" that the Jesuits would soon be able
"to take hold of the school for boys in Seattle and also
establish a parish there."

He goes on to explain that

Father Prefontaine's school was becoming "an elephant on
his hands," and that he was finding it very difficult

either to raise sufficient money to pay construction bills
or to find a buyer who might relieve him of his financial
burden.
Following reception of Bishop Junger's letter,
Cataldo wrote to Prefontaine requesting further informa
tion regarding the St. Francis Hall situation.

When Pre

fontaine confirmed the truth of the reports that had reached
Junger in Vancouver, Cataldo promised that he would send
Jesuits to Seattle during the coming summer to establish a
school and parish, and that they would utilize St. Francis
Hall on a temporary basis.5

Cataldo made it clear to Pre

fontaine that this arrangement was not meant to imply any
basic change in the Jesuits' plan to construct their own
school and church at the earliest possible opportunity on
the Broadway Addition property that Father Van Gorp had
purchased the previous fall.
Once Father Cataldo had decided to make the com
mitment to Seattle, he was immediately faced with the fur
ther decision of where to look for Jesuits to staff the new
establishment.

Quite logically he turned to St. Joseph's

Mission in Yakima, the nearest station to Seattle, for the
help he needed.

From among the four priests assigned full-

time to the mission, Cataldo chose Fathers Victor Garrand
and Adrian Sweere to make the first Jesuit foundation in
western Washington.7
Victor Garrand was a native of France, having been
born in the town of Royal in 1848.8

At the age of twenty
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he entered the Society of Jesus and early in his preparation
for the priesthood he determined to devote his life to the
foreign missions.
Garrand's labors as a missionary took him first to
Syria, then to Egypt, and finally to the United States as a
volunteer to the Rocky Mountain Mission.

He was assigned

to Yakima in 1885 and soon after was made superior of the
little band of Jesuits working in the central Washington
area.

After his appointment to Seattle, Garrand continued

to direct Jesuit activities on both sides of the Cascade
Mountains.

This dual appointment is a further indication

of the shortage of Jesuit manpower in the area at the time
that Father Cataldo finally acquiesced to the appeals of
Bishop Junger.
There is little information of a personal nature in
mission records about Seattle's first Jesuit superior.

At

the time of his appointment, Garrand was forty-three years
old.

His photograph (see page 19) shows him to have been

a lean and handsome man, though prematurely balding, with
features that express seriousness blended with sensitivity.
These characteristics are reinforced and expanded in the
only extant description of the priest by one who knew him
personally:
Those who knew Father Garrand remember . . . the
vigor and enthusiasm that impelled him to work for
the education of the Catholic youth in Seattle. Of
a frank and generous nature, open and vivacious, his
character was lovable and kind.9
Adrian Sweere, the co-founder of the Seattle Jesuit

Exhibit 2
Rev. Victor Garrand, S.J
Co-founder and President
1891-96
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establishment, was born in Zevenbergen, Holland, in 1841.10
After entering the Jesuit novitiate in 1867 and completing
the course of studies leading to the priesthood, he volun
teered for missionary duty in the United States.

He was

subsequently assigned to different locations in the Missouri
Province, working for the most part in parish ministry.

In

1891, having requested assignment to the Rocky Mountain
Mission, he was sent to the Yakima mission station just in
time to be selected to join Father Garrand in the new ven
ture across the Cascades.
The Sweere photograph from the university archives
(see page 21) depicts a stocky man several years Garrand's
senior, with a full and open face and just the hint of a
smile on his lips and a twinkle in his eyes.

There is also

a letter in the archives from a local diocesan priest who
says that he "knew Father Sweere well."11

In the letter he

describes the Jesuit as "a man of ability in the administra
tion of temporal affairs."

One gets some additional in

sight into his character from the following observation:
"He was a sincere friend, who immediately gained your con
fidence and whom many priests and religious sought for coun
sel and advice."
The two priests traveled over the Cascade Mountains
from the Yakima mission station in a horse drawn wagon,
arriving in Seattle in August.12

On their arrival they

took up residence in a small rented house near St. Francis
Hall.13

Their initial reaction to their surroundings was
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Exhibit 3
Rev. Adrian Sweere, S.J.
Co-founder and President
1897-1905
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clearly favorable.

In his early enthusiasm, Garrand could

write,
Our mission in Seattle resembles those in New
Orleans, New York and San Francisco. We are [living]
in the midst of a mixed population, with an assort
ment of adventurers from all over the world. Not
even the Romans had a more noble origin!11*
Official announcement of the establishment of the
Jesuit school and parish in Seattle was made by Bishop
Junger on September 12. 15

The rapidly growing city's third

center for Catholic worship was to be known as the Immac
ulate Conception Church.

Provisional parish boundaries

while at the St. Francis Hall site had been drawn up by the
bishop in consultation with Father Prefontaine from whose
parish territory the new jurisdiction was formed.
Since Immaculate Conception was a parish without a
church, it was decided to conduct religious services in the
second-floor auditorium of the large and handsome brick
structure that had become Father Prefontaine's "elephant."
Father Garrand, as pastor of the new parish, celebrated
mass for the first time in his upstairs church on Sunday,
September 27.15
The former St. Francis Hall building was formally
transferred to Jesuit control on September 23. 17

According

to the terms of the lease for the building, the Jesuits were
to have exclusive use of the property for a five-year
period.18

They agreed in turn to pay Father Prefontaine

an annual rent of $2,150.

The signing of this lease is of

particular significance because it marks the historical

23

beginnings of the school that was eventually to grow into
•Seattle University.
Actually, the first school year at Immaculate Con
ception had begun on September 1, some three weeks before
the signing over of formal control.

"Our school opened with

ninety children," Father Garrand would write later.

"At the

end of one week there were twenty more, and the numbers are
increasing continually."19

Because Immaculate Conception,

unlike St. Francis Hall, was formally a parish school, its
enrollment included girls as well as boys.
Classes at the school continued to be taught for the
most part by the Holy Names Sisters who had taught the boys'
classes during the previous year.

This arrangement was the

source of no little inconvenience for the sisters, who
walked to and from the school each day, rain or shine, from
their convent at Holy Names Academy over a mile away.
Although Fathers Garrand and Sweere devoted most of
their time to parish duties, Garrand was also responsible
for the administration of the school and both priests taught
regular classes in Christian doctrine to the school chil
dren.
The first school year at Immaculate Conception
passed uneventfully.

The major concern of the new pastor

at this time was not the school as such but rather the
setting up of an effectively functioning parish for the
service of his congregation, as well as the payment of
rapidly accumulating debts relating to both church and
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school.

Indications of the financial problems that con

fronted Garrand even at this early date are evident in ar
chive material.

His first formal report to Bishop Junger,

for example, calls attention to the poverty of the parish
in the terse admission, "Teachers' [sisters] fees not paid
for want of funds."20
During the early summer of 1892 Father Garrand at
tended a meeting of Jesuit mission superiors in Spokane.
Here it was decided that he should push ahead with his
plans to build on the Broadway Addition property as soon as
construction was financially feasible.21

It was also agreed

that the proposed building should be such that it could pro
vide classroom space for a minimum of two hundred students
along with a church adequate for parish needs and living
quarters for a small Jesuit community.

Finally, the

building should be so constructed that at some time in the
future the church and residence could be removed and the
structure could be converted entirely to the purposes of a
college.
Having received this additional encouragement and
direction, Father Garrand returned to Seattle where he
convened a group of parish leaders to help formulate some
plan for dealing with Immaculate Conception's financial
problems.

With few fund raising options open to them,

those convened agreed to inaugurate an annual autumn fair
which would be sponsored by the parish and open to the
general public.
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Announcement of this first major parish function
was made on Sunday, August 21, 22 and the date of the fair
was set for October 10.

Working committees were quickly

formed and all the members of the parish were called upon
to help in whatever way they could.

This community social

event was held appropriately not at the parish but at a
vacant downtown store building.

When all expenses had

been totaled and all bills paid, the fair netted a profit
for the parish of $1,800.23
Although this amount is not very impressive by
current inflationary standards, it was nearly enough to
cover the rental cost of the parish property for an
entire year.

More important perhaps than the actual

amount raised was the spirit of cooperation and commitment
which this common effort produced in the people of the
parish and the renewed confidence that it gave to Father
Garrand for the success of the building project which lay
ahead.
In the meantime, while preparations for the fair
were moving forward, a second school year had begun for
the boys and girls of the parish.

The small faculty had

been strengthened by the addition of Father Paul Gard, a
French priest who had volunteered his services to the
Jesuits of the Rocky Mountain Mission with the intention
of possibly joining the order at a later date.

Father Gard

was assigned the full-time teacher of the older boys.

In

making this assignment, Father Garrand hoped that it would
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be the first significant step toward the establishment of a
separate college preparatory program for the students who
persevered under Gard's tutelage.24
Father Gard became the fourth member of a fulltime faculty that also included Sisters Michael, John
Chrysostom, and Claudia.

Even with the additional instruc

tor, the staff was hard pressed to deal adequately with the
growing enrollment.

From a maximum registration of 135 in

all elementary grades during the previous year, the number
of students increased to a total of 191 in the course of
the 1892-93 school year.25
The growing enrollment gave added urgency to Father
Garrand's efforts to promote the construction of a new and
larger parish building.

Through the fall and winter months

he worked with his parish advisers to complete plans for
the building and to raise enough money to finance at least
the initial stages of the project.

By the beginning of

March he was able to make the following announcement to his
congregation:
Next Sunday we shall begin a public novena in
honor of Saint Joseph to obtain by his intercession
the assistance to lead to completion the building
of the church and college . . . which will be begun
under his auspices.26
Clearing and grading of the Broadway property got
under way shortly after Garrand's announcement.

Within a

few weeks, pouring of the foundations for the building had
commenced and on Sunday, April 16, a large crowd of parish
ioners and their friends gathered to watch Bishop Junger
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preside over the ceremonial blessing and laying of the
cornerstone.2 7
In spite of a precarious financial situation, Father
Garrand was able to keep construction moving forward into
the early summer.

By the end of June, however, Seattle,

like the rest of the country, was caught in the grip of the
"Panic of 1893."

Before the year had ended the city was on

the brink of economic collapse.

Business and industrial

activity had dropped off sharply, and in many instances had
come to a complete halt.

Banks failed, fortunes were lost,

and the unemployment rate rose alarmingly.

The impact on

the local economy was so severe that it took several years
to return to normal.

As a consequence of the financial

collapse, all work on the new parish building had to be
discontinued.

For over a year the partially completed stone

work stood in mute testimony to the effect of the depres
sion. 2 8
On September 5 another academic year began at
Immaculate Conception.

Father Gard, the non-Jesuit volun

teer, had resigned his teaching position at the end of the
previous spring term to return to his first calling as a
parish priest.29

Gard's place at the school was taken by

Father James Reade, a Jesuit who had recently come to the
Northwest from the Missouri Province.

Reade not only

filled the vacancy left by Gard but soon proved himself to
be a talented director of school plays and other parish
entertainments.
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Although the work in the classrooms went on as usual
in spite of the hard times, the parish, like many other
local institutions, found itself in grave financial diffi
culty.

It is a tribute to the faith and courage of Father

Garrand that during this bleak period he persisted in his
determination to complete the unfinished Broadway building
regardless of the obstacles.
Garrand himself recounts in correspondence how he
tried repeatedly to borrow money for this purpose but "from
September to December I could not reach agreement with any
one."30

Having failed to raise the needed capital in this

country, he finally turned to Europe for help.

In January

his efforts were rewarded by a favorable response from a
banking firm in Amsterdam.31

It is quite possible that

Father Sweere, a native son of Holland, was instrumental in
arranging this unusual transaction.
The Amsterdam bankers, however, required written
approval for the loan not only from the provincial of the
Turin Province but also from the superior general of the
Society of Jesus, and even from the papal legate to the
United States.32

The correspondence involved in getting

these endorsements took considerable time.

It was not until

the following July that the tedious negotiations were
finally completed and a draft for the $16,000 that Father
Garrand had requested was forwarded from Amsterdam.33
Immediately upon learning that the loan had been ap
proved, Garrand began preparations to resume the
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construction that had to be discontinued the previous
summer.

On the morning of July 19 a work crew that included

thirty carpenters gathered at the building site.31*

Here

they were joined by Garrand, and before the work began all
knelt to say a brief prayer for the success of their effort
and the safety of the workers.
Father Garrand gives an interesting account of the
spirit in which the reactivated project progressed.
The workers were Irish and German Catholics.
Most of them were my parishioners and had the in
terest of the project as much at heart as I did.
On top of that, the Irish wanted to prove to me
that their devotion was superior to that of the
Germans, and the Germans wanted to do better than
the Irish. They were all proud to be working
directly under the supervision of their pastor.
They knew that we were poor and that it was to save
money that I had neither an architect nor a con
tractor. To the end they worked with an energy and
spirit that surprised the whole town.35
With the assistance of these willing and dedicated
men, Father Garrand was able to complete the exterior shell
of the building by early September.

It was not until

December, however, that the interior construction was
finished.

This building, one of the oldest functioning

buildings in the city, presently houses the biology depart
ment and bears the name of its builder.
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Chapter 3
BEGINNINGS AT THE BROADWAY CAMPUS:

1894-98

• Although the new building was not yet ready for
occupancy when the students reported for the fall term,
there were some new Jesuit personnel awaiting their ar
rival.

During the summer Father Sweere had been reassigned

to Yakima.

His place in Seattle was taken by Father

Stanislaus Palermo and, for a brief period during the year,
by Father Joseph Guidi.

Father Reade, who during the pre

vious year had won popularity as the director of entertain
ments, had been reassigned to the Missouri Province.

His

classroom duties instructing the older boys were taken over
by two young Jesuit scholastics, Conrad Brusten and Patrick
Mahony.1
Father Garrand comments on the Jesuit community in
Seattle at the time and on the mixture of nationalities and
backgrounds.
There are five of us here in Seattle, three
fathers and two scholastics. A brother has been
promised us but he hasn't arrived yet. Father
Guidi is from Rome, Father Palermo from Sicily, Mr.
Patrick Mahony is Irish and Mr. Conrad Brusten is
German from across the Rhine, and I am French. We
live in perfect harmony and peace. The two scho
lastics are my treasures. Our life is very busy
but it is just the daily routine of the grammar
school and the residence, nothing out of the ordi
n a r y . . . .2
32

33

One cannot help but be impressed by these brief re
marks and by the story of priestly dedication that is
written between the lines.

And yet the thought occurs that,

with all the evident good will, these men of different
nationalities and with diverse backgrounds and experiences
would be at something of a disadvantage in administering
and teaching in an American school at the beginning of a
period of major educational change.

Their own academic

training, their cultural heritage, their traditional edu
cational values were in many respects at odds with the
evolving educational philosophy of a rapidly industrializing
United States.
With the addition of the two scholastics, Brusten
and Mahony, to the faculty, Father Garrand decided to
separate the older boys from the other students and to es
tablish the beginnings of a college preparatory program.
The actual physical separation of the two groups was made
possible by the purchase during the previous December of
the WCTU building which occupied the two lots in the Broad
way block that were not a part of the original Jesuit pur
chase.3

This building was located at the approximate site

of what is now the south wing of the Liberal Arts Building.
During the summer months the WCTU building had been
partially remodeled so as to be better suited to classroom
use.

It was here that Brusten and Mahony convened their

fall classes while the girls and younger boys of the parish
gathered as usual at the Immaculate Conception building on
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Spring Street.

The older boys were divided into two groups,

one equivalent to the last two years of grammar school and
the other to the first two years of high school.4

Attend

ance records for the first year at the Broadway building
show that there were approximately fifty boys in the com
bined classes.
There is no archive record of the subjects studied
in these classes.

However, by consulting the catalogues of

Gonzaga College at the time, one can get a fairly accurate
listing of what was probably taught at Immaculate Conception
on Broadway.

As in the lower grades of the preparatory pro

gram at Gonzaga, the curriculum most likely included English
(reading, spelling, grammar, composition, and penmanship),
arithmetic, history, geography, and Christian doctrine.

For

the upper division there would also have been a class in the
rudiments of Latin grammar; and before the year was out
these students would probably have been introduced to one of
the basic Latin readers, such as Viri Romae.
Classes continued to be held in the former WCTU
building during the fall months while the interior construc
tion of the new parish building was hurried to completion.
On December 2 Father Garrand informed his parishioners that
the building was ready for occupancy and that the formal
dedication would take place on December 8, the liturgical
feast day of the Immaculate Conception.5
The new building was a very solid if not particu
larly artistic or attractive structure (see picture on page
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The walls of the lower two stories were constructed of

irregular size, hand hewn granite blocks.
were faced with bright red brick.

The upper walls

The building was topped

by a gable roof and crowned with a cupola bell tower for
sounding the Angelus and calling the congregation to wor
ship.6
The dedication ceremonies, which were held on a
rainy Saturday, consisted of a morning mass of thanksgiving
in the new church, and, in the evening, a solemn benediction
service followed by a dedicatory address given by the pastor
of the neighboring Sacred Heart Parish.7

With these obser

vances the Church of the Immaculate Conception was offi
cially transferred from its temporary location on the second
floor of the former St. Francis Hall to the more spacious
area of what was equivalently the third and fourth floor
levels of the new building.

Access to the church was by an

exterior stairway to the third floor level from the main
entrance on Broadway.
One wonders why Father Prefontaine was not the
guest orator at the dedication ceremony.

This would seem

to have been more appropriate considering his role in
bringing the Jesuits to Seattle and in helping them to
find and negotiate the purchase of the Broadway property.
As a matter of fact, there is no archive evidence of Pre
fontaine having had any active participation in, or sup
port of, the later founding of Seattle College.

He did

remain, however, an influential figure on the Seattle

Exhibit 4
Church and School of the Immaculate Conception
on Broadway, 1894

scene at least until his retirement in 1903.
On the Monday following the dedication, the older
boys moved into new classrooms on the second floor of the
parish building.8

The first floor of the multi-purpose

facility was reserved for offices and for living quarters
for the Jesuits.

Shortly after this move the sisters and

the younger boys and girls took possession of the vacated
WCTU building.

With the consolidation of parish activities

on the Broadway campus, the Jesuits ceased to use St.
Francis Hall on any regular basis and after a few months
the lease was terminated and the building returned to the
control of Father Prefontaine.9
Father Garrand refers to some of the advantages of
the new parish location in a letter from this period.
We are bordered by four large streets, two of
which, Broadway and Madison, are the principal
arteries of the city. There are electric tramways
running on Madison and Broadway which bring people
to us from any part of the city for only five
cents.10
With these advantages in mind, Father Garrand looked for
ward to the prospect of eventually constructing a separate
church, parish residence, and elementary school in the same
neighborhood.

These plans, however, were to be actualized

only "when our financial situation permits it and the in
crease in population requires it."11
We learn from the Lettres de Mold that there were
approximately two hundred families living in the parish at
this time and that "about one-hundred-and-fifty are
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Irish."12

There is no information available on the Catholic

population in the city as a whole.

Records show only that

the Catholic population of the Nisqually Diocese, which was
coterminus with the state of Washington, was slightly more
than 40,000 in a total population of approximately 400,000,
or somewhere near 10 percent.
The largest ethnic group in Seattle were the Scandanavians, who had been attracted to the area chiefly be
cause of the opportunities in fishing and lumbering.

It is

significant to note that the proportion of foreign born
Seattle residents reached an all-time high of 31 percent in
the year 1890.1 3

This large immigrant population, most of

whom were of the laboring class, undoubtedly helps to ex
plain the low enrollment at the University of Washington
during this period, which was commented on previously.

The

same circumstance would have an adverse effect on the de
velopment of Seattle College at a somewhat later date.
Once the "mostly Irish" student body at Immaculate
Conception had made the adjustment to their new surround
ings, the school year continued without any occurrence of
note until near its end.

In May, however, the city was

struck by an outbreak of typhoid fever.

In order to lessen

the risk of contagion, all schools were closed until the
threat of the epidemic had passed.

By June 8 the danger had

subsided sufficiently to permit the boys and girls at Immac
ulate Conception to gather for a brief program and presenta
tion of awards marking the end of the academic year. 111

39

At about this time Father Garrand himself contracted
typhoid and was forced to spend the summer months confined
mostly to his bed.15

To add to his problems the financial

status of the parish continued to deteriorate as the year
advanced.

The effects of the "panic" and the accompanying

depression were still very much in evidence in the local
economy.

Many of the men of the parish were without regular

employment and their families were in dire need of whatever
little assistance Father Garrand could provide.15
going out but little or nothing was coming in.

Money was

In the cir

cumstances Garrand was hard pressed to meet regular parish
operating costs and to pay the interest on the European
loan.
During the fall months the annual parish fair along
with other "socials" brought in some additional revenue, but
only enough to meet the more immediately pressing obliga
tions.

By December the situation had become so serious that

Father Van Gorp, who had replaced Father Cataldo as mission
superior, made a special trip to Seattle to consult with
Father Garrand.

As a consequence of this meeting it was

decided that to save on teachers' salaries and other related
expenses the parish school would have to be discontinued,
except for the two classes of older boys which were taught
by Jesuits.17
Following the meeting with Garrand, Van Gorp met
with the local superior of the Holy Names Sisters.

He ex

plained in detail the crisis confronting the parish and the
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decision that had been reached.

He then proposed as an al

ternative that the parish would give control of the school
for younger children to the sisters, if they could provide
the personnel and financial resources to keep it operating.
Van Gorp's proposal was forwarded to the office of
the mother provincial in Portland.

Fortunately for both the

children and the parish, she generously agreed to assume the
added responsibility.18

From the time of this agreement

until 1902, when the sisters opened a new school on property
of their own, the education of the younger parish children
was under their direction.
While Father Van Gorp was conferring in Seattle, it
became obvious to him that Father Garrand was too exhausted
both from his recent illness and from the burdens of his
office to continue any longer as superior.

Faced with this

situation, Van Gorp surveyed the small band of Jesuits under
his jurisdiction in search of a temporary replacement.
choice was Father Alexander Diomedi.

His

The superior desig

nate, who had been stationed in Missoula, Montana, arrived
in Seattle and assumed his new duties in January, 1896.19
Father Garrand remained for the time in Seattle slowly re
covering his health and helping out when he was able with
the work of the parish.
Alexander Diomedi was a native of Umbria, Italy,
where he had been born in 1843.

He entered the Society of

Jesus in 1861 and was ordained in 1872.

While in his

studies for the priesthood he had heard of the missionary

41
work in the American Northwest and had volunteered to help
bring the Christian message to that frontier territory.
After finally arriving in the Northwest, he worked among
the Indians in Montana and Idaho before being assigned to
Missoula and given the task of establishing a parish for
the growing number of white settlers.
By the time summer had come again to Seattle, Father
Garrand had regained much of his former strength and vigor.
The mission superior decided, however, that it would not be
wise for him to resume the responsibilities of the parish.
He decided instead to leave Diomedi in Seattle for the
present and to send Garrand to Missoula where life was
quieter and the problems less weighty.

Father Garrand was

recalled to France in 1899 and sent as a missionary to Egypt
once again.

He also served in Algeria for several years

before his death in Constantine in 1925.
Within a few weeks of his appointment to Immaculate
Conception, Father Diomedi was caught up in the same finan
cial concerns that had marked most of Father Garrand's term
as superior.

All the while the depression continued to hang

like a leaden pall over every aspect of life in Seattle.
The immediate concern of the business community as well as
most heads of families was simply that of survival.
So the situation went from month to month until
finally, on July 17, 1897, there occurred an event that was
destined to have a greater beneficial impact on Seattle than
any other single influence in the city's short history.
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On that day the steamship Portland, inbound from Alaska,
arrived in Elliott Bay with its historic "ton of gold"
cargo.20

With the arrival of the Portland came the first

jubilant reports of the great Klondike gold strike.
Seattle was ideally situated to profit from the rush
to the Yukon Territory which followed.

Because of the

city's location and its excellent natural harbor it became
the major port of convergence for the prospectors and
supplies moving into the gold fields.

For nearly two

years, while the "gold fever" was at its peak, Seattle en
joyed a measure of prosperity and national attention that
all but erased the bitter memories of the years of depres
sion.
Signs of resurgence were evident on every side.
The construction of stores, warehouses, banks, and commer
cial offices to meet the soaring increase in trade began to
push out the boundaries of the downtown business area.
Hundreds of homes were hastily built to accommodate the
many families attracted to the prospering city.
By 1900, Seattle's population exceeded 80,000, al
most twice the figure recorded in 1890.

This growth was to

accelerate during the next decade at an even more rapid
rate, so that by 1910 the population reached 235,000.
Little wonder, then, that July 17, 1897, is considered a
major turning point in the history of the city.
News of the gold strike came a few weeks too late,
however, to be of any consolation to Father Diomedi in his
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financial struggle at Immaculate Conception-

Having been

assigned to the parish on only a temporary basis during
Father Garrand's illness, he had been relieved of the supe
rior's burden on June 18 and replaced by Adrian Sweere,
whose place he in turn took in Yakima.21

It is quite likely

in the circumstances that the exchange of assignments was
pleasing to both men.

For Diomedi it meant getting out from

under the financial pressures at Immaculate Conception; for
Sweere it meant, in spite of the problems that he was inher
iting, the opportunity to return to the city and the people
he had grown to love during his earlier assignment in Seattle.
Father Sweere's return to Seattle was a time for re
newing old acquaintances and familiarizing himself with all
the changes that had taken place in the city since he had
left it three years earlier.

Among the changes, the new Im

maculate Conception building and its Broadway location must
have been particularly satisfying to the co-founder of the
Jesuit parish.
In September the preparatory school for boys, which
remained under the pastor's direction, began a new year with
an enrollment of forty-two students ranging in age from ten
to fifteen years.22

The boys continued to be divided into

two classes which were popularly referred to as "juniors"
and "seniors."

While this terminology was logical enough in

the circumstances, it was not in keeping with the traditional
nomenclature used in Jesuit schools at the time, as shall be
seen in the following chapter.
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Chapter 4
THE EARLY YEARS AT SEATTLE COLLEGE:
1898-1909
The year 1898 was a time of renewed optimism in
Seattle.

The unexpected prosperity that came to the city

while the Alaskan gold strike was at its height had a
heartening effect on the citizenry.

This new-found optimism

was also shared by the Jesuits at Immaculate Conception.

As

the wheels of business and industry began to turn again and
gradually to accelerate, there was good reason for Father
Sweere to trust that the worst of the financial crisis at
the parish had also been safely passed.

Support for a more

sanguine outlook was found in the fact that the fall enroll
ment in the preparatory classes for boys reached a total of
seventy-three.1

This figure represented an increase of

twenty-five students over the previous year and was the
largest opening day enrollment since the program had been
initiated in 1894.
Encouraged by these numbers and confident of an even
brighter future, Sweere determined that the time had come
for the parish school for boys to assume a name and an iden
tity of its own.

Ever since the Jesuits had agreed to come

to Seattle, it had been their fond and firm hope that at the
center of their establishment would be a college for young
46
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men.

Now the time seemed propitious for making that hope a

reality.

Consultations were held with parish advisers,

plans were formulated, and the necessary articles of incor
poration were drawn up.

Since the project was modest and

the procedure relatively simple, these preparations were
completed within a few weeks.

On October 21, the founding

of the college was given official approval by the state of
Washington.2
In the articles of incorporation the establishment
of the college is announced with appropriate brevity con
sidering its modest physical and academic status.
The object and purpose of this corporation shall
be to found, maintain, and conduct a college in the
city of Seattle, State of Washington, to be known as
"Seattle College," where a thorough classical and
commercial education will be given.3
It is somewhat surprising to note that the archive
material from this period fails to comment on the name
chosen for the college.

Despite this omission, it appears

that in naming the school after the city of Seattle the
founders intended to identify the Jesuit educational com
mitment with the needs of the community of which they were
proud to be a part.
To name the college after the city, rather than in
honor of a Jesuit saint or other religious or civic digni
tary, was certainly not without precedent.

Of the twenty

Jesuit colleges in the United States that predate the found
ing of Seattle College, eight were given "place names" re
lating to their locations.
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Along with giving the college a name and a stated
purpose, the articles of incorporation also made provision
for a board of trustees composed of three members of the
Society of Jesus who were residents of Washington State.4,
The first trustees were Father Sweere, president, Father
Robert Smith, secretary, and Father Thomas Neate.

These

three, along with Father Albert Trivelli and Joseph O'Hara,
a scholastic, also comprised the initial faculty and staff
of the college.5
Article II of the first bylaws states that the
president of the board "shall preside at all meetings of the
corporation."

He was also to be "general manager of all the

affairs of the corporation" and "custodian of all the funds
and property."

These provisions summarize the legal powers

of the corporation president, who, by his Jesuit assignment,
was also president of the college as well as religious su
perior.

This combination of functions describes what was

typical at the time not only of Seattle College but of other
Jesuit and non-Jesuit Catholic colleges in the United States.
The president was the final local authority on all matters
relating both to the operation of the college and to life
within the religious community.
This system of dual authority held the potential for
considerable misunderstanding and frustration, as is sug
gested in the following observation of Edward J. Power, a
leading authority on Catholic higher education in the United
States.
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The wide range of presidential authority and the
inability of many teachers and presidents to distin
guish religious and moral matters from intellectual
or academic questions made for the perpetuation of
an excessively authoritarian control. The prominent
man [woman] in the system, sometimes the only one
who really counted in the eyes of the public and
the hierarchy, was the president.6
In circumstances such as those just described, the
formal influence of early boards of trustees at Seattle
College was strictly limited.

The board existed primarily

to satisfy the legal requirements of incorporation.

Tech

nically, according to the law, the board as a body possessed
ultimate authority in corporate matters.

In practice,

however, it served primarily as an advisory body to the
president.7

Its actual influence on the decision making

process depended on the confidence, or lack of confidence,
which the president placed in the judgment of the other two
board members.
From the perspective of hindsight it might seem that
Father Sweere and his small band of Jesuit companions had
acted prematurely, if not indeed rashly, in seeking college
status for the existing academic program at the school.
As has been mentioned previously, in 1898 there was not
even the equivalent of a complete high school curriculum
available to students.
The action initiated by Father Sweere would not have
been considered extraordinary at the time, however.

The

term "college" was not generally used with the same meaning
or precision that it would acquire in later years.

This
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point is particularly true of the developmental period of
higher education in the western states.3

Furthermore, there

was not then the same clear articulation between educational
levels that exists today.

It was common practice, for

example, until well into the present century, that colleges
would have the equivalent of a high school as an integral
part of the academic program.
The fusion of secondary and higher education, as it
was commonly found in Catholic colleges of that period, has
been described by Power.
The high school was really functioning in all of
the Catholic colleges, although it did not have a
separate status for administration from the arts and
sciences of the college program.. The entire course
of studies, high school and college, was regarded by
the public as a college course, and all of the stu
dents, whatever course they were pursuing, were
called "college students."
In 1898, then, Seattle College was a "college" only
in the broader sense that it anticipated the addition of
college level classes in the near future and was at the time
preparing students to qualify at that level.

Part of the

preparation process involved the establishment of clearly
articulated class divisions and curricula for those in the
lower grades.

The college followed the plan and nomencla

ture that were in common use at Jesuit institutions and most
other Catholic colleges in the United States.

The pre-

collegiate course of studies was divided into three, or
sometimes four, classes which were collectively referred to
as the "academic department."10

This department, as it
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existed at Seattle College, is described in the school's
first academic "catalogue."
The Academic Department, besides being a prepa
ration for the College course, aims at imparting such
an education as is usually given in High Schools and
Academies, but devotes more time to drill work on the
essentials of a higher education. It embraces four
classes: First, Second, Third Academic and Prepara
tory.11
The catalogue went on to explain that as the student
advanced through the grades of the academic department, the
curriculum was so organized as to give greater opportunity
for the "exercise of judgment" while devoting less attention
to "mere memory work."12

By the time he was ready to begin

college level work, the student was expected to have a solid
foundation in English grammar and composition, to be able to
read both Latin and Greek with some facility, and to have
demonstrated a competency in other disciplines, such as
mathematics and history, necessary for the successful pur
suit of higher education.
Nearly all of the youthful students who matriculated
at Seattle College lived either with their families or with
relatives having homes in the city.
no boarding facilities.

The college itself had

The absence of such accommodations

was a definite disadvantage as far as the growth potential
of the college was concerned.

Most Catholic colleges at the

turn of the century made some provision for boarding stu
dents either in campus housing or in nearby private homes.13
Gonzaga College in Spokane, the chief competitor for
Catholic students in the Northwest, provided resident
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housing for fifty-six of the 137 students enrolled in
1899. 14

It is reasonable to assume that some of these

"boarders" were from the Seattle area, which was the largest
population center in the state.

Perhaps the Seattle College

administration was not at fault in failing to provide simi
lar housing for students from outside the city.

Although

there is- no archive evidence available on this point, it is
quite possible that the mission superior, Father Van Gorp,
had ruled against the Seattle school providing such facili
ties because of the competition that this might create for
the boarding program at Gonzaga.

If such a restriction did

not exist, it is difficult to understand why Father Sweere
failed to make even minimal provision for housing students
whose homes were beyond commuting distance.

If, on the

other hand, there had been some intervention by the mission
superior in this matter, it would be consistent with the
preferential status given Gonzaga during this period of
early development, a point which has been alluded to earlier
and which will come up again.
A typical class day at Seattle College in those
early years began with the celebration of Mass at 8:30 a.m.;
the first class bell rang at 9:00 and the final class ended
at 3:30 p.m.

The school year was divided into two semesters

which extended from the beginning of September to the middle
of June.

In return for his education during this yearly

"session," the student was expected to pay a modest tuition
of $15.00. 15

Sometimes, as the financial records show, the
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school failed to collect even the total of this amount.
Here again we find a clue to the puzzle of why the
college experienced such a lengthy struggle for viability.
The simple fact is that from the beginning the school was
critically under-financed.

There was nothing in the way of

an endowment fund from which to draw support.

The only

source of income was student tuition along with whatever
little money might be spared from parish funds.

Even if the

seventy-three students enrolled in 1898 had paid full tui
tion, the total working capital from this source would have
been less than $1,100.

This amount would hardly have

covered the basic costs of operating the school, to say
nothing of contributing to the livelihood of the Jesuit
staff.

For purposes of comparison, tuition charges at four

other widely separated Jesuit institutions in that year
were as follows:

Gonzaga College, $50.00; Detroit College,

$60.00; Spring Hill College, $65.00; and St. Louis Univer
sity, $60.00.1s
The question naturally arises as to why the tuition
in Seattle was so low comparatively.

It must be assumed

that Father Sweere was aware of tuition charges elsewhere.
The answer is probably that, since the school did not as yet
actually have college level classes, Sweere decided that the
tuition should be set at a lower level for the time, a level
nearer to that of the typical Catholic elementary school.
There is support for this explanation in the fact that tui
tion was raised to $30.00 annually in 1901, following the
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introduction of the first college class.

By 1909, the year

that brought the first college graduates, tuition in the
college department had been raised to a more realistic
figure of $60.00.

The problem was that there were not

enough students enrolled in the department to appreciably
effect the school's income.
The first two years at the newly founded college
were for the most part uneventful.

The registration records

for 1899-90 show a total enrollment of ninety-one students
in the four classes of the academic department.

Although

this figure marked a continuing increase, there were still
too few qualified students, and too little interest on the
part of both students and parents, to warrant the introduc
tion of a college department.
Introduction of the Collegiate
Department
In the fall of 1900, however, it was decided to add
a small first-year college class in the hope of generating
increased interest.17

Following what was common Jesuit

practice during the latter part of the nineteenth century,
this class was called "humanities" rather than "freshman."18
The class title was descriptive of the special academic
emphasis of the curriculum.
The Seattle College Catalogue for 1901, the first to
be published by the school, defines the objectives of the
year of humanities.
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In the first year of the College Course, he
[the student] perfects still more his knowledge of
grammar, by a complete review, and devotes himself
more particularly to the cultivation of his liter
ary taste and powers by reading and imitating the
best models of ancient and modern literature.19
The subjects studied during this year included English,
Latin, Greek, religion, history, geometry, and elocution.
It is of interest to note that, according to the catalogue,
it was expected that the students in this class would aver
age between fourteen and sixteen years of age.
The catalogue has other interesting revelations.
For instance, on Friday of each week it was the practice to
read the marks of the students aloud before the assembled
class.

Once each month this reading was held before the

faculty and the entire student body and testimonials of
merit were awarded to the more deserving students.

To add

interest to these gatherings, as well as to accustom the
students to perform in public, the monthly announcement of
grades was accompanied by "declamations, original speeches
and vocal and instrumental music."20

These so-called

"academic specimens" exemplify the practical application of
two traditional principles of Jesuit pedagogy:

first, the

formal encouragement of friendly rivalry among the students
in their classroom work, and, secondly, a particular con
cern for the attainment by the students of "eloquentia,"
which is probably best translated as the ability to write
and speak effectively.
Campus life at Seattle College at the turn of the
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century would be considered quite spartan by contemporary
standards.

In spite of the limitations of the physical

plant and facilities, however, the students enjoyed an
extra-curricular program.

The most popular forms of recre

ation were handball and baseball.

According to one account,

the first outdoor handball courts in the city were erected
on the college grounds in 1900.21

Inter-class competition

in both sports was taken very seriously.

The victor's prize

was the right to display a bright silk "Old Glory" in its
classroom, at least until the next monthly round of competi
tion.
There is an interesting, although anonymous, de
scription of the first campus baseball diamond written on
the back of an early picture of the playfield.
The grounds were not yet graded. All bases
were of irregular length and somewhat out of line.
An outhouse toilet interfered with first base; a
pine stump forced a detour where second should
have been; and third base had to be moved in be
cause of an embankment which sloped out into left
field.
It was about this time also that a "gymnasium" was
set up in an unfinished area at the west end of the ground
floor of the college building.

In reality the facility was

only a large storage room with a dirt floor, but with the
addition of weights, parallel bars, and overhead ladders,
it became a popular recreation center, especially during
the cold and rainy winter months.
The first official Seattle College baseball team
was organized in the spring of 1901.22

The bright blue
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uniforms which the team proudly wore were purchased with the
proceeds from a student sponsored raffle.

Competition at

the time was provided by a variety of local high school and
athletic club teams.

The skill and determination of the

college nine is evident in the fact that the team played
two full seasons before losing its first game.
The fall of 1901 brought the addition of a second
year of collegiate study with the introduction of the class
of "poetry."23

Registration records show that the class

year began with an enrollment of nine students.

The spe

cific objective to be pursued during this year was "the
training of the imagination. "2 **

The means to this objective

was the cultivation of a familiarity with the works of the
major poets of the Latin, Greek, and English languages, and
through practice in the writing of original poetry in a
variety of traditional forms.

In addition to these literary

pursuits, the curriculum also included courses in trigonom
etry, physics, and surveying.

This latter course, which

was commonly offered in liberal arts colleges of the period,
had considerable practical value in a rapidly developing
geographical area where technical skills were in great de
mand but in short supply.
The addition of this collegiate class was balanced
by the introduction of a new grade at the bottom of the
academic ladder.

The purpose of this grade, which was

called "second preparatory," was to make possible a more
satisfactory grouping of the younger students.

Those
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enrolled in the class would have been approximately equiva
lent to fifth and sixth graders.

It was necessary for the

college to make provision for boys at this level because
the elementary school operated by the Holy Names Sisters ad
mitted boys only through the fourth grade.

The new division

left the first preparatory class to the seventh and eighth
graders.
In 1902 the collegiate department was further ex
panded to include the class of "rhetoric," which was equiva
lent to the junior year of college.

This was to be the

year in which "the student's critical powers are exercised
and developed, especially in the analysis and imitation of
great works of oratory."25

As with the primary goals of the

first two years of the collegiate program, this objective
was to be pursued not only in English sources but in Latin
and Greek as well.

Along with the orations of Daniel

Webster, Cicero, and Demosthenes, the students of this class
were also expected to master analytical geometry, basic
chemistry, and the regularly prescribed course in religious
studies.
With these additions, the complete academic program
in 1902 comprised eight classes:

second and first prepara

tory; third, second, and first academic; and the three
collegiate classes of humanities, poetry, and rhetoric.
These divisions were taught, by eight Jesuit "class
teachers," who were responsible for all the subjects studied
in a given class.

Father Sweere was not a part of the

59
teaching faculty because of his duties as academic and
religious superior, and pastor of the Immaculate Conception
parish.
By the turn of the century, the system of the class
room teacher had given way for the most part in American
higher education to the subject or discipline specialist.
This transition was found also in the larger, more developed
Jesuit institutions, although the former practice died
slowly because of the strong Jesuit ties to their European
pedagogical tradition.

Of course, even if Seattle College

had wished to adapt to more modern practice at the time,
the requirement of additional faculty could not have been
met.

To add more Jesuits to the staff would have been

physically impossible because of the acute shortage of man
power throughout the mission territory, especially of those
qualified to teach the disciplines common to the American
school system.

To hire supplemental lay teachers would

have put an additional strain on an already tightly
stretched budget.

Here, then, is an instance where Seattle

College lagged behind the times not necessarily by design
but chiefly because of inadequate resources.
The 1901 catalogue lists two administrative officers
at the college.

Father Sweere, who had previously been

designated by the.more clerical title of "superior," is
here referred to for the first time as "president."

His

administrative duties were shared with Father Edward Brown,
who, while holding a full-time faculty position, also acted
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as vice president and director of studies.

The catalogue

makes no mention of a prefect of discipline, who was gener
ally a key figure in college administrations of that period.
It is likely that the role of disciplinarian fell to Father
Brown as well.
The first formal statement of institutional purpose
is also found in the 1901 catalogue under the heading., "Aims
of Its Directors:"
Seattle College is under the sole and exclusive
control of the Members of the Society of Jesus. As
educators they aim to secure the gradual and just
development of mind and heart together.• They rec
ognize moral training as an essential element of
education, and spare no effort to form their young
charges in habits of virtue, while offering them
every facility and aid to the highest mental cul
ture. It is their ambition to form men of deep
thought, solid principles, virtuous habits, and of
sound religious convictions, without which they
deem education little better than worthless. The
formation of Christian character in the classroom
is their life's aim.25
The strong emphasis on moral and religious training
which permeates this statement reflects a priority of
values that was common to every level of Catholic education
in America during the nineteenth and early twentieth cen
turies.27

Accordingly, the primary purpose and worth of the

Catholic school or college was not to be found in its aca
demic program as such but in the contribution that it made
to the formation of character by providing a hospitable en
vironment for the cultivation of the Christian virtues.
By the time the above statement was written, how
ever, there was evident at the major Catholic institutions
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of higher learning a gradual shifting of emphasis away from
a concentration on preserving and promoting virtue toward
the primary goal of academic achievement.28

Much of the

credit for this change was due to the late but gradually
growing influence among Catholic educators of John Henry
Newman's classic work, The Idea of a University, with its
stress on intellectual development as the chief aim of
Christian higher education.

That the Seattle College state

ment of 1901 failed to reflect this movement toward "Newmanism" is probably due in part to the school's geographical
and professional isolation from the mainstream of Catholic
higher educational development.

It should also be pointed

out, however, that the academic program of the college at
that time was predominately pre-collegiate, a level at which
the goal of moral and religious formation still held first
place.
Not all the currents of change that were beginning
to influence Catholic higher education could be attributed
to Newman.

Most of them had sprung from the rapidly de

veloping and in many ways unique American system of educa
tion.

Among the more important movements of the period was

that toward accreditation and standardization.29

This move

ment had its beginning in the years just after the Civil War
when the University of Michigan drew up a list of approved
secondary schools whose graduates would be admitted without
examination.

Other colleges followed this lead and the

practice eventually resulted in the creation of regional
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accrediting agencies.

The first of these was the New

England Association founded in 1885.
One of the early goals of the accrediting agencies
was to establish a basis for articulation between secondary
schools and colleges.30

Later, however, they began to pre

scribe standard practices for both levels.31

For example,

sixteen academic units in certain specific subject areas
were required for entrance to college.

Subsequently other

quantitative standards were established for member institu
tions relating to such matters as library holdings, teaching
loads, and classroom space.

In all these prescriptions the

emphasis was on standardization.
There was no regional accrediting association in the
Northwest at the turn of the century.

The University of

Washington, like the University of Michigan before it, set
up norms of its own for accrediting the growing number of
high schools in the state.32

This action meant very little

to Seattle College at the time, but it would become a factor
to be reckoned with in the years to come.

So, too, would

the spreading ripples created by the national movement
toward standardization.
As with other aspects of the college's operation at
the time, the policy on admissions was less detailed and
less demanding than what could be found at the older, better
established Jesuit colleges.

As early as 1895, for example,

the Gonzaga College Catalogue listed specific subject re
quirements necessary for admission to both the academic and
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the collegiate programs.33

The catalogue of Detroit College

for 1901 is even more detailed in laying out the prerequi
sites for matriculation and the subject matter to be covered
in the entrance examination.3
The Seattle College Catalogue of 1904, on the other
hand, covers the matter of admission requirements in three
brief paragraphs.35

Here it is simply stated that a student

transferring from another school "must show a certificate of
honorable dismission."

Those entering at the preparatory

level were expected to be "acquainted with the elements of
grammar and know their arithmetic as far as long division."
Candidates for the academic and college departments were
required to "pass the entrance examination, and an examina
tion on subjects previously studied by the class they pro
pose to enter."

Nothing more explicit is said about the

material to be covered in the entrance examination.

This

basic admission policy was to remain in effect until the
early 1920's at which time the entrance examination was
dropped as a general requirement and the single criterion
for acceptance became "satisfactory certificates of good
scholarship from the institution last attended."36
Commenting on the admission policies of Catholic
colleges, Power points out that the entrance examination in
one form or another remained common practice until as late
as the 1930's.37

Gradually, however, the private examina

tions declined in popularity and, as the quality of sec
ondary education improved, the student's high school
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transcript became the primary determinant of admissibility.
Finally, as Power relates, "they began to adopt, as most
nonCatholic colleges had done some years before, regional
or national college entrance examinations."38

At Seattle

College the national examinations were not introduced until
the "university period" following World War II.

Here again

is seen an instance of the general time lag that persisted
at the college through much of its developmental history.
The Ratio Studiorum
The academic program at Seattle College at the time
of its founding, as at other Jesuit institutions of the
period, was based in great part on the principles set forth
in the Ratio Studiovum, or Jesuit "Plan of Studies."

Be

cause of the number and influence of the Jesuit colleges in
American Catholic higher education,39 most of the other
Catholic institutions also adopted the Ratio to a greater
or lesser degree.

This document, first formulated in 1599,

dealt chiefly with the organization of curriculum and with
the administration of the schools that the Society of Jesus
conducted in Europe at the time.110

In its original form the

Ratio provided for an overall program of studies comprising
three major "faculties" or divisions:

humane letters,

philosophy, and theology.
The faculty of humane letters included grammar,
humanities, and rhetoric.

There was no definite time frame

ascribed to the completion of this division.

The young
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student was allowed to advance as rapidly as his talents and
industry would allow.

Normally, however, the grammar

courses took approximately three years to complete.

There

would then follow another two or three years devoted to
humanities and rhetoric during which time the student worked
to deepen his knowledge of classical literature.

At the

next level, that of philosophy, the student gave three years
to the various branches of this discipline as well as to
mathematics and to whatever natural science existed at the
time.

The capstone of this academic edifice was the faculty

of theology which required an additional four years of
study.

If a young boy began this comprehensive program at

six or seven years of age, he would normally complete it
while still a teenager.
At the first Jesuit colleges founded in the United
States, beginning with Georgetown in 1789, only the faculty
of humane letters was introduced.

Later, philosophy was

added, not as a distinct division, however, but as an
upper-level component of the existing curriculum.

The

"American Ratio" initially required seven years to complete.
The Ratio of 1599 was updated in 1832 by a commis
sion appointed by Father John Roothan, superior general
of the Jesuits.

The revision changed none of the essentials

of the original document but stressed the importance of in
cluding the study of modern languages and the basic com
ponents of developing scientific fields.

At the same time

caution was urged against falling victim to questionable
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contemporary trends, such as de-emphasis on the value of
classical studies and on religious and moral training as an
essential part of classroom instruction.
The 1832 Ratio was meant to be a trial edition.
was never formally ratified or amended.

It

No reason was ever

given for this omission, but it is likely that, with the
steady growth of knowledge and advance of technology, it
became increasingly obvious to Jesuit educational leaders
that a uniform curriculum for all countries and cultures was
no longer feasible.

This reassessment was. confirmed by the

delegates to the Twenty-fifth General Congregation in 1906.
These delegates recommended that Jesuit educators in dif
ferent nations and cultures adapt the spirit and principles
of the Ratio to their particular educational needs.

To im

plement this recommendation the Congregation decided that
the individual provinces, after holding advisory consulta
tions, would be allowed to draw up their own plans for aca
demic programs and practices which would then be submitted
to the superior general for final approval.
Some examples of changes dating from this period
express the American Jesuits' response to the Congregation =>
recommendation and to their own determination to meet the
educational needs of the twentieth century.

The change

from a traditional seven year "collegiate" program to one
of eight years began about 1900, although it did not come
into general use for another decade or so.

This was the

first step toward the establishment of distinctive high
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school and college divisions with separate administrative
heads.

The Jesuit colleges also gradually adopted the

"freshman" through "senior" class designations in use at all
non-Catholic institutions.

The catalogue of Detroit Col

lege, for example, shows that this change was introduced in
1901.
Other important subsequent developments that can be
traced either directly or indirectly to the Congregation's
degree on this topic include the following:
1.

The discontinuance of the elementary classes

that had been a part of the broad college structure during
the nineteenth century.
2.

The introduction of the "semester hour" and the

"semester credit" as the standard measure of academic ad
vancement.
3.

The division of course requirements into "major"

and "minor" categories for the purpose of providing a means
of specialization within a basic curriculum of liberal
studies.
4.

The gradual introduction of a broader spectrum

of professional options within the "major-minor" framework.
5.

The reduction of Greek from a prerequisite for

the A.B. (B.A.) degree to the level of an elective.

Latin,

however, continued to be a prerequisite.
6.

The provision for expanding opportunities for

electives within the course requirements of the different
undergraduate degree programs.
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7.

The appointment of province directors of studies

whose duties included the visitation of the high schools and
colleges for the purpose of assisting administrations in
their efforts to improve institutional quality in every
area.
All of these changes had been introduced in the
Jesuit colleges and universities in the East and Middle West
by the early 1920's.
the West.

Change came somewhat more slowly in

This was due in part to the fact that the western

mission territory was not raised to the status of a province
until 1909.

In part also, it is attributable to the fact

that there were fewer Jesuits, fewer and smaller colleges,
and greater distances between these colleges in the western
states.

In the particular case of Seattle College, most of

the changes listed above came at a relatively late date.
The Elective System
The period from 1870 to 1910 was marked by a major
shift in American higher education away from a strictly
prescribed curriculum, such as that of the Ratio, to what
came to be known as the "elective system."

In essence this

system permitted the student to plan his own course of
studies to a lesser or greater degree, depending on insti
tutional policy.

President Charles Eliot of Harvard was

the author of the elective system and its chief national
advocate and spokesman.

Jesuit institutional spokesmen

were at first adamantly opposed to what was seen by them,
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and by many others, as an abdication of academic respon
sibility.

By the early 1900's, however, in response to

popular demand, parallel degree programs to the traditional
classical course were being introduced on Jesuit campuses.
Chief among these limited concessions to "electivism" at
the undergraduate level were programs in science and com
mercial studies.

Further expansion of elective course

options at the undergraduate level soon followed with the
establishment of professional degree programs, such as those
in engineering, business, and education.
One point to be remembered about the changes taking
place in Jesuit higher education at this time is that they
followed no uniform timetable.

Since each of the Jesuit

provinces across the country was for the most part an
independent and self-sufficient jurisdiction, a change im
plemented in one province or at one institution did not
necessarily influence other provinces or other institutions.
Decisions regarding academic innovations, for example, de
pended in large part on a variety of local circumstances,
one of which was certainly the quality of the educational
leadership at a given college or university.
From the founding period of Catholic higher educa
tion in the United States down to the present time there
has always existed a high degree of institutional indepen
dence which has been both a source of surprise for many
people outside the system and, in some respects, a source
of problems for the system itself.

One commentator on
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Catholic higher education touches on a few of the problem
areas.
The diversity [among Catholic institutions]
has frequently been accompanied by intense compe
tition for students, donors, and respectability.
The American Church never tried to curb such com
petition by a "master plan" for higher education
comparable to those of the more progressive states.
Nor, indeed, have individual teaching orders
adopted such plans. The Jesuits, for example, run
twenty-eight colleges without any national scheme
for allocating resources, setting priorities,
curbing institutional imperialism, or insuring
that popular needs are met.1*1
To summarize briefly the general state of American
Catholic higher education at the time that Seattle College
was taking its first hesitant steps into the field, it will
be helpful to turn again to Power.
On entering the twentieth century, and now more
than a century old in America, Catholic higher
learning presented a variety of faces: at the head
of the list stood the Catholic University with its
commission to be the major Catholic school in the
United States, but not far down were other promising
Catholic institutions—Georgetown, Fordham, Notre
Dame, and St. Louis—where university-type studies
had been experimented with for a quarter of a cen
tury. Then came dozens of men's and women's col
leges of all characters and qualities; some, un
questionably, were good undergraduate schools,
others had yet to reach the lower levels of respec
tability; and a few should never have been estab
lished. But through all these schools ran a common
thread of ambition to achieve a place in the AmeriLf 2
can world of learning. . . .
Although, as has been mentioned, a movement toward
the adoption of alternative or elective courses and programs
was one of the changes observable in Catholic higher educa
tion at the turn of the century, no such deviation from
traditional practice was tolerated in the fledgling
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collegiate division at Seattle College.

The college cata

logue for 1901 states categorically that the classical
course of studies "is obligatory on all; to render it in
any way elective would be to defeat its very end and aim."1*3
On initial reflection, one might be inclined to
attribute the above catalogue entry to the college's geo
graphical isolation from the major centers of Catholic
learning.

Mere physical isolation, however, does not appear

to offer a satisfactory explanation.

Gonzaga College in

Spokane, which was equally isolated, made no such disclaimer
of electives in its catalogue for that year.

On the con

trary, Gonzaga was at the time providing the opportunity for
limited course election in the form of a commercial studies
sequence which required neither Latin nor Greek.

This pro

gram was offered "to meet the needs of many young men, whose
age or other circumstances allow them to remain but a few
years at college." "*
Perhaps the explanation for the Seattle College
catalogue statement is related to the very fact that Gonzaga
was offering an alternative program at the time.

The

original statement of institutional purpose from Seattle
College's articles of incorporation clearly envisioned, as
stated previously, a collegiate program including commer
cial studies.

Lack of faculty or lack of student interest,

or perhaps both, was the probable reason that commercial
courses had not yet been introduced.

If such were the case,

a strong stand against electivism might well have been, at
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least in part, a defense mechanism intended to justify the
limitations of the existing academic program.
The inclusion of a commercial studies sequence in
the curriculum was not the only advantage that Gonzaga held
over Seattle College at the time.

The construction of a

new college building on the Spokane campus, which had been
begun in-1897, was finally completed in 1904.

This multi

purpose structure, covering nearly two city blocks, gave
Gonzaga the largest physical plant of any Catholic college
in the West.
$350,000.4 5

Total cost of the building was approximately
The project "was given substantial aid"1*6 by

funds from the Rocky Mountain Mission.

When it is recalled

to what lengths Father Garrand was forced to go in order to
raise $16,000 to construct the Seattle College building a
few years earlier, the suggestion of institutional favor
itism again comes through quite clearly.

In terms of ma

terial support, the Seattle school seems to have been the
"unloved step-sister" in the Jesuit educational family.
Construction Effecting the College
During the period when the new college in Spokane
was being built, there was also some important construction
undertaken in Seattle.

Undoubtedly the most significant

happening on the Broadway campus during the 1901-02 school
year was the transfer of the elementary classes to the
newly erected St. Rose Academy.

The academy, located on

Broadway across from the college property, was built by the
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Holy Names Sisters to provide larger and more suitable
facilities for a combination elementary school and girls'
high school.

Reference to the opening of the academy is

found in the first Seattle College Annual, which was pub
lished in June, 1902.
Any chronicle of the past year would be incom
plete without mention of the departure of the Sis
ters of the Holy Names and their pupils at the
beginning of the Christmas holidays. . . . This
was an event which brought mutual joy to the
Academy and to the College;—to the Academy, for
now the ever increasing number of students could
be accommodated in a splendid new building and
grounds; to the College, for now at last we could
remove tree and stump to make room for our ball
team's victories, and the College authorities
could find in the vacated building additional
space during the coming years for our College
classes. **7
As the above remarks indicate, it was fortunate for
Seattle College that the grammar school building became
available at this time.

The gradual growth of the lower-

level academic classes had resulted in a shortage of class
room space in the main building.

During the summer months

some alterations were made in the vacated building and when
classes resumed in the fall these quarters were assigned to
the collegiate department.

For this small group of students

the building provided more than adequate classroom space but
little else in the way of auxiliary facilities, such as
laboratories or a library, that one might expect at a col
lege, even in the opening years of the new century.
On February 13, 1903, an announcement came from the
office of Bishop Edward O'Dea in Vancouver which was to have
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an important impact on the Immaculate Conception Parish and,
to a lesser extent, on Seattle College itself.

It was on

this date that the bishop made public his plans to move his
residence from Vancouver to Seattle where he would erect a
new cathedral church and parish.

This church, which was to

be located on Ninth Avenue, would incorporate sections of
both the Immaculate Conception and Our Lady of Good Help
parishes within its territorial boundaries.

Since the area

to be annexed to the cathedral parish included the Seattle
College campus, Bishop O'Dea proposed to the Jesuits that
they establish a new parish with a church to be built to the
east of their present location on either 18th or 19th
Avenue.4 8
In accordance with this request, Father Sweere pur
chased a block of property on 18th as the site for the new
Immaculate Conception Church and for a future parish
school.1+9

The anticipated movement of the parish church to

a new site gave rise to consideration by the board of
trustees of the possibility of moving the college campus
either to property adjoining the new church or to some other
more spacious location.

The final decision, however, was to

keep the college at its present site.

The advantages of the

central location of the Broadway campus along with the prob
lem of financing any move were the major considerations
underlying this decision.50
Construction of the new church began in early March,
1904, and the cornerstone was laid on May 15.

The work
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progressed rapidly through the summer and fall and was com
pleted in time for Bishop O'Dea to officiate at dedication
ceremonies held on December 8, which was the liturgical
feast honoring the Immaculate Conception.51

The new church,

situated on what was then known as Renton Hill, was the
largest center of religious worship in Seattle at the time
and constituted one of the more prominent landmarks in the
rapidly growing city.52
The Struggle for Collegiate Survival
While the completion of the new church was a source
of considerable satisfaction for Father Sweere and all those
associated with the parish, there was little cause for re
joicing at the time over the state of the anemic collegiate
department.

Addition of a senior class of "philosophy,"

which had been scheduled for the fall of 1903, had to be
postponed indefinitely because of the lack of student perseverence.

To add to the disappointing picture, at the

close of the 1903-04 school year enrollment had dwindled to
just two students, one in each of the first two classes.
Several reasons can be suggested to explain at least
partially this discouraging state of affairs.

The absence

of any boarding facilities for students from outside the
city has already been touched upon.

Furthermore, as was

also mentioned earlier, the educational background of most
adult Catholics in Seattle at the time was very limited.
Many parents had only recently immigrated to this country.
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It is not surprising in the circumstances that these parents
perceived little value in the attainment of a higher educa
tion, especially as constituted in the strict classical cur
riculum of the college.

Both parents and offspring alike

were inclined to think that the adolescent years would be
better spent in an apprenticeship to one of the trades or in
the business.field.

The few boys who elected to enter the

collegiate department did so, at least in most cases, in
preparation for studies for the priesthood or for one of the
other professions, such as law or medicine.
Ironically, it was at this time that the University
of Washington, established at its new campus near Lake
Union, was entering on a period of unprecedented expansion.
Beginning in 1901, when the enrollment was approximately
650, the student body increased at an annual rate of 15 per
cent so that by 1912 it numbered 2,824.

Enrollment in the

newly established school of engineering increased over five
fold during the same period.53
It is not known how many of the students at the
University of Washington during these years were Catholics.
The number was probably quite small.

This is true not only

because of the general lack of interest in higher education
on the part of Catholic families, as cited above, but also
because the Church hierarchy in the United States at the
time was still strongly opposed to Catholic youth attending
state colleges, where it was thought that the irreligious
character of the curriculum and general environment

77

constituted a threat to their faith.51*

The "ghetto men

tality" was still much in evidence in American Catholic at
titudes and life style, having been reinforced by the antiCatholic agitation of such groups as the Know-Nothings and
the American Protective Association (APA) during the latter
half of the nineteenth century.55
It might well be asked, why did not Father Sweere
simply let the collegiate department die a natural death as
had many other over-ambitious and under-financed colleges in
the West during the turbulent period of development.

What

was to be gained from carrying on with a mere handful of
students and with little likelihood that the situation would
soon improve.

Since Jesuit superiors at a higher level did

not seem to be willing to give the kind of assistance,
financial and other, that was being given to Gonzaga, and
since the local Catholic community either could not or would
not support a collegiate program, why not be content with
building a solid preparatory school in Seattle.
Such questions as these arise quite naturally.
Similar questions were being asked at the time by Catholic
commentators about marginal collegiate programs across the
country.

In an article from the Catholic World,
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one con

cerned critic contended that Catholics were spending enough
on higher education "to pay the operating expenses of a good
college in every state of the Republic.

If there were only

some overall system of control," he continued, "we might
have and should have universities like Pennsylvania, or
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Harvard or Yale."

"We have," he conceded in summary, "real

colleges of our own, and good ones.

A small number are in

the first class, about twenty others are respectable."

As

for the remaining institutions, he insisted that most of
them should be closed for the sake of the common good.
"Some do not even teach our religion well!"
It is quite certain that this writer would have
included the collegiate department at Seattle College among
those that should be discontinued, if he even knew of its
existence.

However, he could not have used the argument of

financial waste to support the closure in this instance.
It was this very point that was the heart of the problem in
Seattle.

The cost incurred in carrying on the collegiate

department as it then existed was little more than nominal.
Perhaps it was for this reason also that Father Sweere felt
justified in allowing the program to continue.
The fall term of 1904 brought some slight improve
ment in the academic picture at the college with the enroll
ment of seven students in the freshman class of humanities.
This group was joined by the lone remaining member of the
previous first year class to give a total of eight students
in the collegiate department.

At the time there were

thirty-seven students in the three academic classes and
thirty-nine in the two preparatory levels, for a grand total
of eighty-four.
Quite clearly, one of the solutions to building up
the minuscule collegiate department was to strengthen and

expand the academic classes which were the natural "feeder
program for the collegiate classes.

Evidence of such an

effort is suggested in a statement from the 1904-05 cata
logue.
The College Course which leads to the Bachelor
of Arts degree consists of seven classes, compre
hending as a unit the highest standard of studies
upon which all future work in the various vocations
may rest. Only those students who follow and com
plete, at least satisfactorily, this seven years'
course can expect the full benefit of a college
training, or of a classical education, as it is
called. . . . Students, therefore, who wish to
enter the Collegiate Department, should not wait
until their 14th or 15th year, but in their 10th
or 11th year they should enter the class of Third
Academic of the College.57
The practice of recruiting boys of ten or eleven
years, or even younger, for the academic department was
widespread among Jesuit institutions at the time.

An

article appearing in Woodstock Letters criticized the prac
tice as detrimental to accreditation efforts as well as to
sound educational policy.
Whether or not the day is far distant when many
or all of our colleges will be forced to affiliate
with state institutions, or to come under state
control, this much is certainly true, that the work
which we are doing is being more and more closely
scrutanized and compared with that done by public
high schools and colleges; and we must be prepared
to show that our "Academic Department" is not in
ferior to the high school course and our "Colle
giate Department" is up to the standard of the col
lege proper.
We are told that the average age of the boys
entering the high school is fourteen years. Cer
tainly it is not below that age. Yet we admit stu
dents much younger. Nearly any boy when he
finishes the sixth grade of a good parochial or
public school can pass the examination for the
third academic class. . . . Here is a difficulty
which we are forced to meet, and it seems that
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there is but one way of meeting it, namely, to ad
mit no boy into one of our colleges who has not
attained a certain age, say, the age of twelve.
The author concludes his case against under-age
recruits with an argument which suggests another possible
reason for the retention problem at Seattle College.
Age, of course, should not be the only requi
site; but there is nothing absurd in making it a
necessary condition, for has not experience taught
us that boys who enter our colleges prematurely
only seldom persevere. . . . Yet many of our col
leges have learned little by such experience, for
our lower classes are still crowded with small
boys. . . . Larger boys have told us repeatedly
that they would be only too willing to attend our
classes were it not that they were ashamed to be
seen in the company of so many "kid's."58
At the conclusion of the 1904-05 school year a new
superior-president was appointed at the college.

Father

Sweere, who had completed eight years in this position, re
mained on the college staff through the following year to
serve as the first official treasurer.59

In 1907 Father

Sweere returned to Yakima to work at St. Joseph's Parish.
The following year he was assigned to the mission station at
Ketchikan, Alaska.

He remained in Alaska until shortly

before his death in 1913.

The principal reason for the

change in top administrators was that Father Sweere had
already exceeded by two years the normal canonical limita
tion for a religious superior.
The man chosen to replace Father Sweere as a supe
rior and second president of the college was Father Francis
Dillon.

He came to Seattle from Gonzaga College where he

had served both as vice president and, during the previous
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few months, as acting president.60

Father Dillon, who was

born and raised in Maryland, became the first native Ameri
can to serve as superior in Seattle.

Like many of the

Jesuits in the Northwest at the time, he had come origi
nally from the eastern seabord as a volunteer to the Rocky
Mountain Mission.
At the time of his assignment to Seattle, Father
Dillon was thirty-nine years old.

Already he had gained a

reputation as a competent administrator and business mana
ger.

During his assignment at Gonzaga he had been respon

sible for the construction of the second section of the
new building.

His many talents would eventually lead to

his appointment as provincial of the California Province.
One might naturally assume that Dillon had been
chosen for the position in Seattle at this time in order to
put the ailing college on its feet.

Such an assumption is

subject to question, however, as subsequent events would
show.
At the opening of fall semester, 1905, the faculty
and staff of the college numbered twelve in all.

Apparently

college finances had improved at least slightly because the
teaching faculty included two laymen, the first to teach at
the college.

Nothing is known about these men beyond what

is found in a brief catalogue entry.

Mr. L. Savage, B.A.,

is listed as the class teacher for second preparatory and
instructor in bookkeeping.

Prof. A. Lueben, apparently a

part-time faculty member, was assigned as an
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instructor in vocal and instrumental music.61
The need for a bookkeeping instructor resulted from
the introduction of a limited commercial sequence into the
curriculum.

This first experiment in electivism was an

nounced in the catalogue.
An early entrance of their boys into business
is desired by many parents, who at the same time
fully appreciate the thorough liberal education of
mind and heart to be gotten in a Catholic College.
. . . To meet this demand, a Commercial Course has
been introduced which, besides the ordinary
branches, embraces the study of bookkeeping, short
hand and typewriting.62
Commercial programs of varying quality and extension
had existed at Catholic colleges since the mid-nineteenth
century.

St. Louis University, in 1858, was the first of

the Jesuit institutions to establish a commercial department
that was completely separate from the classical depart
ment.63

It has also been mentioned earlier in this chapter

that Gonzaga had introduced a commercial studies program
several years earlier.

Programs such as these normally did

not lead to an academic degree but they were forerunners of
departments and schools of business, or commerce and
finance, that would later achieve full collegiate stature.
In most instances the commercial program was estab
lished for those students who either desired a more prac
tically oriented course of studies or who had not the back
ground or the competency to pursue the classical course.
In either case, Greek and Latin were not a requirement.
Such was not the case, however, at Seattle College at the

83
time.

The catalogue explains that the course would be

taught "independently of the classics, but is meant to run
along with, and supplement them-."5It

What this meant in

effect was that those students taking the commercial se
quence were excused from some, but not all, of the Latin
and Greek requirements.
The 1905-06 catalogue quoted above was also the
first such publication to make use of the "freshman" through
"senior" class designations.
easily, however.

Traditions are not abandoned

This fact is evidenced in the temporary

retention of the older nomenclature.

For example, the first

college class was listed as "Freshman—Class of Humanities."
The catalogue made a further concession to conformity by
referring for the first time to the academic and preparatory
classes as the high school and grammar school departments,
respectively.
When classes reconvened in September, 1906, the
situation in the collegiate department showed some slight
improvement.

In a total school enrollment of 140, there

were six freshman and six sophomore collegians.

In that

year, the students at the college were given the opportunity
for increased cultural exposure through the creation of a
college orchestra.

This group initially numbered eight

musicians whose ambitions considerably exceeded their
talents.

"Their progress was so rapid," however, "and their

reception so markedly improved, that their number gradually
increased to twenty."55

In this same year there was also
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established a choral counterpart to the orchestra known as
the St. Caecilia Philharmonic Society.

The purpose of this

group, with a name that typified the studied formality of
the period, was "to afford appropriate vocal music to the
services of religion and to give variety and completeness
to the college's literary and dramatic entertainments during
the year."6 5
Without doubt, the most memorable event of the 190607 school year was a near tragedy.

On the morning of May 1,

while all the students were in class, fire broke out on the
top floor of the main building, in the area that previously
housed the Immaculate Conception Church.

The following ac

count of the fire was reported in the Seattle Times'.
While roaring flames were consuming the upper
part of the Seattle College building this morning,
the students enrolled in the institution marched
out of the structure in orderly array under the
guidance of the faculty and proceeded to organize
a salvage brigade to recover as much of the prop
erty of students and of the college as could be
taken from parts of the building not in immediate
danger.
Rev. George F. Weibel, vice-president of the
college, said that he estimated the damage to be
nearly $10,000, but it would be hard to tell the
exact loss until after investigation.67
"You may be sure, however," he said, "that we
will not allow the misfortune to stop us in the
work of educating the boys in our charge. It is
too soon to say whether we will build anew or re
build the present structure. Our loss is fully
covered by insurance."
It was learned from another source that the
construction of a new college, probably on another
site, is contemplated, and that•the present build
ing will be repaired and directed to some other
work in connection with the Jesuit Order.
Rev. Father Weibel also said: "The building was
erected during one of the greatest financial panics
of our history. It represents the devotion and
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self-denial of our people and it seems tragic that
such a monument to Christian love should be de
stroyed.68
Despite the damage and disruption caused by the fire,
Father Dillon and his fellow Jesuits refused to give in to
discouragement regarding the future of the college.

Al

though the students enjoyed a brief unscheduled vacation,
within a week after the fire they were back at their studies
once again.

The two preparatory classes were transferred

temporarily to the new Immaculate Conception parish hall,
while the high school classes were accommodated in the
annex building which regularly housed the college students
and administrative offices, and which, because of the latter
use, had come to be called the Administration Building.
These makeshift arrangements served satisfactorily for the
few remaining weeks of the school year.
As a result of the fire, the question of moving the
college to a new site was very much at issue during the
weeks that followed.

Serious consideration was given to

the possibility of building a new college on property ad
jacent to the Immaculate Conception Church.

An architect

was commissioned to prepare sketches and the approval for
such a move was obtained from the Jesuit superior general.69
As the deliberations progressed, however, both the cost of
converting the architect's sketches into brick and mortar
and the lack of any likely buyer for the fire-gutted
building forced a decision in favor of repairing the build
ing and remaining at Broadway and Madison.

The task of rebuilding, which was begun in early
summer, included converting the two-story area that had
formerly been occupied by the church into two separate
floor levels.

This remodeled section of the building pro

vided space for a student chapel, additional classrooms,
and expanded living quarters for the Jesuit faculty.

By

the beginning of December the renovation project was com
pleted, at which time Bishop 0'Dea visited the college to
preside at the blessing of the new chapel.70
In the midst of all the activity of carpenters,
painters, and electricians, another school year had gotten
under way in September.

When the students returned to

campus they learned that the college had a new president.
After only two years in Seattle, Father Dillon had been
appointed pastor of St. Ignatius Parish in Portland.

His

place at the college was taken by Father Hugh Gallagher,
who came to Seattle from Santa Clara College where he had
been a member of the staff,71
There is no explanation available to the writer
for the seemingly premature transfer of Father Dillon to
Portland.
part.

It was certainly not for incompetency on his

The enrollment at the school had risen during his

two years in office and he had successfully guided the
deliberations that led to the remodeling of the college
building.

Furthermore, as was mentioned previously, at a

later date he would be appointed one of the first provin
cials of the California Province.
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In all likelihood, the best explanation for the
change in personnel is the most obvious one.

For reasons

best known to himself, Father De la Motte, the mission su
perior, decided that the needs of the mission would be best
served by assigning Father Dillon to Portland.

No impli

cation can be fairly read into this particular decision as
to what priority De la Motte gave to the needs of Seattle
College.
The incident of Father Dillon's unexpected reassign
ment has been discussed by the author because similar inci
dents will occur again in the college's history.

From 1898

through 1936, a period of thirty-eight years,72 Seattle
College had a total of ten presidents.

It would be a mis

take to conclude, however, that a turnover of this sort was
extraordinary, especially during the developmental period
of higher education in the West.

Three examples from within

the state of Washington can be cited in support of this
point.

The University of Washington had fourteen presidents

during the forty years following its founding (1861-1901).73
Gonzaga College had an equal number of presidents in a
forty-one year period (1886-1927).7 *

Finally, Whitworth, a

Presbyterian college in Spokane, had thirteen presidents in
thirty-nine years (1890-1929).75
Father Gallagher, the newly appointed Seattle Col
lege president, was a native of Pennsylvania where he was
born in 1855.76

As a young man, he did collegiate studies

in Paris with the intention of becoming a priest.

He was
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later ordained in Rome and then assigned to the Archdiocese
of San Francisco.

As a result of his Jesuit contacts both

in France and later in California, he decided to apply for
admission to the Society of Jesus and was accepted in 1886.
After a period of novitiate training and further studies,
Gallagher was assigned to Santa Clara College where he
served for several years as treasurer before receiving his
appointment to Seattle.
In the fall of the new president's first year in
office, the enrollment at the school reached a new high of
219.

Of this number, sixteen students were registered in

the college department:
three juniors.

ten freshmen, three sophomores, and

As the prospect for the college's first

graduates grew brighter, the articles of incorporation were
amended to make specific provision for the granting of aca
demic degrees.77

This provision, whether by intent or by

oversight, had been omitted from the original articles.
Within a few months after Father Gallagher's arrival
in Seattle, the board of trustees decided to explore the
possibility of constructing an addition to the college
building that would provide in particular a modern gym
nasium for the growing student body.

In pursuing this in

quiry, Father Gallagher had plans drawn up and then put out
for tentative bids.

When the bids had been submitted, he

arranged for a meeting of influential Catholic laymen, some
of whom had boys in school, to hear a report on the project
from the architect and to contribute their advice,

89

especially about the best means to finance the construc
tion.
This meeting, the first of its kind according to
college records, attracted sixteen laymen to an evening
session at the college.

After the architect had explained

what was being planned and the estimated cost,73 there
followed a "spirited discussion" among those present.

Be

fore the meeting concluded, a "ways and means" committee of
five members was appointed to work with Father Gallagher
in planning and organizing the fund raising effort.

The

committee was to meet again in two weeks.
The curious and disappointing conclusion to this
promising expression of ambition and support is that nothing
ever came of what began that night.
committee met again as scheduled.

Presumably the advisory

There are, however, no

extant minutes or even direct references to what may have
transpired at this second session or at any subsequent
gatherings of the larger group.

One can only surmise; but

there is some basis for surmise.
A likely scenario of later developments might be the
following.

At some point in the discussions the question

was raised as to the advisability of investing any large
amount of money in the existing physical plant.

It was

probably argued that the cramped quarters of the Broadway
campus were poorly suited to a successful college.

The same

point had been raised before and it would be raised again.
The next probable step was that someone proposed abandoning
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the Broadway site entirely.

This in turn led to a request

that an inquiry be made as to the potential market value of
the property and buildings.

Evidence supporting such a

scenario is found in archive records showing that such an
inquiry was in fact made at about that time and that several
real estate firms presented estimates.79

There is also

another realtor's report giving a cost estimate for a twoblock section of undeveloped property located about a mile
north of the campus.80
The question arises as to whether someone within the
group might have suggested that the existing campus be
expanded by the purchase of adjacent property.

Such a sug

gestion quite possibly was made but, if so, it was likely
quickly dismissed because the property around the college
was already at least partially developed and the cost would
have been relatively much higher than that of other nearby
undeveloped sites.
The results of probable discussions such as those
which have been sketched above were indecision and inaction.
Nagging doubts about the wisdom of investing additional
money in the Broadway campus brought about an indefinite
postponement in the original construction plans.

Hesi

tancy about abandoning the existing property and concern
about finding a buyer for the main college building led
to the shelving of any plans to move the school elsewhere.
Consequently, after some fifteen months of discussion and
debate, the 1908-09 school year drew to a close with
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nothing of any substance having been accomplished.
The above series of events is recounted because it
says much about what seems to have been the basic problem at
Seattle College at the time.

There simply was not the ag

gressive and imaginative leadership needed to build a solid
and successful collegiate establishment in the city.

It

might be argued that the hesitancy and indecision were the
result of stringent financial circumstances.

Such an argu

ment has some merit, but it is also true that the enthusiasm
and good will manifested at that preliminary meeting in the
spring of 1908 failed to be capitalized on.

It is hard to

believe that with this reservoir of support, money could not
have been found to finance obvious campus needs if only the
college administration had taken the initiative in going
out to get it.
Even if a campus development program had meant
taking on the burden of a sizeable debt, this was a common
place among Jesuit and other Catholic colleges of the period
as they struggled to become creditable centers of higher
education.

Here again it is instructive to compare the

situation in Seattle with what was happening across the
state at Gonzaga.

In 1909 Gonzaga was carrying a debt of

nearly $130,000,81 but it could also list among its assets
a modern, well equipped college building and an academic
program that was solidly established and steadily growing.
A further insight into the comparative status of
Seattle College and Gonzaga at the time is found in an
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event that took place in 1908.

In April of that year, the

president of Gonzaga, Father Louis Taelman, took part in a
meeting of West Coast Jesuits in San Francisco.

The pri

mary purpose of the meeting was to discuss the restoration
of St. Ignatius College (University of San Francisco) which
had been destroyed in the 1906 earthquake.

There is no

record that Father Gallagher was even invited to attend the
meeting.

It is likely that Father Taelman served as the

delegate of both institutions.

What is more significant,

one of the decisions reached at this gathering was that both
Gonzaga and Santa Clara should explore the possibility of
establishing Schools of Law and Medicine on their respective
campuses.

The reason behind this decision, as Father Tael

man was to explain later, was that Santa Clara was looked
upon as the center of Jesuit higher education in the South
west, and Gonzaga as the center in the Northwest.82
Not too long after this meeting, in 1912, Gonzaga
did open a School of Law.

In the same year, which was the

school's silver jubilee, Gonzaga also received approval for
a revision of its articles of incorporation raising the
institution to university status.
In the meantime, in Seattle, the first senior col
lege class finally became a reality in 1908-09.

Although

the seniors were only three in number, their presence on
campus marked the attainment of a significant milestone in
the school's history.

According to the college catalogue,

this year was designated the "Senior Class of Philosophy."
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Its goal was "to form the mind to habits of correct rea
soning and to impart sound principles of mental and moral
philosophy."33

Aside from an emphasis on philosophical

studies, which replaced the classics of prior years, the
curriculum of the senior year also included English litera
ture, religious studies, calculus, chemistry, physics, and
one class each week in astronomy and speech.
It was in 1908 also that the class of "special
preparatory" was introduced.

In the school's hierarchy

this grade was located between the two existing preparatory
classes and the three academic classes.

The purpose of

this additional grade seems to have been to bridge the gap
between the two divisions and to prepare the way for a fouryear high school program.

Identification with the high

school level was more clearly established in 1910 when the
name of the additional class was changed to "fourth aca
demic," a classification equivalent to the freshman year of
high school.
In 1912 the nomenclature of the high school classes
was inverted so that "fourth academic" became the final year
rather than the first year.

The terms "first high" through

"fourth high" gradually replaced the "academic" designations
in succeeding years.

The reluctance to use "freshman,"

etc., in the high school department was an attempt to avoid
unnecessary confusion with the classes of the collegiate de
partment.
The high point of the 1908-09 year came on June 23.
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In the evening of that day the parish hall at the Immaculate
Conception Church was crowded with well-wishers as the first
three graduates of the college received their diplomas from
Bishop O'Dea.

Selections by the college orchestra and

choir added just the proper touch of solemnity to the oc
casion.

Bishop O'Dea spoke in glowing terms of the signifi

cance of the event not just for the college but for Catholic
education in general in the Seattle area.

For all those

present, but especially for the graduates, it was an unfor
gettable evening.

Two of the three members of this first

graduating class went on to be ordained to the priesthood.
Theodore M. Ryan eventually became a monsignor in the
Seattle Diocese.
as a Jesuit.

John A. Concannon served his priestly life

James C. Ford, Jr., was for many years a

prominent Seattle businessman.
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