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A Reexamination of the Causes of
Northwest Coast Warfare

R. BRIAN FERGUSON

Introduction

The Northwest Coast culture area includes seven major cultural
divisions extending from the Alaska panhandie to the northern shores
of Washington state (see Figure 8.1). These cultures differ in many
Tespects, notably in language and social organization, but they all share
characteristics that have led anthropologists to consider them as a cul-
tural unit {Kroeber 1923). These characteristics can be found outside
the Northwest Coast, but their total configuration and elaboration
reached a peak among the Tlingit, Haida, Tsimshian, Bella Coola,
Nootka, Kwakiutl, and Coast Salish. These peoples were characterized
by {1) subsistence strategies heavily oriented toward maritime re-
saurces, especially the seasonal gluts of spawning salmon; (2) status
ranking of individuals, which some analysts dovetail with three class-
like horizontal strata; (3) highly developed redistributive economies,
centering on the potlatch; (4) an elaborate ceremonial life; (5) a striking,
sophisticated art style; and (8) warfare.

With the exception of the last, all these characteristics have been
subject to intensive anthropological research. Warfare receives special
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attention in only two published studies. Swadesh (1948} analyzes mo-
tives in Nootka war texts. He describes Nootka warfare as efficient and
deadly, concluding that wars were fought primarily for material gain in
the form of captured slaves and territory. Codere (1850) presents a very
different picture for the Southern Kwakiutl. She describes their warfare
as highly ceremonialized, involving a great deal of bluster but few
casualties. She denies any material basis for the conflicts, arguing in-
stead that they fought to gain or recover lost prestige. Even though
Drucker and Heizer {1967) challenged aspects of Codere’s analysis, the
opposed images of Nootka and Southern Kwakiutl warfare remain
widely accepted. Rosman and Rubel (1971: 139), for instance, ex-
plicitly endorse both Swadesh’s and Codere’s conclusions. '
The long coexistence of these two views testifies to anthropology’s
general disinterest in the topic of war. The Nootka and Southern
Kwakiut] were similar in their cultures and their relations to the natu-
ral environment. They were affected by similar historical develop-
ments. They had a long and extensive history of interaction, which
included war. Their territories adjoin one another on the northwest of
Vancouver Island. Yet we are told that war for one was a materially
inconsequential social game, whereas for the other it was a deadly
struggle to control basic resources. This strains credulity, for if both
were true, we should at least expect that the Nootka would have en-
croached on Southern Kwakiutl territory. Instead, it seems that the

- Southern Kwakiutl expanded at the Nootka's expense (Boas 1890:
608—609).

Warfare elsewhere on the coast has received even less analysis.
Explanations of fighting rely primarily on informants’ statements of
goals, often generations after the fact. Relying on these statements, por-
trayals of war tend to fall between those of Swadesh and Codere. Mate-
rial goals are recognized, but so are a variety of other motivations.
DelLaguna’s study of a Tlingit community provides a typical example:
“The major causes for war as indicated in the stories told at Yakutat
were the desire for slaves, for captives to hold for ransom, for booty,
rivalry over the rights to sib crests, jealousy over women, and desire for

" revenge for previous killings or abuse of a helpless person” (DeLaguna

1972: 581).

The lack of theoretical interest in Northwest Coast warfare has
allowed misconceptions about it to grow. Woodcock (1977: 183-184)
generalizes Codere's view to all Northwest Coast peoples, suggesting
that war was more a horrifying idea than a significant practice. Mon-

" tagu (1976: 250) and Eibl-Eibesfeldt {1979: 130} cite the Southern

Kwakiutl as an example of a relatively nonviolent culture. Otterbein
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(1973: 937) reverses Swadesh’s conclusions, placing motive such as
headtaking above land acquisition. Clearly, it is time to take a hard look -
at Northwest Coast warfare.

In this chapter, I side with Swadesh to argue that the underlying -
generator of all Northwest Coast warfare was conflict over critical re-
sources. However, this cannot be reduced to a single variable. To ex-
plain even Nootka warfare, conflicts other than those identified by :
Swadesh must be considered. The preeminence of conflicts aver re-
sources becomes evident only through cross-cultural, diachronic com-
parison of four general factors: (1) population numbers and distribu-
tion, (2) temporal and spatial availability of subsistence and trade
resources, (3) changing demand for resources as a result of changing war, Howeve
patterns of trade, especially in trade with Western agents, and (4) labor ceremonial t
requirements for production and exchange. Each category must be bro- were not con
ken down further to identify specific variables affecting a group at a more wunda
given time. . - This does_ no

Two social patterns also must be considered. One is the existing other 509131 ¢
relations of opposition or alliance between groups; the other is within- cal cqnmderz
and between-group power differences. Both involved problems of sur- less hfe'—or-d
vival and subsistenice. Both were structured, in part, by conflict over ,Thls ch
resources and war, Both in turn affected further elaboration of war avoid any ar

patterns. A third social factor affecting war was the social organization, refer to ever
or kinship systems, of Northwest Goast peoples. Social organization totals just o
will not be given much attention, however, for reasons that are dis- combat. Bec
cussed in a closing section. ?ecord 1s ve.
In saying that conflict over resources was the basis of war, I mean 1t.ed.' Many ¥
that the control of critical resources was the predominant goal in limits of inf
launching attacks (allowing for the secondary social considerations just spequlate or
mentioned). By addressing both the pattern of conflicts between groups particular a
over Tesources, and the question of motivation, this analysis differs for.th. Archi
from two related approaches in the study of war (see Chapter 1, this points, and
volume). First, several cultural ecologists invoke conflict over re '
sources to explain war, but they explain the linkage between need and
response as a form of sociocultural adaptation. They are not centrally Forms of V
concerned with motives, which they see as malleable and bent to soci
ety’s needs. Second, other anthropologists do invoke individual .
motives to explain war, but they accept at face value the mixed goals. Recent
provided by informants. My analysis does not rely on informants’ rec-, the ‘Northw
ollections to establish motives. The proposition that groups went {0 b.asu: patter
war when it was in the material interest of the decision makers to do. times, Mos!
so—when war had become the preferable option for people seeking dreds _Of m
ways to remain alive and well—is a hypothesis tested against actual matrilineal
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8 Northwest Coast Warfare 271

behavior. Applying this proposition to historically changing circum-
stances of local demography, ecology, and economy, one can explain
major variables such as periods of intense war, periods of relative
peace, which groups were attacked, and which groups launched at-
tacks. This is not an attempt to reduce a social phenomenon (war) to
individual psychology, for the goals people seek are structured by emi-
nently social forces. It is an attempt to link the two so as to provide a
more complete explanation, without invoking the epistemologically
nettlesome concept of adaptation.

Emphasizing material goals does not deny that a variety of other
motives, discussed in a closing gsection, entered into decisions to make
war. However, motives such as the quest for prestige or acquisition of
ceremonial titles are relatively constant cultural values. War patferns
were not constant, but highly variable. Other motives add little to the
more mundane considerations I stress in explaining these variations.
This does not mean that cultural norms and values were not central in
other social activities. Because of the costs and hazards of war, practi-
cal considerations were probably more prominent here than in other,
less life-or-death matters.

This chapter relies almost exclusively on published material. To

* avoid any appearance of selecting only those cases that fit my model, T

refer to every conflict I found that involved five or more deaths. This
totals just over 200 conflicts, many involving multiple incidents of
combat. Because of the uneven coverage of published material, this
record is very far from complete. Contextual information also is lim-
ited. Many wars are simply mentioned without any elaboration. These
limits of information are reflected in conditional phrasing, in which I
speculate on factors that may have led to a particular war, suggest that a
particular area should have been peaceful at a cortain time, and so
forth. Archival or ethnohistoric research could check many of these
points, and so test the validity of the material incentive hypothesis.

Forms of Violence

Recent archaeological work indicates that warfare was endemic on
the Northwest Coast for at least 3000 years (MacDonald 1979: 11). The
basic pattern was fairly uniform throughout the culture area in historic
times. Most attacks were carried out by sea. Raiders could travel hun-
dreds of miles, carrying provisions with them. Among the northern
matrilineal peoples, the basic unit in war was the local clan segment. In
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“The classic form of attack was the night or dawn raid on a sleeping Tlingit, Tsim
hough casualties usually were " of resources ¢

village. Hundreds could dieina Taid, alt
much fewer, At other times, enemies were slaughtered treacherously at '~ enjoyed a fav

foasts or peace ceremonies. Small parties o individuals were picked off of salmon ar
by slave raiders or in prolonged attritional campaigns. A chance meet- seashoTe Tesc
ing of enemies might become a disorganized free-for-all. On rare occa- runs, which
sions, a stockaded house or village would be put under siege (Del.aguna - coasts also b
1960: 150; Swanton 1905: 404-407).% Generally, the attitude toward ples). Some
war was pragmatic. Tactics were tailored to maximize enemy casualties from expose
and captives. When ritualized combats are noted, they are usually in those in mo:
the context of an existing potlatch relationship. The rive
War plans were made in the winter and executed during milde contact. Fur
weather. Proposed targets and tactics were debated openly. Men of - valleys, and
noble status could influence a debate to the extent of their militar this trade W
reputation, and could attract fighters with promised rewards. However,’
except under unusual circumstances, they could compel only their. The Tlingit
slaves to fight for them. A war leader had command in battle. His death.
could throw a raiding party into disorganized retreat. Most actual fight: Preconl
ing was done by a few experienced warriors, with the rest of the party " of 2.5 perso
supporting them or joining in as needed. : for the Tsin
War technology was highly developed. Villages were located in or result of a
near defensible sites, often incorporating sophisticated features such as, - Lisiansky 1
concealed exists, double-walled houses, or spiked rolling-logs. Thes to exploit s
fortifications were matched by an elaborate complex of weapons and ~ estimate, T
armor (see Gunther 1972; MacDonald 1979). After contact, firearms Tlingit det
quickly replaced native weapons in war, except for close-quarters fight- - The b1
ing.z Some postcontract groups even had cannon, or canoe-mounted some estin
brass swivels. The quantity and quality of Western weapons often 103). The I
meant the difference between survival or extinction of a local group, ~ presence i
Consequently, native peoples quickly became reliant on Western trade. (Krause 19

The rest of this chapter argues that these wars were fought to comn- in 1835 w

trol valuable resources. The nature of these resources varied with lo 409% [Krau

cality and time period, and so did the associated conflicts. To jllustrate . losses mal
these variations, I discuss Northwest Coast peoples under three head historic th

ings, based on broad simnilarities in subsistence and trade situations the food 1
Tsimshian, and Bella Coola as th before col

Grouped together are the Tlingit,

northern river peoples, the Nootka and Haida as the outer coast peo The 1
ples, and the Coast Salish and Kwakiutl as the peoples of the sheltere ~ began mc¢
' {Bancroft

straits.
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8 Northwest Coast Warfare

The Northern River Peoples

Several major rivers meet the sea within the territories of the
Tlingit, Tsimshian, and Bella Coola. Warfare here centered on control
of resources associated with the rivers. Those controlling river mouths
enjoyed a favored subsistence position. They usually had rich supplies
of salmon and other river-spawning fish, but also could use ocean or
seashore resources. Upriver people had to depend more on the salmon
runs, which were not entirely dependable.® People living on exposed
coasts also had food problems (see the section on the outer coast peo-
ples). Some Tlingit territory is like this. Prior to depopulation, people
from exposed coasts or upstream locations regularly tried to displace
those in more favorable, estuarine locations.

The river mouths also were centers of trade, both before and after
contact. Furs and other items from the interior were traded down the
valleys, and Western buyers clustered around the estuaries. Control of
this trade was a continual source of conflict.

The Tlingit

Precontact Tlingit numbers are estimated at 10,000, with a density
of 2.5 persons per mile of coastline (compared to 8.2 for the Haida and 7
for the Tsimshian [Kroeber 1939: 135, 170]). This low density may be a
result of a restricted variety of food resources {(DeLaguna 1972: 36;
Lisiansky 1968: 237; Suttles 1962: 136) and a technology ill-equipped
to exploit sea fish (Langdon 1979: 116). Or it may be in part an under-
estimate, resulting from a failure to appreciate the extent of early
Tlingit depopulation.

The brief Spanish visit in 1775 left smallpox, which claimed, by
some estimates, half the population (Fleurieu 1969; 221; Krause 1970
103). The Russians moved in around 1800, and the unbroken European
presence after that was accompanied by one plague after another
{Krause 1970: 103). By Veniamof’s calculation, total Tlingit population
in 1835 was 8650. Smallpox in 1836 reduced the numbers by about
40% {Krause 1970: 43, 63; Langdor 1879: 112). These early, frightful
losses make it doubtful that any pressure on food resources existed in
historic times. No postcontact wars are attributable to competition over
the food resource base,* although there are indications of such fighting
before contact.®

The Tlingit originated in the interior. Some time in the past, they
began moving down the river valleys and over land to the coast
(Bancroft 1874: 96; Delaguna 1972: 17: Drucker 1963: 200}. It can only
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be guessed whether the previous inhabitants of the coast accepted this
intrusion peaceably. Around contact, the Tlingit gradually were push-
ing north and west, displacing Eskimo or other recent migrants to the
coast in a process that often was marked by heavy fighting® (DeLaguna
1972: 257; Drucker 1963: 148; Gunther 1972: 140; MacDonald 1969:
245: Oberg 1973: 56). This movement, in turn, may have been forced by
Tsimshian and Haida migrations. Boas’s (1970: 355--378) informants
recalled a long series of exterminative raids fought between the Tlingit
and Tsimshian over control of the Nass and Skeena estuaries. These
occurred during most of the eighteenth century, with the Tlingit finally
Josing and being pushed north (also see Boas 1889: 831; 1895: 560mn.).
During the same pericd, some 1800 Haida engaged in a series of battles
to displace the Tlingit on part of the Prince of Wales Archipelago (Lan-
gdon 1879: 113; Swanton 1909: 89).

After contact, the Tlingit fought mostly to control trade. Between

1799 and 1805, all the Tlingit except the Sitka group, plus some Haida

(Lisiansky 1968: 223; Miller 1967: 140), launched a series of attacks

against the Russians and their Aleut hunters. Two Russian posts were .

wiped out, along with several hunting parties and camps, hefore the
Russian warships could impose an uneasy truce. Sporadic resistance

_ continued for at least a decade (DeLaguna 1972: 159, 170-176; Krause :
1970: 29-39: Lisiansky 1968: 150162, 219-223}. The Tlingit resented -

the Russian presence because United States buyers gave better ex-

changes (DeLaguna 1972: 170). More importantly, the Russians were |
interested less in buying pelts from the Tlingit than in hunting for them -

themselves. Their hunting force of 900 Aleuts was scattered throughout

Tlingit territory, and was depleting rapidly the number of sea otter
(Lisiansky 1968: 152, 164, 242} and fur seals (Simpson 1847: 222). The

reluctance of the Sitka, who lived around the major Russian post, to

join in the attack probably was due to the economic advantages that

accrued to all “home guard” fort Indians (see below and Fisher 1977

29).
The Tlingit uprising achieved a limited success. The Russians
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stopped hunting in some areas (Del.aguna 1972; 177) and generally
became more attentive to Tlingit interests (Krause 1970: 37). But the Island. !
Tlingit failed in their major goal of expelling the Russians, and at the trade (W
cost of great destruction to their villages. Constant Russian vigilance putpost
ruled out later surprise attacks” (Krause 1870: 38, 41). most al

The Russians eventually came to be an accepted fact of life, hut " provisit
other conflicts continued. Iinmediately after the Russian victory, & (Krause
Tlingit hunting party was wiped out by another Tlingit group, which benefits
led to more fighting between the two (Del.aguna 1960: 145). The rela- " the estt
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accepted this  tionship of this incident to other events of the period is unclear, Most
ly were push- . conflicts centered on control of the fur trade from the interior. Major

rigrants to the ~* river trade Toutes were controlled by the Chilkat, Taku, and Stikine

1g® (DeLaguna Tlingit (Krause 1970: 134, 136; Oberg 1973: 106; Simpson 1847: 210,
ant before contact, and may have been

Donald 1969: "~ 216). These routes were import

een forced by the cause of precontact fighting. DeLaguna (1972: 273-275, 580-581)
8) informants . reports a b-year war that occurred around 1788 or earlier, in which an
en t_he Tlingit alliance of several Tlingit groups attacked the Ganaxtedi sib of Chilkat.
uaries. These The war was motivated by a combination of jealousy of the Chilkat’s
Tlingit finally wealth and retaliation for earlier slave raids. The attackers eventually
1_895: 560mn.). - were defeated.

ries of battles The inland routes assumed even greater importance in the 1820s

were dependent on Western trade. In
8 they required a constant supply of
0; Lisiansky 1968: 239; Rich

1ipelago (Lan- and later. By this time, the Tlingit
addition to a number of other items,

ade. Between guns and ammunition (Krause 1870: 4

s some Haida 1941: 321). Because the sea otter almost had been eliminated (Krause

sies of attacks 1970: 40; Simpson 1847: 224), the flow of furs from the interior became

an posts were the main source of wealth, with the estuarine middlernen making enor-

Ps, before the mous profits. Monepoly privileges to the trade were defended zeal-

dic resistance pusly, and trespass on the routes was penalized by death (Collison

)-176; Krause 1915: 148; Drucker 1963: 129; Krause 1970: 67, 115, 137; Oberg 1973:

ingit resented 106, 150; Rich 1941: 245, 1960: 41). A Hudson Bay Company (HBC)

ve 'I_)etter ex- proposal in 1836 to establish a trading post up the gtikine was met with
{U.SSIEHIS were resolute opposition by the Stikine people, who would permit no inter-
nting for them ference with their lucrative monopoly (Rich 1941: 319-322). When the
ed throughout HEC in 1852 established a post 300 miles up the Chilkat trade route, &
i of sea otter Chilkat war party dismantled the fort and escorted the traders back to
34?'- 222). The “the coast (Drucker 1963: 53}. The Chilkat monopoly may have been the
1ssian post, to richest in Tlingit territory. They were teared widely, and seem to have
lvantages that had influence over other Tlingit (Gunther 1872: 180; Krause 1970: 66—

1 Fisher 1977: 77). Their wealth and strength appears to have made them immune to

attack during the fur trade. That was not the case for the Stikine, who

The Russians fought regularly with the Sitka.
and generally : Sitka, or New Archangel, was located on the outer coast of Baranof
): 37). But the Island. It had been a major trade center during the maritime sea ofter
! tablished their major

ns, anfi .at the trade (Wike 1951: 16}, so naturally the Russians es
sian vigilance outpost there in 1799. After the Tlingit uprising, the Russians did al-
most all of their trading at this post (Krause 1970: 41). In return for

%ct of .life, but _ provisioning the fort, the Sitka received a regular supply of trade items
ian victory, a " {Krause 1970: 41-42), but they were missing out on the middleman
group, which benefits of an active fur trade. Russian prices were not competitive, so

145). The rela- the estuarine groups preferred to wait for a U.S. ship or, after 1831, to
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take their furs to the HIBC’s Fort Simpson (DeLaguna 1972: 170; Krause ing that t

1970: 41, 137; Rich 1941: 246; Simpson 1847: 209--216). The Sitka selves as
would have profited from a diversion of the interior trade to the Rus- extermin
sian post, a conflict of interest that makes intelligible the history of war this samz
between them and the Stikine (DeLaguna 1960: 149-157; Oberg 1873: The
106). . their usu
.One midcentury attack by the Sitka on the Stikine around Wrangell - as carriel
resulted in heavy losses for the attackers. After their defeat, the Sitka midcent
“started to buy things around Wrangell. The Wrangell people were lation {T
making good money” (DeLaguna 1960: 155). The Sitka were not satis- 20 to 30
fied with this relationship, and so they killed 40 Stikine at a peace south th
ceremony [Delaguna 1960: 155). This conflict expanded to include 92; Dela
Stikine attacks on the Russians, who may have been suspected of com- buy slav
plicity in the massacre (Krause 1970: 45), and several raids on Angoon, was prok
The reason for the latter is unclear, although slave raiding figured into ran in tl
at least one conflict. (Del.aguna [1960: 146-155] provides details of the distance
convoluted relations between Angoon, Sitka, Stikine, and the Rus- preconts
sians.) Yakutat,
As mentioned, the Chilkat were probably too powerful for the Sit- raided t
ka. Durlach’s genealogical data showing extensive intermarriage be- 1972: 2F
tween the two (cited in Rosman and Rubel 1871: 43—-44) suggests that 1793 (D
they had formed an alliance. The Taku role in this period is unclear. river, Ta
They enjoyed a profitable monopoly on interior trade. But, prior to Raiding
1840, instead of trading these interior furs directly to Western agents, - tunity,
they were exchanged for slaves from the Kaigani Haida and “Hood’s . 1915: 1€
Bay Indians’ {Simpson 1847: 216). How this fits into larger patterns of of propt
trade is not explained (see the later discussion of the Kaigani). When sian po:
the HBC established its Taku post around 1840, the local inhabitants : Anothel
attempted to insert themselves as middlemen in the coastal trade, but ing him
apparently were prevented from doing so by the company (Simpson Coast. E
1847: 215}, A Tsimshian raid on Taku in midcentury (Collison 1915: - tunity
79) suggests that they did not achieve, or could not sustain, the military wars.10
superiority enjoyed by the Chilkat. - Lar
The southernmost Tlingit group were the ‘large and warlike” The dis
Tongass (Krause 1970: 74). They appear to have been allied with the bined w
Stikine {Dunn 1845: 195}, and were heavily involved in the Fort Simp- tlement
son fur trade (Rich 1941: 323). In the 1830s, the Tongass, the Gitksan : made fl
and Niska Tsimshian, and others, warred against the Tsetsaut, a divi- The Tli
sion of the interior Tinneh who recently had pushed toward the coast. to 1.5,
Some Tsetsaut groups had to pass by Tongass territory on their way to ' 1972:1
Fort Simpson. It was these whom the Tongass attacked (Collison 1915: the gro
309; Dunn 1845: 194—195; Niblack 1970: 342; Rich 1941: 271), suggest- : assignno
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170; Krause ing that the Tongass, like the Tsimshian, were trying to impose them-

. The Sitka selves as middlemen. The Tongass or a nearby Tlingit group and others
0 Tsetsaut living slightly further north during

to the Rus- exterminated some 50
story of war this same period {Boas 1895: 555).
Oberg 1973: The need for slave labor was another source of conflict.? Besides
their usual productive value, slaves were important to estuarine traders
nd Wrangell as carriers on the long treks to inland suppliers (Oberg 1973: 106). In
at, the Sitka midcentury, one estimate put slaves at 9—12% of the total Tlingit popu-
>eople were lation (Townsend 1978: 10J. Wealthy individuals around 1827 owned
e not satis- 20 to 30 slaves (Krause 1970: 105). Most slaves were obtained from the
> at a peace south through Tsimshian and Haida intermediaries (Averkieva 1941:
| to include 92: DeLaguna 1972: 177, 469). The wealthy Tlingit could well afford to
cted of com- buy slaves. Sanger (1960) also suggests that long-distance slave raiding
on Angoon. was prohibited by the heavy Tlingit reliance on sockeye salmon, which
flgl%red into ran in their territory during the period of optimal weather for long-
letails of the distance travel. But some short-distance slave raiding did occur. The

lkat already has been mentioned. The

nd the Rus- precontact raiding of the Chi

‘yakutat, who did not control a river pass, regularly raided and were
lfor.the Sit- raided by Chugach Eskimo {Birket-Smith 1953: 100, 142; DeLaguna
narriage be- 1972: 257). Baranov had the misfortune of meefing one such raid in
suggests that 1793 (DeLaguna 1972: 159; Krause 1970: 29). The Sitka, also without a
1is un.c'.lear. river, raided other Tlingit groups (DeLaguna 1960: 149; Wike 19589).
Jut, prior to Raiding for plunder alone seems to have occurred on targets of oppor-

stern agents, tunity, as when a Haida potlatch party was blown ashore (Collison
mnd “Hood’s 1015: 198; Swanton 1905: 364}, or when one group acquired wealth out
T patterns of of proportion to their strength, as when the Yakutat plundered a Rus-
gani}. When sian post and subsequently were raided (DeLaguna 1972: 261-270).

 inhabitants Another practice was the capturing of a man of noble status and hold-
Reports of this are found throughout the Northwest

al trade, but ing him for ransom.

W (Simpson Coast. But like plundering, it seems to have occurred when the oppot-
: )lhson.l‘é}lB: - tunity presented itself, and was not a major incentive in initiating

, the military . wars.'0

Large-scale armed conflict seems to have ended by the mid-1860s.
I_ld warlike” ' The disastrous smallpox epidemic of 18621863 (Duff 1969: 43), com-
ied with the bined with increasing penetration of Western missionaries, miners, set-
e Fort Simp- tlement, and industries (Figsher 1977; Knight 1978; LaViolette 1973)
. the Gitk§an ' made the 1860s the major watershed for all Northwest Coast peoples.
tsaut, a divi- The Tlingit experienced the added impact of changeover from Russian

ird the coast. . to U.S. rule in 1867, which brought chaos to their economy (DeLaguna
d uprisings against

th.eir way to 1972: 180). Yet they were not broken, and threatene
sllison 1915: the growing alien occupation in the Jate 1870s brought the permanent

171}, suggesl- ' assignment of a U.S. warship {Krause 1970: 47, 71). The final blow fell
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in 1882, when Angoon was destroyed by naval bombardment (De- trade trai

Laguna 1960: 158). before a1

Tlingit, &
The Tsimshian . Diret

’ ~ butrema’
Kroeber’s {1939: 135) population estimate of 7000 for the precon- accounts

tact Tsimshian (including Niska and Gitksan divisions) is probably too were figh
low. Good historic information begins in the 1830s, and the Tsimshian tions (M
are estimated at 8500 for 1835 (Duff 1969: 39). Although it seems likely The
that they were affected by the early plagues decimating the Tlingit, the 1831, an
first reported epidemic was smallpox in 1837. It killed up to a third of © (Fisher1
some settlements (Brink 1974: 46; Rich 1941: 271). moved tl
As with the historic Tlingit, food was not a major issue in postcon- 1969: 18

tact (post-depopulation) Tsimshian warfare. It was, however, "‘a major ment on
enticement to war in prehistoric times” (MacDonald 1980: 9). George {Garfield
MacDonald of Canada’s National Museum of Man currently is studying able trad
Tsimshian warfare, using nearly 1000 pages of unpublished accounts. the nortt
He (1980: 24) states: “‘Oral accounts are consistent that the traditional Northwe
causes of warfare were to capture food first and foremost,” 26; Rich
Family traditions tell of extensive fighting over territory before . the fort |
contact. Most believe that the Tsimshian came down the river valleys ' The
from the interior, pushing out prior Tlingit inhabitants (Drucker 1963; by acting
200; Swanton 1952: 607; cf. MacDonald 1969: 242). Archaeological Rich 19¢
evidence indicates expansion southward along the coast, to outlying the “aobs
islands, and back up the Skeena valley (MacDonald 1969: 245). Around Tsimshi
contact, Tsimshian and Bella Bella were trying to exterminate the Collison
Xahais to take their territory (Drucker 1963: 148}, Somewhat later, : dock 19
Tsimshian attacked Tinneh groups who recently had pushed out from 384--387
the interior (Collison 1915 307-310). ' they cle:
The rivers of Tsimshian territory were valuable trade highways to best-des

the interior. Archaeological evidence suggests that wars occurred over ing larg
control of valley passes since circa 1000 B.c. (MacDonald 1979: 11). The ' lasted se
stakes in trade control took a great leap when Western goods entered 390). Th
the trade network. MacDonald (1980: 14) believes that this occurred (Swanto
through long-distance native trade 75 to 100 years hefore actual con- curred i
tact. This protohistoric Western trade, he (1980: 24) asserts, de- Tsimshi
stabilized fraditional territorial arrangements and led to unprecedented : Int
militarism in the eighteenth century.1! Most of the supporting evidence _ of Tsim
for this radical reinterpretation of contact in the Northwest remains lavish g
unpublished. But MacDonald (1980: 12, 16) does describe one series of : The Kai
~wars involving the Kitwanga Gitksan. Ostensibly fought for revenge, ment in
the wars actually were directed towards control of newly important the Fort
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trade trails. The Nass and Skeena estuaries also were contested just
before and around contact. Major wars there involved Tsimshian,
Tlingit, and Haida {Boas 1970: 355-377; Collison 1915: 67, 71, 82).

Direct Tsimshian contact with Europeans began in the late 1780s,
but remained episodic until the land fur trade some 40 years later. Oral
accounts show that, like the Tlingit, the Teimshian in these early years
were fighting against encroachment by Russian—Aleut hunting expedi-

tions {MacDonald 1980: 14).
The HBC founded Fort
1831, and moved it to its pre

Simpson near the mouth of the Nass in
sent location near the Skeena in 1834

(Fisher 1977: 26). Shortly thereafter, 9 of the 12 Coast Tsimshian tribes
moved their permanent villages to the fort (Drucker 1963: 118; Duff
1969: 18). In midcentury, Fort Simpson was the largest native settle-
ment on the coast {LaViolette 1973: 22}, numbering some 2300 people

(Garfield 1966: 7). The Fort Simpson Tsimshian enjoyed a most favor-

able trade position, dominating both the major trading post and river of

the north. From its founding, Fort Simpson was the “grand mart” of the
Northwest Coast and the HBC’s most important station {Fisher 1977:
26; Rich 1941: 286, 1943: 235). In 1841, some 14,000 Indians passed by
the fort (Niblack 1970: 337).

The local Tsimshian made a fortune by provisioning the fort, and
by acting as middlemen or otherwise regulating frade (Fisher 1977: 30;
Rich 1944: 48). But they had difficulty with some visitors, especially
the “obstreperous Haida” (Fisher 1977: 31). Fights between Haida and
Tsimshian at the fort were common in the 1830s (Boas 1970 389-392;
Collison 1915: 172; Crosby 1914: 118; Harrison 1925: 146-148; Mur-

dock 1935: 240, Rich 1943: 212; Simpson 1847: 206; Swanton 1905:

384--387). The precise cause of these conflicts usually is not stated, but

they clearly involve Tsimshian attempts to profit off the Haida. In the
best-described battle, fighting was triggered by the Tsimshian demand-
ing larger pieces of fish in trade (Swanion 1905: 384). The fighting

lasted several days, until the Haida ran out of ammunition (Boas 1970:

390). They attempted to get away by offering the Tsimshian “property”

(Swanton 1905: 384-385). A much smaller fight {only five died) oc-
curred in 1841, because some Haida balked at delivering potatoes thata
Tsimshian “had purchased” {Simpson 1847: 232).

In time, some Haida arranged to trade at the fort under protection
of Tsimshian partners. Their yearly meetings were accompanied by
lavish gift exchanges (Murdock 1935: 240; also see Dunn 1845: 189).
The Kaigani Haida seem to have been negotiating for such an arrange-
ment in 1836 (Rich 1941: 323). From the behavior already described of
the Fort Simpson Tsimshian (and of all “fort Indians”), it seems likely
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that the Tsimshian were getting the best of the gift exchanges. This
would explain why many Haida later chose to trade in Victoria—a
round irip of over 1000 miles, compared to about 100 miles to Fort
Simpson. It also wounld help explain the apparent renewal of hostilities
at the fort around the 1850s (Collison 1915: 89; Croshy 1914: 117-123),

Besides dominating native trade at the fort, these same Tsimshian
exercised a monopoly on trade up the Skeena. All the chiefs were made
wealthy by this trade (Drucker 1963: 129}, but a chief titled Legaic
particularly benefited. Chiefs of the Legaic line apparently had domi-
nated inland trade since at least the mid-eighteenth century (Boas 1889:
831). They levied a tax on all upriver trade {Garfield 1966: 35; Mac-
Donald 1980: 19-22). One Legaic's dominance was aided by the mar-
riage of his daughter to an HBC official. His wealth and power were so
great that none dared attack him (Fisher 1977: 41, 48).

Some upriver suppliers benefited from these trade arrangements.
The Carrier could get better prices from Tsimshian middlemen than
from HBC traders in the interior (Bishop 1983: 154), because the HBC
paid only a fraction of coast prices in the interior (Rich 1941: 245).
However, coercion was more important. In the 1830s, Legaic led a
series of wars aimed at establishing a trade monopoly. His superior
weapons led to quick victories over petty trade controllers in the inte-
rior. The upriver Gitksan Tsimshian remained unwilling trade part-
ners. Besides doing their own trading through the coastal Tsimshian,
they were forced to allow the latter direct access to the Babine for
trading (Adams 1973: 155; Garfield 1966: 7). The Gitksan, and perhaps
the Niska, in turn waged war on the Tsetsaut Tinneh to take their
hunting territories and/or to monopolize their trade. The earliest of
these conflicts seem to have been caused by Tsetsaut expansionism
towards the coast. However, by the violent 1830s, the Tsetsaut were
clearly on the defensive (Adams 1973: 115; Barbeau 1950: 9; Boas 1895:
555—560; Collison 1915: 319; Duff 1959: 27-30).

After subduing interior traders, Legaic turned on his coastal rivals.
The Niska, who controlled the Nass estuary, were prime targets. With
no Western port in their territory, they were vulnerable to attacks by
other Tsimshian and Haida. But the Niska were organized into con-
federacies, and apparently were able to resist the assaults (Green 1915:
63, 80; Howay 1925: 387; MacDonald 1980: 19-24).

Tsimshian demand for slaves was considerable. At midcentury
Fort Simpson, 9 tribal chiefs had 10 to 20 slaves each. Some 50 lineage
heads each had 2 to 10 slaves (Garfield 1966: 30). A factor contributing
to this demand may have been the preeminence of eulachon {can-
dlefish) oil in Tsimshian trade (Gaxfield 1966: 95). Preparation and
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overland transport of this grease must have put a premium on captive
jabor {see MacDonald 1979: 39).

Slave taking was a major incentive for war in prehistoric times
(MacDonald 1980: 24). The picture is more complicated in the historic
period. According to Garfield (1966: 29), the Tsimshian either bought
slaves or captured them in raids. She (1939: 268, 273) reports that the
different Tsimshian groups often raided each other for slaves, but does
not specify the time. One Legaic was a raider of sufficient renown to
provoke retaliation by combined forces of Tsimshian, Bella Coola, and
Kwakiutl. From Garfield’s description (1939: 268), this seems to have
been before the move to Fort Simpson. I could find no clear instance of
Fort Simpson groups raiding to capture slaves affer they had congre-
gated at the fort. I suspect they were sufficiently wealthy that they
could buy the slaves they needed. Other Tsimshian did raid. The
Kitkatla Tsimshian (also known as Sebassa), not located at the fort,
were notorious for their raids on their southern neighbors {(Dunn 1845:
184; McIlwraith 1948/11: 346--356). Slave raiding and trading may have
been their only way of getting a share of the Fort Simpson wealth.
(Battles between Kitkatla and some Kwakiutl are discussed lafer.)

A few other contflicts are reported. One is the unexplained sacking
of a Taku Tlingit village by Tsimshian (Collison 1915: 79). Another,
possibly mythical, account tells of one group exterminating another in
a dispute over the catch from a commonly owned weir {Boas 1970:
306), Garfield describes a long feud between two Fort Simpson groups
later in the century (1939: 269-271). Finally, Boas {1970: 410) men-
tions a battle and a “general war,” but I could obtain no details about
those conflicts.

The sketchiness of information for the 1860s and 1870s make it
impossible to fix a date for the end of Tsimshian warfare. The slave
raids on southern neighbors do not appear to have continued into the
1860s, although a party of Rivers Inlet Kwakiutl were murdered by the
Kitkatla as late as 1890 (Mcllwraith 1948/11: 359). Some fighting be-
tween the Fort Simpson Tsimshian and Haida continued beyond the
smallpox epidemic into the 1870s. Disputes over control of trade were
not eliminated by depopulation, but the friction was reduced as the
HBC gradually undercut native middlemen {Knight 1978: 60, 231; also
see MacDonald 1980: 22). As the chiefs’ traditional source of wealth
and status was eliminated, they turned to the missionaries, who both
reinforced their positions and opened up new roads to wealth {Knight
1978: 245; and see Blackman 1977: 463; Fisher 1977: 127). Missionaries
helped arrange a final peace between Tsimshian and Haida in 1878

(Crosby 1914: 118-121).
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The Bella Coola

The precontact Bella Coola population is estimated to be about
1400 {Swanton 1952: 548). They controlled a very rich resource territo-
1y, for the entire population was ensconced on lower river valleys or on
the upper reaches of saltwater inlets (Mcllwraith 1948/I: 1). They were
spared intensive Western contact until well into the land fur trade
period, and we have no records of early epidemics. Conflict over food
resources continued longer than for the Tlingit or Tsimshian.

The Bella Coola probably pushed out from the interior in com-
paratively recent times (Drucker 1963: 15). It seems that similar pres-
sure from upriver groups was applied to them in the nineteenth cen-
tury. The Carrier sporadically raided Bella Coola settlements, and the
latter retaliated (McIlwraith 1948/1: 601}. Local traditions indicate that
the Carrier replaced Bella Coola settlements on the upper Dean River
[Mcllwraith 1948/1: 15—186).

Their rivers were well stocked with salmon, which was their main
trade item with other peoples. The abundance allowed them to pur-
chase all their slaves, which in precontact old days were said to be
30—40% of the population (Mcllwraith 1948/1: 158). But this bounty
also brought attacks from the outside. Kwakiutl groups regularly raided
the Bella Coola to obtain salmon when their own food was scarce. They
picked their targets on the basis of accumulated supplies (MclIlwraith
1948/TI: 339). After the Bella Coola had been reduced by smallpox in
the 1860s, the Bella Bella, who had not been hit so hard, were reported
preparing for major assaults on them (Poole 1872: 185). Poole ascribed
this to long standing grievances between the two peoples, but evidence
of cooperation between the two in war suggests that the Bella Bella
were after the Bella Coola’s rivers. In sum, the Bella Coola were usually
on the defensive. Reflecting this orientation, they believed that killing
or capturing people in war was acceptable, but that taking land was
downright indecent (Mcllwraith 1948/1: 132).

Fortunately for the Bella Coola, their villages were defensible. Lo-
cated at the mouths of steep river valleys, they had clear views of
approaches, and upstream groups often would flock to the defense of
exposed downstream sites. The downstream villages were often stock-
aded, and many raids were disasters for the attackers (McIwraith
1948/11: 339, 349, 362—364). Unfortunately for the Bella Coola, raiders
did not confine their attacks to the villages.

Kwakiutl and Tsimshian regularly raided for slaves. They occa-
sionally attacked villages, but concentrated on picking off isolated fish-
ers or gatherers (Mcllwraith 1948/1: 344-369). Referring to all the
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raids, McIlwraith (1948/1L: 338) states “it appears probable that at least
several villages of the Bella Coola were embroiled every few years.”

Most Bella Coola fighting was defensive, and they were rather in-
ept when pressed to offensive actions. Two attempts to punish
Tsimshian slave raiders were disorganized disasters that cost the Bella
Coola many lives and further emboldened the raiders (Mcllwraith
1948/1I: 346-356). On occasion, they even put themselves under mili-
tary command of the Bella Bella (McIlwraith 1948/1): 342). One excep-
tion to this pattern was a series of raids against the Kwakiutl under the
leadership of Potles.

Potles was a leader of extraordinary power. He did not hesitate to
kill individuals who displeased him (Mcllwraith 1948/1: 175). His rep-
utation attracted followers when he announced his intent to attack the
Kwakiutl. Three raids, over about 10 years, killed a great many
Kwakiutl and gained the Bella Coola much plunder (Boas 1897: 426—
428, 1966: 110—116; Mcllwraith 1948/11: 364—369; Rohner and Rohner
1970: 199-200). These attacks are especially interesting because Boas’s
accounts make it seem that at least the first and third raids were caused
by insults to the Bella Coola. When one reads Mcllwraith, however, it
turns out that the Kwakiutl villages involved had been repeatedly raid-
ing the Bella Coola, and after the retaliation they were much less ofa
threat (1948/11: 362, 370).

Their rivers put the Bella Coola in a good position for the fur trade.
In 1836 they were the biggest supplier of furs to Fort McLoughlin in
Bella Bella territory (Rich 1941: 325). They obtained many of their furs
from the inland Chilcotin, because the HBC post in Chilcotin territory
paid a fraction of the price on the coast (Rich 1941: 272).1? They also
had profitable trade relationships with some Carrier groups (Goldman
1040: 340—353). Yet they also fought with the Carrier and Chilcotin
(Brown 1873: 13). It may be that because the Bella Coola never had a
fort within their territory, and so never attained wealth or strength
comparable to the Fort Simpson Tsimshian, these inland groups were
tempted to try to bypass the Bella Coola middlemen, and hostilities
resulted.

The Bella Coola offer an interesting example of war supposedly for
ceremonial, noneconomic purposes. Mcllwraith’s informants swore
that in the old days, an observed error in ceremonial procedures would
bring a raid by an outside group (1948/1: 192; 1I: 19-20). There are
several reasons to doubt this. Mcllwraith suspected that this was a
fiction used to impress youths with the need to observe ritual pro-
cedures strictly. In the two cases of such raids provided by informants,
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the ceremonial violations seemed to be pretexts concealing more se-
rious concerns. None of Mcllwraith’s informants knew of an instance in

which their own people had launched a raid for this purpose (1948/1L:
19-20).

1found no information on the termination of Bella Coola warfare. It
probably followed the epidemics and white penetration of the early
1860s.

The Outer Coast Peoples

The outer coast location of the Nootka and Haida is central to their
conflicts over subsistence and trade. For subsistence resource conflicts,
the critical factor is that both had territory that was exposed to open
ocean and territory that was more sheltered. The exposed areas were hit
directly by fierce storms. Bad weather could distupt subsistence ac-
tivities all over the coast, but it was the greatest threat to those who
faced the Pacific. Many maritime resources became unavailable, stored
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food rotted, and the specter of hunger was often seen (Blackman 1976: their cam:
5..6; Brabant 1900: 55; Drucker 1951: 37; Gormly in Suttles 1973: 622; had been
Piddocke 1965: 135—136; Stewart 1977: 135; Swan 1972: 69; see Wike '\ fact, thes
1951: 62 for several other references). The high wind and surf also support
could wash away canoes and houses (DeLaguna 1960: 132; Drucker  after con!
1983 91; Swan 1972: 65, 143). Nootka and Haida on these exposed sites over trad
often tried to displace people from more sheltered sites. Conf

On the other hand, the outer coast position had advantages during on the ex
the maritime fur trade. Their territories were well provided with sea permanes
otter, and they were natural ports of call for the earliest fur traders. The better ol
Nootka and Haida achieved great wealth in the late eighteenth century appear t
by selling their own furs and by acting as middlemen for furs from the They bec
inner coasts. Their demand for slaves increased as free men devoted 1967/1L:
more time to procuring otter pelts (Wike 1951: 98). With the shifttoa current ¢
land fur orientation in the early nineteenth century, the Haida had to chief, de
confront the threat, and the Nootka the actuality, of being cut out of the at a feast
Western trade network. - left, the

The Nootka : grea_t tha
a raid o

Before contact there were about 8000 Nootka, including the some- slaves, a
what distinct Makah {Swanton 1952: 588). Their territory on the west - A fe
coast of Vancouver Island and the northwestern tip of Washington state rights tc
had exposed and streamless beaches alternating with sounds and inlets . people¢
containing salmon streams. Those living on these exposed coasts suf- _and Sw.
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fered many privations, and there was a Jong-term tendency to make
alliances with or make war on groups in more favorable locations
{Drucker 1951: 7, 37},

Several accounts of such wars are available. Before contact, the
Ucluelet did not own a salmon stream. They scouted around for the
best stream, eliminating some as targets because of affinal ties to the
owners, and finally attacked. They killed or enslaved all the previous
owners and occupied the area (Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 362-367; a
summary and analysis of 411 the war accounts in this source is available
in Swadesh 1948). Around contact, the Ucluelet attacked an alliance of
two other groups who themselves were warring to obtain streams, again
decimating their opponents and taking their territory (Sapir and
Swadesh 1955: 373-377). The Ahousat of the outer coast lacked salm-
on streams around the time of contact. In a long war, they exterminated
one group for their territory {Drucker 1951: 344—353), and soon after
attacked another for their streams. Most of the latter were killed, but
some survived by putting themselves under the protection of a nearby
group (Drucker 1951 236). The Ahousat were not always successful in
their campaigns. Priorto these 2 wars, a war party of 50 Ahousat canoes
had been destroyed in battle (Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 353-355). In
fact, the successes of both the Ahousat and Ucluelet were due largely to
support from the powerful Clayoguot, and the wars of expansion just
after contact are related to the Clayoquot aim of regional hegemony
over trade.

Conflict generated by food shortages was not restricted to groups
on the exposed streamless coasts. The powerful Moachat. moved their
permanent village site 10 Nootka Sound just after contact in order to
better control the Western trade (Nicholson 1962: 28). In doing so, they
appear to have weakened their control of food-producing territory.
They became dependent on supplies from the Spanish post (Vancouver
1967/I1: 304), and when they took fish from their old territory, the
current occupants deeply resented it. Maquina, the famous Moachat
chief, dealt with this resistance by slaughtering 40 of the hostile group
at a feast (Nicholson 1962: 28). In 1804, a few years after the Westerners
left, the Moachat were experiencing famine. The discontent was so
great that Maquina feared for his life. He defused this threat by leading
a raid on a large village some distance away, returning with plunder,
slaves, and enough food for a great feast {Jewitt 1896: 191-195).

A family legend from before contact centers on the alienation of
rights to drift whales by a marriage. In the ensuing war, some 850
people are said to have died, and the losers’ territory was taken (Sapir
and Swadesh 1955: 339-341). Claims to drift whales were a regular
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source of trouble for the Nootka (Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 382; Brabant tive networ.
1900: 59). Another account from before contact tells of the war between . throughout
four Ahousat bands. One of the four massacred another, and then the® Direct
nobles of the victorious band began exploiting everyone else.l® A ° generated 1
breaking point was reached, and the exploiters all were killed (Sapir : confederac:
and Swadesh 1955: 346--349). Spanish pc

Several Nootka wars around contact and in the 1850s involved guot Soumn
more than subsistence resources. These wars are associated with the . WEEe exXcer
Nootka confederacies. In seeking their causes, the discussion leads to. Howay 19t
an examination of how aspects of war, trade, and contact combined to chiefs, Ma
produce changes in the political economy of the Nootka. dominated

Around contact, the Nootka were grouped into at least five con- Meares 17
federacies, plus a number of smaller independent groups (Drucker 1951: 18,
1951: 5; 1963: 122). The exact nature of these confederacies, and of The C
early explorers’ reports of hierarchical relations between groups,' nev- contact, in
er has been clear. Drucker (1983) has asserted that the confederacies ed (Druck
were ceremonial orderings, and had no political unity outside of war- preparing
fare situations. Several bits of evidence suggest that the confederacies paid them
and reported hierarchical relations were more than ceremonial but less (Howay 1
than political—they centered on the control of trade. contact {}

The imposition of native middlemen in trade was a clear pattern Spanish ¢
among the Nootka. In their first major contact with Europeans in 1778, quot furt]
Cook observed the enforcement of a trade monopoly by the strongest powerful

group in Nootka Sound (the Moachat?): - directly v
. hehadar

was the «

our first friends, or those who lived in the Sound seemed determined fo
ingross us entirely to themselves. This we saw on several other occasions, nor
were all those who lived in the Sound united in the same cause; the Weakest “declarert
were frequently obliged to give way to the Strong, and were sometimes plun- ently lost
dered of every thing they had, without attempting to make the least resistance ananish
(Beaglehole 1967: 299; also see 302, 326). 1959). T

In 1788 Meares (1790: 142—149) noted forcible monopolization of trade . aregular
by the Clayoquot. A century later, the Moachat still were forcing the up- their reg
canal Muchalot to trade exclusively through them, and to accept greatly guns anc
inflated costs for the Western goods (Jacobsen 1977: 61). ' tage of t

The genesis of forced middlemen relations in precontact times can secured
be related to long-distance native trade. The west coast of Vancouver - late 178
Island was a main route between the peoples of the north and those of power v
the Washington and Oregon coasts (Mozino 1970: 63; Swan 1869: 30). Int
This trade may have worked in the same manner as the later slave extract ¢
trade, when large groups intercepted passing trade, buying and resell- it was ¢
ing to the next large group at a higher price (Sproat 1868: 92). [f Mac- 1896: 1
Donald’s (1979) hypothesis on Western goods filtering in through na- These e
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tive networks is correct, these routes may have been increasing in value
throughout the eighteenth century.

Direct contact and accelerated Western trade Taised the stakes, and
generated more conflict (see Meares 1790: 196). The two dominant
confederacies were led by the Moachat of Nootka Sound (the site of a
Spanish post and a major trade center) and by the Clayoguot of Clayo-
quot Sound (the major port for U.S. ships [Gunther 1972: 52]}. Both
were exceptionally numerous, wealthy, and powerful (Fisher 1977: 18;
Howay 1969: 382; Jewitt 1896: 134n.; MoKelvie 1946: 36). Their head
chiefs, Maquina of Moachat and Wickananish of Clayoguot, totally
dominated regional trade and amassed great fortunes (Fisher 1977: 12;
Meares 1790: 145-157, 184, 228230, Vancouver 1967/11: 307; Wike
1951: 16, 18). -

The Clayoquot achieved their position by a series of wars around
contact, in which at least five local groups were wiped out or subjugat-
ed (Drucker 1951 240--243). In 1791, Hoskins observed Wickananish
preparing to attack another group “who had not of late in every respect
paid them that homage which they thought due to so great a nation”
(Howay 1969: 269}. The Moachat also were involved in wars around
contact (Jane 1930: 110; Msares 1790: 196, 267) and could tell the
Spanish of wars dating back 200 years (Mozino 1970 63). The Clayo-
quot further attempted to impose a middleman relationship on the
powerful Makah under chief Tatoosh. In 1788, Tatoosh refused to deal
directly with Waestern traders. Meares (1790: 155-157) was certain that
he had an arrangement to deliver his furs to Wickananish. But Tatoosh
was the chief of a large, strong group, and around this same time he
“declared war” on Wickananish {Meares 1790 179}, The Makah appar-
ently lost, for the next year peace was restored and they regarded Wick-
ananish as superior because of his military strength (Narvaez in Wike
1959). The Makah had been at a real disadvantage, because they lacked
a regularly visited port (Nicholson 1962: 14). The Clayoquot had used
their regular contact with U.S. ships to obtain enormous uantities of
guns and ammunition (Howay 1969: 43; Mozino 1970: 16). The advan-
tage of the Clayoquot and Moachat in terms of firepower apparently

secured unchallenged dominance, for no wars are reported between the
Jate 1780s and just after the turn of the century. As we shall see, their
power was challenged effectively at a later date.

In the normal course of affairs, Moachat and Clayoguot did not
extract a share of another group’s trade by naked expropriation. Rather,
it was done through unbalanced ceremonialized gift exchange (Jewitt
1896 138; Meares 1790: 120, 142—-147; also see Howay 1969 265).
These exchanges undoubtedly were related to the affinal ties powerful
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chiefs imposed on less powerful groups. Powerful chiefs took brides
from their military inferiors, and gave as brides their close female kin
(Jane 1930: 105; Meares 1790: 229, 268; Wike 1951: 99). According to
Meares (1790: 229), it was through these relationships that the strong
chiefs exercised “power’” over other groups. Other than allegiance in
war, Meares does not specify what “power” meant, but Mozino, who
lived among the Nootka for 6 months in 1792, was more specific. He
(1970: 42) concluded, tentatively, that their “civil administration” was
“purely economic.” So it seems that the ceremonial and military
unions and hierarchies also were economic arrangements cenfering on
the control of trade.*s

What of the internal structure of the Moachat and Clayoquot
groups? Ruyle (1973) relies heavily on reports about them in arguing
that Northwest Coast societies represented an “incipient stratification
system.” Was the nonslave population “incipiently stratified”’? To an-
swer this, we must first consider in a general way how factors of war,
trade, and contact could combine to lay the basis for stratification.
Under certain circumstances, commoners and lesser nobles may have
tound it in their short-term interests to support developments leading
to the creation of a ruling class.

If part of a middleman’s wealth were redistributed within his local
group, members would have an interest in supporting his attempts to
control trade. But because middiemen kept much of their wealth, the
wealth gap separating them from commoners grew much wider (Wike
1951: 97). The support of European traders, which was essential after
contact for maintenance of profitable middleman positions, also em-
phasized the distinctiveness and reinforced the power of a few nobles
(Collins 1950: 340; Howay 1969: 309; Jane 1930: 23, 54, 115; Krause
1970: 45; Strange 1928: 19; Suttles 1958: 169). Regional dominance led
to a greater concentration of wealth from trade in a central village, but it
also increased social impaction. Dissatisfied individuals were less able
to remove themselves from an overbearing chief’s domain (Wike 1958:
224).

Possession of many slaves by the nobles would be supported by
commoners, because slaves did much of the drudge work for a group
{see note 8). Jewitt's {1931) log suggests that slaves may have been a
kind of labor bank. With ecological and social (see Ferguson 1983)
limitations on food storage, slaves were available for intensive exploita-
tion in periods of shortage. Jewitt, who was held as a slave, was over-
worked and underfed especially at these times. Slaves also were used
to protect their owners and enforce their will, even within the local
group (Jewitt 1896: 189; Sproat 1868: 114; also see Drucker and Heizer
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1067: 91). Fierce warriors were useful in confrontations with external
enemies, but they also could intimidate members of their own group
(Boas 1966: 106; Codere 1950: 99; Collins 1950: 100; Garfield 1966: 37).
Several instances are reported of nobles attempting to coerce and.
exploit commoners, bul most of these were unstable and short-lived
situations (Boas 1966: 45; Haeberlin and Gunther 1930: 58; Sapir and
gwadesh 1955: 346—349; Suttles 1958: 162, 176; Wike 1958: 223}.
Among the Clayoguot and Moachat of circa 17851802, however, the
factors just described came together in a way conducive to the forma-
tion of a relatively stable exploitative class {Fisher 1977: 16, 18; Howay
1969: 382; Jane 1930: 23-36, 104, 115—117; jewitt 1896: 131; Meares
1790: 145147, 196, 228; Vancouver 1967/111; 307; Wike 1951: 16, 18,

99).

Contemporaries reported that the nobles were set apart from the
rest of the people by marriage, burial arrangements, food consumption,
status markers, deference behaviors, and presumed spirit qualities
(Howay 1969: 65, 386; Jane 1930: 29, 98-115; Mozino 1970: 13--30).
They also stated that the head chief could decree death as punishment
for misbehavior (Jane 1930: 23, 115; Mozino 1970: 43). Nootka chiefs by
tradition were titular owners of group territories (Drucker 1951: 248).

Clayoquot and Moachat chiefs got a share of the produce of land and
sea (Jane 1930: 111}, and goaded their people to work longer and harder
(Jane 1930: 111; Jewitt 1931: 46; Meares 1790: 149, 265). But chiefs also

“sought to atiract new followers (Jane 1930: 108). Jewitt notes that even

Magquina’s power, although considerable, had limits when it came to
economic exploitation:
The king, or head Tyee is thele leader in war, in the management of which he
is perfectly absolute. He is also president of their councils, which are almast
always regulated by his opinion. But he has no kind of power over the proper-
ty of his subjects, nor can he require them to contribute to his wants, being in
this respect no more privileged than any other person. (Jewitt 1896: 215)

There is no suggestion that Nootka chiefs had the power to deny their
followers access to food-producing territory. Because unequal access to
“the basic resources that sustain life” is a key diagnostic used to dis-
tinguish ranked from stratified societies (Fried 1967: 186), this indi-
cates that the Nootka were not stratified. But if we consider the vitally
important Western trade goods, and the unequal access that militarily
dominant chiefs had to their source (the Western traders), then some
Nootka communities clearly were stratified, or perhaps were even fleet-
ing secondary states (see Fried 1967: 230).

Thus, the answer to the stratification question must be a qualified
yes; qualified because the Moachat and Clayoquot represent unusual
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situations, and the internal hierarchy clearly was dependent on con-
tinuing Western support. Within 2 years of the withdrawal of the Euro

peans, Maguina foared assassination (Jewitt 1896: 189) and the nobles _;

were “brought so low as to be obliged to go a fishing"” (Jewitt 1931: 80}.
Further, stratification was limited. Ruling cliques made their fortunes
by dominating regional trade. This required attracting and holding a
sizable force of armed memn, which set limits on internal exploitation.

War, trade, and contact interacted in this instance to promote mili-
tary, economiec, and political centralization, up o a point. This central-
ization, in turn, affected war patterns. Moachat and Clayoquot chiefs
had real power to decide war plans. They could call on “vassals” and
field larger war parties. Their goals were less to destroy enemies than to
conquer and exploit them. 1 suspect that similar developments oc-
curred elsewhere on the Northwest Coast, where published descrip-
tions are less complete. A more detailed study of warfare would have to
take this possibility into account.

The favored trade position of the Nootka did. not last. Sea otter
were hunted out quickly, in some areas by 1792 (Mozino 1970 48).
Traders became more familiar with the coastline and were shifting to
other trading areas by 1799 (Wike 1951: 16). The Nootka's first response
to this change was to plunder those ships that did arrive. The Boston
was taken by Moachat in 1803 (Jewitt 1896: 63—68) and the Tonquin by

the Clayoquot in 1811 (Franchere 1969: 124—127). Of course, this -

only increased their isolation. But the scarcity of land furs in Nootka
territory gave traders little incentive to visit (Brown 1896: 18; Dunn
1845; 166; Jewitt 1896: 61). The “Nootka could make no effective re-
sponse to this experience and they lapsed into obscurity as far as Euro-
pean traders were concerned” (Fisher 1977: 44).

I found only one report of conflicts for the period between 1810

and 1850 {Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 381—384). This may be due in part :
to the lack of information from this period (Drucker 1951: 12}, but the -

small scale of the fighting in the report suggests that this was a time of
genuine peace. This is to be expected: with no trade, there could be no

conflict over trade. The balance of population with food Tesources is .

less clear. Only one relatively minor outbreak of smallpox is reported
for early-contact Nootka (Wike 1951: 58), but syphilis was widespread
by the early 1790s {Jane 1930: 115; also see Sproat 1868: 275}. It seems
highly likely that over 20 years of intensive contact resulted in signifi-
cant depopulation, so the absence of reports of fighting over salmon
streams may be related to a drop in numbess,

{solation from Waesterners, however, meant relative isolation from
their diseases. In the early 1850s the Nootka population was estimated
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at 7800 (Grant 1857: 293}, about the level at contact.?” This population
renewal figured in the incredibly intense period of warfare from about
1850 until the early 1860s.

The three reasonably full accounts of wars in this period involve

(1) the Clayoquot and Moachat against the Kyoquot (Drucker 1951: 340,
Jacobsen 1977: 66—69; Nicholson 1962: 79; Sproat 1868: 188-196); (2)
the Moachat and others against the Muchalot (Drucker 1951: 232—234,
345-365); and (3) all the tribes in Barkley Sound against each other
(Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 412-439). Additionally, there is mention of
10 other wars Or Inassacres (Barrett-Lennard 1862: 41, 134; Brown
1896: 21—27; Drucker 1951: 362, 364; Nicholson 1962: 14, 78; Sproat
1868: 153, 196). Riley (1968: 80) refers to wars between the Cape Flat-
tery and Ozette Makah that probably date to this period (also see
Cunther 1927: 184). There is no reason to believe this list exhausts the
actual conflicts.

Primarily, the war against the Muchalot was to gain their fishing
area. One episode of the long war in Barkley Sound was over a river.
Colson (1953: 47) reports that the Makah were attacked regularly for
their streams, and her statement also probably relates to this period.
However, smallpox in 1852 {Drucker 1951: 12) must have eased some
of the pressure for food, and the general impression of total war
throughout the period calls for other factors in the explanation.

One factor is the increased value of slaves. Slaves always were
important to the Nootka. Donald (1983) has claimed that Nootka society
was “based on” slave labor. With the development of Victoria into a
major trade center in the 1840s, their value as an item of trade was
increased greatly. Victoria became the center of the regional slave trade.

Female slaves to be used as prostitutes were especially valuable, com-

manding a price of nearly £30 worth of goods. The larger tribes regular-

ly raided smaller tribes, oither selling directly to Victoria or to middle-
men on the south coast of Fuca (Sproat 1868: 92). The chronic raiding
would prompt more raiding, hecause selling slaves was a major way of
obtaining the weapons needed for defense (Sapir and Swadesh 1955:
417). The capturing of slaves is prominent in each of the three war

accounts.

Another factor was a new industry that came to the Nootka in the

1850s. This was the processing of dogfish livers into oil for sale to the
growing lumber industry. The oil was used to grease planks over which
logs slid (Stewart 1877: 15 3). It rapidly became the major occupation of
the Nootka, and the first major source of trade goods since the sea otter.
Schooners scoured the coast looking for suppliers (Brown 1896: 118~
119; Drucker 1951: 12, 45, 56; Sproat 1868: 4, 53). The Makah both
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produced oil and acted as middlemen for more northern groups. They
sold an average of 5000 gallons per year, up to 16,000 gallons, for 50¢
per gallon (Swan 1869: 31—-32). This labor-intensive industry must
have increased the demand for slaves, and may have brought on direct
competition for rich doglish fishing grounds. Tt certainly brought back
the dispute over regional hegemony over trade,

I could not find much information about the Moachat during this
period, but the Clayoguot had not changed. They were still much-
feared raiders (Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 414). Sproat (1868: 114) noted
that they were the only tribe in which he had observed an annual

“tribute” to the chief. Other Nootka complained that they freely altered

potlatch procedures to suit their interests, and nothing could be done
about it (Drucker 1951: 243). The Clayoquot convinced the Moachat to

join them in an unsuccessful expedition against the Kyoquot, with the

goal of reducing them to “a tributary tribe” (Drucker 1951: 189}
But the trade situation had changed. The resources how were more

diffuse. The traders travelled the coast, and there was no European
center to monopolize, Guns were not concentrated in the hands of a
few. So when the Clayoquot's allies, the Ucluelet, tried to “bully” the :
other tribes of Barkley Sound (Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 413], they were
faced with fierce resistance that lasted several years.'® The Clayoquot
were challenged even at home, for Brown (1896: 25) reports that in ~
1863 the five tribes of Clayoquot Sound were locked in combat. By ;
1881, both the Moachat and Clayoquot had been “conquered and plun-
dered repeatedly” (Jacobsen 1977: 61). The most fearsome tribe at that -
time was the Chickliset, one of the anti-Ahousat alliance of 20 years :

garlier (Jacobsen 1977: 66). But by 1881, real Nootka warfare was al
ready a thing of the past.
War and the smallpox of 1863 had reduced Nootka numbers dras

tically (Brown 1896: 20-27; Sproat 1868: 275). Slaves would still be -

valuable and an incentive to raid, but the increasing presence of West

ern war-ships brought a gradual suppression of such raiding (Sproat :
1868: 153; Swan 1869: 51). The later conflicts that are reported lack the

intensity of former times, and were terminated more easily (Sapir and

Swadesh 1955: 442, 443, 451—457). Drucker (1951: 13} puts the official -

end of Nootka warfare at 1875, when Father Brabant established a mis
sion at Hesquiat,

The Haida

An analysis of Haida warfare faces a major problem. We have many

accounts of wars, supplied mostly by Swanton (1905: 364448}, but
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these accounts lack contextual information and, more importantly,
even approximate dates, which makes them difficult to use. Because
there were no Western settlements in Haida territory until the second
half of the nineteenth century, contextual information for the wars from
other sources also is scarce. For these reasons, this reconstruction must
be regarded as more tentative than others. :

Dawson (in Langdon 1979: 112} put the precontact Haida popula-

tion at 8000 for the Queen Charlotte Islands, plus 1800 more for the
Kaigani Haida of the Prince of Wales Archipelage. The density per mile
of coast (8.3) is about the same as the Nootka (8.2) (Kroeber 1939: 170).
This dense population was supported by a relatively fragile resource
base. There were no deer on the islands, and the variety of other land
fana was restricted compared to the mainland (Suttles 1962: 136, 137).
Their salmon runs were smaller than other coast peoples, and they
relied heavily on halibut and other ocean fish (Blackman 1975, 1976;
Langdon 1979: 113; Stewart 1977: 20, 145). At the same time, they
experienced winter winds up to 90 mph, and winds often of 50-80
mph during other seasons {Duff and Kew 1958). Protection from the
elements was a primary consideration in choosing house sites (Brink
1974: 21), but regardless of location, all Haida could face severe food
shortages by the end of winter (Blackman 1976: 4--6}. The subsistence
problems of the Haida makes it likely that their migration from the
mainland in the distant past was the result of forced displacement,
rather than of the attraction of greater access to marine mamimals, as
Inglis (1970: 155—156} has suggested.

These subsistence problems would be severe especially on the
west coast and on exposed sections of the north coast. In contrast, the
east coast was known as “the coast where canoes can land easily”
(Swanton 1905: 374). The ecology of the west and north explains the
Kaigani migration.

Early in the eighteenth century, the Haida of the west coast were
raiding other Haida and Tsimshian. The victims combined forces in a
prolonged campaign, and finally scored decisive victories. Shortly
thereafter, around 1720, the west coast people and people from a
densely populated section of the north coast fought their way into
Tlingit territory in the Prince of Wales Archipelago. Wars with the
Tlingit over territory appear to have continued up to the time of contact

{Harrison 1925: 43; L.angdon 1979: 113; Swanton 190%: 89; Boas 1970:
380-385 may be a part of this). This migration left the west coast of the
Queen Charlotte Islands largely depopulated at contact (Dixon 1968:
224; Howay 1969: 351). Later, some groups from the east were driven to
the west by wars {Dalzell 1968: 318}, and then wars between the west
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coast groups and other Haida resumed (Swanton 1905: 373376, 380~
383). When diseases later reduced the Haida population, those living
on the west coast moved to more favorable eastern sites (Brink 1974: 23,
30; Dawson 1880: 117).

Swanton {1905: 404-425; 1909: 232--233) reports several other
conflicts from before or around contact, but there is not enough infor-
mation provided to demonstrate that they were over resources. Collison
(1915: 172) reports a precontact tradition of a fight begun over a drift
whale, which suggests that the Haida were no better than the Nootka at
sharing these windfalls peaceably.

Precontact accounts of slave raiding between Haida groups (Swan-
ton 1905: 415) and against the Nootka (Curtis 1916: 54-56; Meares
1790: 196) and Tsimshian (MacDonald 1980: 12), suggest that the Haida
may have been more involved in such early raiding than other coast
peoples. This would not be surprising. Besides their normal value for
labor, slaves would be especially valuable to the Haida for exchange
‘purposes (see Simpson 1847: 216). By holding Tlingit or Tsimshian
captives for ransom (Murdock 1935: 242), or by trading slaves from
elsewhere, the Haida could obtain a share of the wealth of the precon-
tact interior trade. Perhaps slaves were used to obtain eulachon oil,
which would be especially valuable for the Haida at winter’s end. Be-
cause no eulachon ran in Haida territory, they traditionally obtained .
the oil through barter with the Tsimshian {Dawson 1880: 112). :

The advent of Western trade drastically changed the Haida’s for- -
tunes. Sea otter was plentiful. Dixon, on the first trade visit to Haida -
territory in 1787, obtained 1821 pelts (Dixon 1968: 228). The trade -
quickly made the Haida the wealthiest people on the coast (Gunther
1972: 130; Murdock 1935: 240—241). But unlike the Nootka, no West- .
ern posts were established within their territory. This had several -
ramifications. . '

One was the Haida’s proclivity for attacking ships. At least five :
trade vessels were attacked by the Haida between 1791-1795.1 Two
were repulsed, with high native losses, but three were successful, with
the crews killed and ships plundered (Howay 1925: 292—-301; also see .
Brink 1974: 38; Fisher 1977: 15—16; Harrison 1925: 40}. These attacks
were motivated in large part by the high-handed tactics of the traders, ﬁ
but the temptation of such a concentration of wealth goods certainly -
must have also encouraged the attacks. The Nootka, too, had tried to :
capture the first trade ship that visited them (Howay 1925: 288), but
they soon saw and clearly stated as much, that the wealth derived from
a constant Western presence far outweighed the temporary abundance '
from one plundered ship (Vancouver 1967/11: 307). It was not until the :
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regular settlements were removed that the Nootka again attacked ships
in earnest, For the Haida, the alternative of long-texm cooperation had
not been an option.

The absence of Western centers also limited the ability of a few
groups to control trade. Colnett in 1787 witnessed an apparent attempt
to monopolize trade around Cook’s ship {Gunther 1972: 122). A few
reports indicate some sconomic dominance by the chiefs of the Skid-
dan and Skidegate (MacDonald 1979: 40; 1980; Poole 1872: 108) and
these should be investigated further in regard to local war patterns. But
nothing as developed as the Nootka confederacies and regional hier-
archies is reported for the Haida. Wike (1951: 19) attributes this to the
relatively equal power of different chiefs. This relative equality may be
related to the absence of geographically demarcated zones of dense
habitation, and perhaps to a different position in precontact trade
networks.

The Haida acted as middlemen between garly traders and other
peoples on the inper coasis. By 1799, cne Westerner estimated that
more than half the skins obtained from the Haida originated on the
inner coasts, especially from the Nass region. But the trade ships scon
began direct visits to these other sources, and because of the distance
involved, the Haida could exercise no control over their actions (Wike
1951: 16—19). The Kaigani Haida were an exception. They kept effec-
tive control of the trade of nearby Tlingit (Wike 1951: 16-19), and
continued to supply sea otter pelts in quantity long after other Haida
(Rich 1941: 329). Kaigani attacks on Nass River Tsimshian (Green 1915:
80; Furgerson in Wike 1959, also see Bancroft 1874: 164n, Fisher 1977:

~ 43) suggests that they were trying to control this rich source of furs as

well, and force may explain why the Taku Tlingit handed their furs
over to the Kaigani (Simpson 1847: 216). Other Haida groups turned to
raiding for supplies of pelts and other wealth as their control over trade
diminished (Gunther 1972: 126; Murdock 1935: 241). Plundering, how-
ever, could not reverse the general trend of Haida {ortunes.

The sea otter had been largely hunted out by 1820 (Barbeau 1857:
2: Fisher 1977: 44). Trade ships were going elsewhere (Wike 1951: 17),
and no trade posts were established in Haida territory. The land furs
that were the focus of the growing HBC activity of the 1820s and 1830s
were scarce (Dunn 1845: 197; Green 1915: 85). Like the Nootka, the
Haida found themselves without a product or a market. At the same
time, their economy had become dependent on a constant inflow of
trade goods (Blackman 1977: 45-46; Brink 1974: 32).

Another factor must have made their situation even more desper-
ate. Smallpox hit some Haida in 1774 (Wike 1951: 58), which probably
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temporarily eased pressure on food resources. A detailed census taken
between 1836 and 1841, however, put their numbers at 8328 (Swanton
1952: 573), or only some 1500 below the preconfact figure. Even with
these reduced numbers, an ecological change probably had severely
eroded their traditional resource base. Simenstad et al. (1878) have
discovered that in the Aleutian Island chain, the elimination of sea
otter results in growth in numbers and size of herbivorous epibenthic
invertebrates such as sea urchins, limpets, and chitons. This growth
results in a marked depletion of nearshore macroalgae, the basis of the

food chain that supports fish and the marine mammals that prey on :

them. Coastal zones lacking sea otter also lack nearshore fish and har-

hor seals, both major elements of Haida subsistence. Food shortages,

then, may have figured in the wars described by Swanton (1905}, and
also heightened the need to find something to trade. (Later traders came

to rely heavily on foodstuffs for exchange all along the coast [Wike :

1951: 51-52]).

In contrast to the Nootka, the Haida did adapt to the new trade
climate. They became producers of large quantities of potatoes, wood
carvings (especially canoes), and argillite carvings {Anderson 1863:
74--75: Barbeau 1957: 1; Fisher 1977: 44; Garfield 1966: 12; Knight
1978: 42, 67; Poole 1872: 305; Rich 1944: 48). The Nootka, too, tried to

produce goods for trade (Knight 1978: 42, 57), but their soil was too .

thin for potatoes (Mozino 1970: 6, 85), their trees were not as good for
carving, (Suttles 1962: 136}, and argillite is found only on the Queen
Charlotte Islands (Duff, 1969: 82). But the Haida still lacked a market.
To trade, they had to go elsewhere, and their travels were not peaceful.

The conflicts involved in the Fort Simpson trade already have been
discussed. The Haida fought just about everyone they passed on the

way to Victoria, especially the Bella Bella and the Fort Rupert and

Lekwiltok Kwakiutl (Brink 1974: 38; Collison 1915: 88; Poole 1872
282—289). Often, Haida expeditions were on the defensive against pi-
ratical attacks. But they also were raiding for plunder and slaves. It
seems that no area on the entire coast was safe from Haida raiders (Boas
1928: 137—141; Brink 1974: 36—39; Collison 1915: 88, 220; Curtis 1916
133; McKelvie 1949: 57, 61; Murdock 1935: 241-242; Nicholson 1962:
78; Simpion 1847: 203). ‘

Slaves in this period would retain their old value for subsistence
production and trade. They probably increased in value with Haida
emphasis on commercial production. Knight (1978: 230) suggests that
slaves played a large role in potato cultivation. Slave raiding and/or
trading made some chiefs very wealthy (Brink 1974: 37-39; Croshy
1914: 119). Slave taking, and retaliation for it, figures prominently in
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along with the subsistence prab-
lain the fierce midcentury warfare
d others (Collison 1915: 104,

the 1860s. At least two ongoing wars were
1863 (Dalzell 1968: 318, 322; Swanton
1905: 392). Dawson (1880: 132) reports that slave raiding was “‘aban-
doned due to the wholesome dread of gunboats.” The Haida were re-
ported as peaceful from the time an HBC post was established at Masset
in 1869 until the establishment of white control with a mission and fish
oil industry in 1

876 (Brink 1974: 6, 55, 88).

{1aida warfare ended in

The Peoples of the Sheltered Siraits

Most Coast Salish and Kwakiut] territory bordered inland water-

ways. These sheltered straits were relatively well protected from severe
storms that could disrupt food supplies (Drucker and Heizer 1967;
Suttles 1962: 137). The territory offered a greater diversity of food re-
sources than could be found further north (Suttles 1962 133--138).
Coast Salish and Kwakiutl were significantly less dependent on marine
resources than other peoples of the Northwest Coast (Murdock 1967:
102, 106). Predepopulation struggles over subsistence 1esoUrces had no
overarching theme, like fighting for estuaries or sheltered living sites.
Wars involved attempts to take salmon streams, to move from exposed
{slands, to push coastward srom less well-endowed jnterior of up-
stream lands, and to acquire more room for an expanding population.
The inland straits lacked sea otter (Howay 1969: 260n; Newcombe
1922: 27, 71; Vancouver 1967/1: 250). Because this was the only pelt
actively sought by the maritime traders (Howay 1969 337n), the Coast
Salish and Kwakiutl were marginal to the early fur trade (Codere 1950:
113; Collins 1950 335). This marginality means, among other things,
that we have little early information about either culture. In the later
land fur trade, both cultures were subject to localized influences that
led to marked subregional variations in warfare patterns.

The Coast Salish

Coast Salish territory was less rugged than the rest of the North-
west Coast, and it supported relatively dense settlement (Kroeber 1939:
170). Kroeber (1939 135) estimates that before contact there were

23,700 Gulf Salish, plus another 6000 around Puget Sound.
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Large-scale fighting, apparently over territory, was in progress at .
the time of contact. Vancouver (1967/L: 254-256) reported finding in -
1792 large numbers of skeletons by deserted beach settlements. Van-
couver always drew a most sympathetic picture of the peoples he met, |
and he could not believe that the natives who greeted him so warmly :
had done this to each other in combat. He suggested disease as the :
culprit, and he may have been partially correct. But two years earlier, -

Quimber (cited in Wike 1959} attributed similar remains to ongoing
wars of the Klallum, noting that many of the skulls were “harpooned.”
Vancouver wrote that territory was of little importance to the Klallum,
whereupon Hewitt, another member of his expedition, appended the
comment: A strange assertion as it is one of the most frequent causes
of War among them” (in Wike 1959). Manby and Menzies also reported
regular war among the Salish (Wike 1959).

The wars seem related to regional and subregional variations in
subsistence resources. Like the northern river peoples, the Salish had
pushed their way out from the interior (Borden 1950: 245; Drucker
1963: 17, 20). The advantages of coastal living were clear. People on the
salt water made good use of marine resources (Suttles 1962: 135},
whereas famine was frequent upstream (Collins 1950: 332). The low
population density around Puget Sound {6 per mile of coast) as com-
pared to the Gulf of Georgia (20 per mile of coast [Kroeber 1939: 170})
suggests a restricted resource base in the sound. Collins {1950: 335)
believes the people of the sound fought people of the gulf before con-
{act. Salish living in areas without salmon streams tried to obtain them.
Curiis (1913: 26) relates a clear tradition from the early eighteenth
century in which the Lermmi, who lived on streamless islands, wiped
out most of two local groups and took their land at the mouth of the
Nooksach River. Another family legend has it that the Kwanthen con-
guered and occupied the mouth of the Fraser (McKelvie 1947: 2).

Population growth seems to have been responsible for other con-
flicts. The Samish had been pushing out their neighbors for 200 years
(Curtis 1913: 25). The Klallum virtually had exterminated the Chi-
makum (Curtis 1913: 19; Swanton 1952 417).

Contact, as usual, brought disease. Signs of prior epidemics were
noticed in the 1790s (Jane 1930: 50; Vancouver 1967/1: 275). With the
beginning of a regular European presence in the 1820s, the Coast Salish

experienced a series of epidemics (Curtis 1913: 5). With depopulation

came the end of wars for resource territory.

Precontact trade may have been a factor in the wars over Tiver -

estuaries. Although I found no information on native trade along the

Nooksach or Fraser, the trade along the Columbia to the south was .

dominated by the Ghinook in & way comparable to that of the northern
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river peaples (Wike 1951: 102). But it may be that the less rugged
topography of the Galish area made domination of routes to the interior
less feasible. :

The relative isolation of the Coast Salish during the maritime fur
trade was brought to an end with the shift of interest fo land furs. The
HBC established Fort Langley on the Fraser in 1827, Fort Nisgually in
the south of Puget Sound in 1833, and Fort Victoria on the southern tip
of Vancouver Island in 1843, The traders’ interests brought a shift in
hunting patterns (Collins 1950: 335). If this change was accompanied
by new conflicts over hunting territories, as seems likely, I could find
no mention of it.

1 found no information on the circumstances surrounding the es-
tablishment of Forts Langley and Nisqually, but the founding of Fort
Victoria was accompanied by conflict. At first, local Salish resented the
permanent ostablishment and agitated to remove it, They were dis-
waded from outright attack by a demonstration of the fort’s canmon
(Bancroft 1887: 107-109; Fisher 1977: 39). The local Songish groups
soon saw the benefits that accrued to “home guards,” and settled into a
middleman situation that made them the wealthiest of the Salish (Col-
lins 1950: 337; Fisher 1977: 29).

The trade opportunities at these forts atiracted expeditions by
more northern peoples, who proved to be more than a match for the
Salish. Those at Fort Langley counld not regulate the dreaded Lekwiltok
Kwakiutl {Fisher 1977: 31; McKelvie 1947: 40-50). The Songish could
hardly dictate to the Haida, who at one time threatened to attack Vie-
toria itself (Collison 1915: 89). The Haida, Lekwiltok, and other
Kwakiutl attacked various Salish groups in the area for slaves and
plunder, adding an element of insecurity for the Salish that was not
present before contact (Collins 1950: 335].

‘Salish groups on the southeast coast of Vancouver Island and the
north coast of Washington state were exposed to trade expeditions
passing to Victoria. They often were raided by these expeditions. They
in turn raided each other and weaker Salish groups for plunder and
slaves (Curtis 1913: 14, 32, 75; Grant 1857: 287, 206; Gunther 1927:
270-272; McKelvie 1947: 2, 33, 39; 1949 59; Stern 1934: 103; Walkem
1914: 186). Even the Nootka were targets of Salish raiders {Brown 1896:
23, 26; Colson 1953 47; Smith 1940; 159; Swadesh 1948: 81). The worst
offenders were the Cowichan, who were the only one of the southeast
Vancouver groups to control a productive salmon stream (Suttles 1962:
135) and who consequently were the most numerous, at 2000-3000
people in the early 1850s (Grant 1857: 293, 297), with some 500 “fight-
ing men” (Douglas 1854: 28). _

The guestion arises as to why those Salish groups who were at-
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tacked by passing trader-raiders in turn raided other people. Other -
Salish also raided, but on a smaller scale (Smith 1940: 152—154). The ;

groups from the two mentioned areas dominate the reports. An answer
to this question is suggested by the work of Smith {1940: 50} and Col-
lins (1950; also see 1979). They found that Salish groups that were
outside of the main trade routes, but that were still subject to regular
raids from the outside, came to delegate more day-to-day authority to
war leaders. The villages existed in a constant war readiness, under
apgressive and capable warriors. This probably also happened in those
groups exposed to the full force of the northern trader—raiders. Similar
events seem to have occurred among the Bella Coola under chief Potles.
But under Potles, the Bella Coola only went on the offensive to stop the
Kwakiutl slave raiders. They did not become raiders themselves, for
unlike the Salish groups in question, the Bella Coola were compara-
tively well off. They had salmon and furs from the interior to trade. The
Salish controlled no river trade routes, so to obtain wealth, they would
have to raid, Plunder and slaves would mean more than just living
better for these besieged groups. Because wealth was needed to buy the
weapons, and allies, (see Ferguson 1983) needed to fight off the north-
ern Taiders, war booty probably meant life itself. This is shown in a
report about the Cowichan in the mid-1850s, One Captain Prevost vis-
ited them to demand that they cease their raiding. He expected re-
sistance to this idea, and was “flaored’”’ when the Cowichan readily

agreed to stop raiding, if only the government would guarantee their

protection from outside attack (McKelvie 1949: 60).

Curtis (1913: 74) estimates that slaves at one time represented -
about 10% of the Salish population, with some chiefs owning 10 or 12.

The value of slaves in the Victoria slave market already has been men-

tioned. The Salish groups on the south shore of Fuca were specialized
middlemen in the slave trade (Sproat 1868: 92) and it can be assumed
safely that many of the slaves taken in the Vancouver groups’ raids

were sold, The extensive raiding often provoked large-scale retaliatory

expeditions by the victimized peoples (Boas 1889: 835-836; Curtis

1913: 14, 33-35; Smith 1940: 157). (Some Salish retaliatory strikes
against the Kwakiutl are discussed below.) Altogether, the Salish of
midcentury were experiencing a period of intense, ongoing viclence
[{Collins 1950: 335337, Haeberlin and Gunther 1930: 12; MacFie 1972
470} :

Beginning in the 1840s, the Salish faced a growing influx of white
transients and settlers. Most of the non-Indian population of British
Columbia was concentrated within their territory (Knight 1978: 28,
LaViolette 1973: 9). Sporadic conflicts with whites resulted (Fisher
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1977: 98, 107; Grant 1857: 294; McKelvie 1949: 59; Poole 1872: 294). At
the same time, the Salish were becoming incorporated into farming,
mining, lumbering, and other wage labor situations (Knight 1978: 67—
71: Simpson 1847: 179; Swan 1972: 96). This integration, combined
with the constant presence of warships, led to a gradual diminution of
hostilities. The smallpox of 1863 probably ended any lingering conflicts.

The Kwakiutl

The Kwakiut] are the critical case for this reexamination of North-
west Coast warfare, for the material incentive hypothesis advocate is
contradicted directly by the pioneering and persuasive work of Helen
Codere. In Fighting with Property {1950}, Codere describes Kwakiutl
warfare as highly ceremonialized, and implies that it was not real war
at all. She asserts that wars were launched “out of feelings of grief and
shame, the desire fo retaliate, or, above all, to acquire or maintain the
prestige of being considered utterly terrifying” (1950 98). It was this
“}imnitless pursuit of . . - social prestige” by which she explained both
warfare and potlatch (1950 118). She further asserts that “it is impossi-
ble to discover in Kwakiutl warfare an underlying economic moti-
vation” (1950: 64). Codere’s analysis was challenged by Drucker and
Ueizer (1967), but her views, in whole or in part, still are accepted -
widely (e.g., Donald and Mitchell 1975: 341—-342; Montagu 1976 250,
Rosman and Rubel 1971: 139 Weinberg 1965: 172, 176; Woodcock
1977 183—184).

Specific disagreements with Codere’s analysis are raised in the
sollowing discussion. A general criticism is that she simply overlooked
a great deal of material on Kwakiutl wars. Whereas she counts only 7
cases of actual fighting for the Southern Kwakiutl, excluding the Lek-
wiltok (Codere 1950 100), T found 24 cases, with indications of many
more. Analysis of this additional material demonstrates that Kwakiutl
warfare was as deadly and as economically motivated as anywhere else
on the coast. :

Kroeber's {1939: 135) estimate of 7200 for the precontact Kwakiutl
population probably is too low. Weinberg's {1965 170) estimate of
8000-10,000 is more consistent with later tigures. Did this population
engage in war OVer its food resource base? Codere (1950: 105} says
«“there is No instance in the Kwakiut] literature in which the purpose of
war is to gain land or fishing rights and [consequently war aiming at the
apnihilation of groups] was not at all characteristic of the Kwakiutl.”
This assertion is not supported by the literature.

Boas describes Southern Kwakiutl territorial expansion on Van-
couver Island before or just after contact as follows:
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According to the traditions of this people the Koskemoq, Guatsenog, Kyop-
enog, and Tlaskenog drove tribes speaking the Nootka language from the
region south of Quatsino Inlet. The Koskemog are said to have exterminated a
tribe of Kwakiut} lineage called Qoeas who lived on Quatsino Sound [also see
Boas 1966: 44; Dawson 1887: 70; Drucker and Heizer 1867: 19]. The Kwakiutl
[a specific local group of that name, later located at Fort Rupert] occupied the
district from Hardy Bay to Turnour Island; the Nimkish the region about
Kamatsin Lake and Nimkish River; and the Lekwiltok the country north west
of Salmon River. (Boas 1890: 608—609; diacritical marks omitted)

The southernmost Kwakiutl also conquered and occupied the Camp-
bell River area (Taylor and Duff 1956: 63). Boas’s Kwalkiut] Tales (1969:
93--94, 105) contains two other accounts of groups being wiped out for
their property and fishing sites. Around contact, the Northern Kwakiutl
Xaihais were “‘being ground to bits” by the Tsimshian and Bella Bella
(also Northern Kwakiutl), who sought their territory (Drucker 1963: 14,
148).

Boas is Codere’s main source of information, but his own state-
ments seem to contradict her inferences. He tells us that there were
frequent deaths in disputes over hunting or fishing grounds (1966:
35-36), that in the old days “ambitious men’’ often went to war to
“take the land away from people”” {among other things) (1935: 60}, and
that “the war records tell us of whole tribes that were practically exter-
minated” {1966: 47). Boas also argues that the multilineage structure of
historic Kwakiut] villages was the result of groups weakened by war
consolidating for purposes of defense (1890: 609; 1966: 4p). Consistent
with Boas’s view, early explorers marveled at the defenses incorporat-
ed into Kwakiutl village construction (Newcombe 1922: 66; Vancouver
1967/1: 324-331).

The “pull” toward streams and inlets is entirely consistent with
war patterns elsewhere on the coast. That localized food resource scar-
cities were the “push” that led to the attacks is suggested by the fre-
quency of starvation tales about those groups occupying upwater heads
of inlets (Boas in Suttles 1962: 132) and islands (Piddocke 1965: 134},

Tt is true that no wars for territory (with one exception to be given
below) are recorded after the beginning of extensive Western confact,
but this is no mystery. Fort McLoughlin was established in Bella Bella
territory in 1833, marking the beginning of a permanent Waestern pres-

ence. Dunn (1845: 181—182), who attended the founding of Fort:
McLoughlin, visited a Kwakiutl group that had not seen a Wester-.

ner since Vancouver—they were just recovering from a raid. Fou
years after the founding of the fort, in 1837, smallpox devastated the
Kwakiutl (Codere 1950: 52). The extent of the damage can be inferred

from the fact that the total population dropped from 10,700 in 1835
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(Duff 1969} to 7000 in 1853 (Codere 1950: 52). 50 N0 wars for territory
should be expected after 1837.2°

Generally, the Kwakiut]l were marginal to the maritime fur trade,
although the Nimkish seem to have been middlemen supplying sea
otter pelts to the Nootka (Vancouver 1967/1: 348). During the later Jand
fur trade, the Kwakiutl lacked any major trade routes to the interior on
which to build their fortunes {Dawson 1887: 64). The main role of some
Kwakiutl groups during the land fur trade of the 18305 was as travelling
middlemen. They visited isolated suppliers and brought the pelts to
market at the HBC’s posts and ports of call in the territories of the
Newitty, the Kwakiutl {the local group), and the Sebassa (or Kitkatla)
Tsimshian. These middiemen were very aware of competitive aspects
of the trade, and took every advantage of price differences offered by
different buyers (Duff 1969: 58; Fisher 1977: 28; Rich 1941: 245, 272,
281, 325).

Tt seems likely that control of native trade was the basic issue
involved in 1838 in “an active war carried on all summer’’ between two

“of the major middlemen, the Sebassa and the Newitty, which reduced

the number of furs supplied to the HBC that year (Rich 1941: 244-245).
Fur supplies were not all that was reduced. The Newitty group was
reported as “‘a skeleton of its former self” as a result of raids from the
north. Many were carried into slavery (Dunn 1845: 164).2* Three years
later, it was the Sebassa who suffered. A trading—raiding party of
Kwakiutl (local group) heading sor Nootka territory chanced upon a
small party of Sebassa. The Kwakiutl killed 24 of their competitors, and
enslaved 6 (Simpson 1847: 191).

Most of the travelling middlemen probably were put out of busi-
ness around 1840. It was a general policy of the HBC to tolerate native
middlemen while the company was facing competition from other
Western traders (Rich 1960: 42). When the competition of U.S. trade
ships was squeezed out in the late 1830s, HBC officials immediately
began planning to cut out native middlemen (Rich 1960: 246, 328).%2
One exception were the Bella Bella Heiltsuk. Fort McLoughlin was in
thejr territory, and as late as 1845 they were acting as middiemen for
furs originating in the interior (Fisher 1977: 31). Another exception, the
tribes of Fort Rupert, is discussed shortly.

The early 1840s appear to be a time of relative peace, with a
lowered population and fewer possibilities of trade control to cause
disputes. The peace ended with the reorientation of northern trade
toward Victoria later in that decade.

About the same time that Victoria was becoming a major trade
center, a Kwakiutl group, the Lekwiltok, engaged in one last war for
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territorial conguest (Curtis 1915: 110-112; Taylor and Dutf 1956: 663)..
The territory they took from the Comox Salish was at the narrowest -

point in the channels leading from the north to Victoria (Mayne 1969:

176). From the heights above this trade channel, they dominated the .

greatest concentration of wealth in Kwakiutl territory. They attempted
to plunder or exact tribute from all who passed (Barrett-Lennard 1862:
43; Brink 1974: 38; Curtis 1915: 113-114; Drucker 1963: 15; Mayne
1969: 74--75). Besides preying on passing traders, the Lekwiltok ranged
far and wide attacking other Kwakiutl, Westerners, and the Salish (Cur-
tis 1913: 33—35; 1915: 107-114; Grant 1857: 294, McKelvie 1947: 2, 40,
1949; 57; Poole 1872: 293—284; Rich 1943: 215; Smith 1940: 158; Stern
1934: 100—102). These far-flung raids made the Lekwiltok the single
most feared group on the coast, and even Codere {1950: 103-105; 1961
439} admits the predatory nature of their raiding. Codere does not,
however, offer any explanation for the Lekwiltok’s seemingly anoma-
lous attitude about war.

Lekwiltok raiding triggered what resembles a national war belween
the Southern Kwakiutl and the Salish in midcentury. Details of this war
are found in references cited above. Boas (1889: 835—-836) provides the
most coherant general account. In tetaliation for a Lekwiltok raid, two
Salish groups combined to counterattack. They sustained many losses,
but weakened the Lekwiltok. On hearing this, a much larger alliance of
Salish assembled and again hit the Lekwiltok, nearly exterminating one
of their four subdivisions and greatly damaging the others. The Lek-
wiltok then called on other Kwakiutl groups to their north for support,

just as the Salish alliance was strengthened by the addition of Puget =
Sound groups. This general war between Southern Kwakiutl and Salish :
seesawed for some time, until a highly mobile and coordinated force of *
Kwakiut! surprised a massed Salish encampment, decisively defeating °

them.
Other greatly feared Kwakiutl were located at Fort Rupert. Fort

Rupert was founded in 1849 to protect the expanded coal mine there .

(Bancroft 1887:193; Knight 1978: 135). It soon developed into a signifi

cant trade center (Mayne 1969: 185). Four Southern Kwakiutl groups :
congregated at the fort just after its founding, and soon resumed their
old pattern as travelling middlemen (Drucker 1963: 129; Weinberg

1965: 174). They visited more remote groups of Kwakiutl and Nootka,
and brought their furs back for resale (Drucker and Heizer 1967 16).
The HBC may have tolerated this middleman activity because the resi-
dent Kwakiutl were scen as a bulwark against Haida and Tsimshian
raiders (McKelvie 1949; 41).

According to Codere (1961: 455): “This Fort Rupert subperiod was
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peaceful and business oriented.” Business oriented it was, but peaceful
it was not. Like the Lekwiltok, the Fort Rupert Kwakiutl raided widely
(Bancroft 1887: 184; Brown 1896: 27; Codere 1950: 116; Davis 1904: 24;
Drucker and Heizer 1967: 16; Mcllwraith 1948/1L; 340; Poole 1872:
285). The goals of the Lekwiltok and Fort Rupert raiders, besides intim-
jdating reluctant trade partners, were to obtain plunder and slaves.
Codere (1950: 105} claims that “in most cases {of war] plunder
does not figure at all or it is of minor importance.” When it is taken, she
asserts, plunder is not used by the warrior for econormic benefit. She
fails to make clear, however, that warrior was a specialized pCoupa-
tional status. Warriors were attached to particular chiefs—often they
were related (Boas 1966: 106)—and there is no suggestion that the
chiefs were prohibited from accumulating or using plunder. She also
neglects to mention that warriors comprised only a small part of a large
war expedition. According to Curtis (1915: 101), “by far the larger
number of the war-party were plunderers, who, when the inhabitants of
the attacked village had been killed or routed, rushed into the houses
and carried the booty down to the canoes. Boxes, blankets, dance cos-
tumes, utensils, food—everything was taken.” But except during food
shortages when the Bella Coola would be raided for salmon (Mcll-
wraith 1948/11: 339), plunder probably was less important than slaves.
Codere {1950: 105) asserts “the economic value of the slave cap-
tured in war was so slight as to be non-existent,” but the only source
she cites for support concludes that ““slavery on the northwest coast
among the natives was of nearly as much economic importance to them
as was slavery to the plantation regions of the United States before the
Civil War” (MacLeod 1928: 648). The economic value of slaves for
trade cannot be questioned, given the going rate in Victoria of £30 fora
female slave (Sproat 1868: 92; and see note 9 above) and the existence
of an active trade in slaves from the Kwakiutl to the Tsimshian and
Haida {Oberg 1973: 108}. Slaves, in fact, were the principal item of
exchange for the Kwakiutl and other southern peoples (Boas 1889:
832). War captives “were liable to be sold, and the warriors often came
to be rich” {Boas 1966: 108). The trade value of slaves probably as-
sumed increasing importance through the 1840s, as middleman posi-
tions eroded and as the local supply of fur animals decreased (Rich
1944: LVI). Slave raiding seems to have engrossed most Kwakiutl
groups in the late 1840s and 1850s.

Around 1850, the Nimkish made an overland raid on the Muchalat
Nootka (Codere 1950: 114). Two other overland raids on the Nootka are
mentioned by Boas (1966: 117-118) and Hunt (1806: 135-136). The
circumstances surrounding these three attacks are unclear, but at least
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one coincided with the rise of Nootka wealth through the dogfish oil |

trade, and netted the Nimkish attackers plunder and many slaves
(Drucker 1951: 354). Slaves or plunder may have figured in the “atro-
cious massacre” in 1853 of the Koskimogs by the Newitty {Douglas,
quoted in Fisher 1977: 57). Fort Rupert groups and Kwakiutl from
Knight's Inlet, Kingcome Inlet, and Blunden Harbor regularly raided
the Bella Coola for slaves and plunder (Drucker and Heizer 1967: 16;
Mellwraith 1948/11: 362—364). Blunden Harbor people also raided the
Tsimshian in 1860. The expressed motive in one raid was revenge, but
the attackers planned to take slaves (Codere 1950: 116; Curtis 1915:
116—120). It was the repeated slave raids that finally provoked the Bella
Coola retaliatory sitikes already described. These retaliations in turn
provoked probably the most well known of all Kwakiutl war
expeditions.

After the third and final Bella Coola attack, a great alliance of
Southern Kwakiutl set out to punish their attackers. On the way to
Bella Coola, they met a party of friendly Bella Bella. The war party had
pledged to kill the first people they met, and they fell upon the Bella

Bella, killing them all and returning home claiming that “they had

done a great thing” (Boas 1897: 427-430; 1966: 113—115; Godere 1950:
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111; Mcllwraith 1948/11: 371; Rohner and Rohner 1970: 200). Codere -
interprets this as an example of the ceremonial nature of Kwakiutl
fighting, but a closer reading of Boas’s and Mcllwraith’s accounts re-
veals more complexity. True, the war parly had pledged to kill the first -
people they met. But the people in the first canoes to meet the Bella
Bella (the Southern Kwakiutl were travelling in a drawn-out line) had
decided to ignore that pledge and continue on to Bella Coola. As they
exchanged civilities with the Bella Bella, other Southern Kwakiut] ca-

noes arrived. In one was a war leader who had many Bella Coola rela- Codert
tives, and who had been against the planned raid. He calmly ap- social insti
proached and killed a Bella Bella, starting the melee in which all the ical persp!

Bella Bella were killed. In doing this, “his real reason was to assist his gpiration
Bella Coola kinsmen” (Mcllwraith 1948/1L: 371). Other members of the sented her
war party were furious with what he had done, and threatened to kill “real” wa
him. But they feared the vengeance of other Kwakiutl with close ties to Asaf
the Bella Bella, and decided that the only thing to do was to return Kwakiutl
home. The comment about having done a “'great thing” was immediate- - streams 0
ly followed by a discussion among the raiders of the grave danger posed fought so
by the offended relatives (Boas 1966: 115). In context, it is clearly a case days, you
of putting on a good face in a very bad situation. . allatwar
Codere does not include the Northern Kwakiutl in her analysis. Halliday
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The little information I found on them pertained mostly to the Bella
Bella Heiltsuk,?® who were involved in many wars. They fought other
Heiltsuk (Boas 1928: 125—135); they fought the Westerners at the
founding of Fort McLoughlin (Dunn 1845: 167-170); they fought the
Bella Coola (Poole 1872: 185); they fought Haida passing by on the way
to Victoria (Poole 1872: 282}; and they fought Salish on their own
expeditions to Victoria (Walkem 1914: 16--18). They raided the Haida
(Boas 1928: 137-147; Niblack 1970: 342; Simpson 1847: 203) and
Tsimshian (Garfield 1939: 268—269) in retaliation for previous slave
raids. In one instance, they wiped out a village of Rivers Inlet Kwakiutl
for failing to repay debts incurred in potlatching {(Mcllwraith 1948/I:
230; II; 376). They were heavily involved in the slave trade (Dunn 1845:
184; Knight 1978: 298), and some of the above accounts report the
taking of slaves. But it is not clear whether they obtained most of these
slaves through raiding or through trade.

According to Codere (1961; 455), circa 1885 marked the end of
Kwakiutl warfare. She associates this with the beginning of the Fort
Rupert potlatch period. (Potlatching, in her view, was an alternative lo
warfare in the quest for prestige.) But elsewhere (1950: 94—96) she puts
the two big jumps in potlatch activity at 1849, the founding of Fort
Rupert, and circa 1875, coincident with the influx of wages from com-
mercial salmon fishing (Codere 1950: 31-33). What actually happened
around 1865 was the great smallpox epidemic of 1863. It first hit the
Lekwiltok in 1862 (Brink 1974: 38). In 1853, the Kwakiutl numbered
about 7000 people. By 1872, they were down to 3500 {Codere 1950: 52).
Tt was not an increase in potlatching that stopped Kwakiutl warfare, but
depopulation and the frequent use of warships against natives who

* “made trouble” (see Codere 1950: 115-1186).

Codere was one of the first to recognize the significance of war as a

 social institution on the Northwest Coast, and the necessity of a histor-

ical perspective in analyzing native societies. Her work provided in-
spiration for this reexamination. But in light of the new material pre-
sented here, her interpretations cannot be supported. Kwakiutl war was
“real’” war, and it was directed at the control of resources.

As a final comment on Kwakiutl warfare, it is appropriate to let the
Kwakiutl speak for themselves. “When I was a young man T saw
streams of blood shed in war” (Duff 1969: 59). “In olden times we
fought so that the blood ran over the ground” {Boas 1966: 119}, “Your
days, young men, are good, but our past ways were evil when we were
all at war against one another” (Boas 1966: 119; also see Boas 1974: 107;
Halliday 1935: 138).
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Other Motives in Northwest Coast Warfare

The view that Northwest Coast warfare was a struggle over re-
sources does not imply that no other motives entered into warmaking,
Students of the Northwest Coast have identified three major non-
economic motives in war: revenge, the desire to take trophy heads, and
the desire to capture ceremonial titles and prerogatives. In briefly dis-
cussing these, I continue to follow the lead of Swadesh (1948).

Swadesh considers motivations in seven Nootka war texts. Re-
venge often was stated as a goal, but Swadesh concludes that it was
little more than a pretext. The decision to aitack was based on more
material considerations. Insults calling for revenge were remembered
or forgotten at one’s convenience. I believe his conclusions can be
generalized to all Northwest Coast peoples. Vengeance could be used to
justify territorial expansion or slave raiding, as discussed earlier, but it
alone was rarely sufficient cause for war. Among the northern peoples,
institutional mechanisms requiring either compensation or retribution
for deaths may have been stronger than in the south.?4 But even in the
north, if every uncompensated death led to war, no one would be alive
today.

‘Attacks motivated purely by revenge—the desire to strike back at
someone who has wronged you—should be distinguished from defen-
sive retaliation. Retaliatory strikes were group affairs undertaken with
the intent of preventing future attacks by previous raiders, or by others
who might be tempted to raid by perceived weakness. {Of course, in
practice it would be impossible to draw a clear dividing line between
revenge and retaliatory strikes.) Several clear examples of retaliatory
missions were discussed above, such as the combined Kwakiutl expe-
dition against the Bella Coola, the disastrous Bella Coola attacks on
slave-raiding Tsimshian, and the various counterattacks by Salish
groups. The accounts of these retaliations show that they were far from
automatic responses. They were well considered and reluctantly un-
dertaken when the alternative prospect was o suffer continued raids by
one's enemies.

Swadesh also examines the motive of headhunting. In battle,

Nootka usually sought to take heads. But wars never were initiated in

order to acquire these trophies. Again, his conclusion seems generaliza-

ble to all Northwest Coast peoples. The quest for heads was an effect,

rather than a cause, of warfare.

Warriors wanted their enemies to fear them. The war descriptions
show that perceived weakness invited attack, whereas apparent mili-.
tary prowess could panic an enemy force. Warriors who had taken
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many heads acquired reputations as terrifying killers. The region-wide
pattern of staking heads or entire bodies in front of settlements con-
yeyed a real message to potential adversaries, and it would not even
matter if some of those heads were taken in ambushes on isolated
fishermen rather than in heated battle.

Fighting over ceremonial titles or prerogatives is a more complex
issue. It seems to have had different significance in different cultures.
But in the actual war accounts, as opposed 1o later ethnographers’
interpretations of wartare, the quest for titles and prerogatives has little
prominence. Swadesh found no case of war initiated for that goal.
Probably the best-documented example of a battle involving the ac-
quisition of an important ceremonial prerogative is the aforementioned
slaughter of the Bella Bella by the gouthern Kwakiutl. By killing the
Bella Bella, the victors obtained right to the “cannibal dance,” which
was the highest ranked of all winter ceremonial dances when Boas
arrived in the field. But as alyeady explained, that battle erupted for
entirely different reasons. One suspects that the subsequent high eval-
uation of the dance was an attempt to save face for an expedition that
went disastrously wrong.

Two points should be remembered when evaluating later state-
ments about ceremonial motives in war. First, many titles and preroga-
tives were connected intimately to ownership of tesources—as Sapir
(1967: 35) put it, “privileges are bound to the soil”’—so fighting over
titles also could be fighting for something more substantial. Second, the
fact that these ceremonial distinctions and their manner of acquisition
were so important in the ritual cycle and status system makes It more
likely that their capture in war would be recounted to later ethnogra-
phers than would be more mundane prizes such as plunder or slaves.

These three are not the only nonmaterial motives cited in explain-
ing Northwest Coast wars. Codere {1950: 114), for example, attributes a
Kwakiutl raid on the Nootka after the death of the Kwakiutl chief’s
daughter to a desire “{o get someone to die with those who are dead.”
But, as already discussed, this raid coincided with the Nootka's new
prosperity, and netted the attackers much booty. Another example is
the Bella Coola’s own claim that wars were fought over errors in pot-
latch procedures. But as noted, Mellwraith interprets this as a pretext
concealing other motives.

All these nonmaterial motives were part of the ideological super-
structure of the warfare complex. There can be no doubt that they
figured into preraid deliberations, and a few conflicts seem 1o be at-
tributable to them exclusively. The feud between two Fort Simpson
Tsimshian groups mentioned earlier seems 10 involve bad feeling
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rather than competition over resources. Boas (1897: 424) reports the
murder of six people in order to possess their rights to a particularly
important ceremony. No slaves or plunder are reported taken. Sapir
and Swadesh (1955: 442) report a case from the Nootka after the end of
active warfare, in which a few hot-headed youths went on a raid. They
killed two people and plundered their home, but their primary motive
seems {o have been to take a head. Incidents such as these form a small
part of the total war record, and do not invalidate the point that the
major patterns of warfare are explicable as conflict over control of
FEsSOuUrces.

Social Organization and Northwest Goast
Warfare

Northwest Coast peoples varied considerably in rules of descent,
marriage, and postmarital residence. These variations were reflected
in differences in the overall social structure of villages and in the
kinds of social linkages between separate villages (see Rosman and
Rubel 1971). Such social differences affected local war patterns, defin-
ing the basic social unit that made war, structuring larger mobiliza-
tions of forces and the formation -of military alliances, and influencing
the choice of specific targets for raids. A detailed study of war within
a particular subregion probably would not be intelligible unless these
social factors were considered. However, they are not essential for the
less detailed regional analysis attempted here. A few examples illus-
trate this distinction.

In the case of Ucluelet Nootka needing a salmon stream, their se-
lection of a specific target was based largely on the strength of kinship
ties to the various groups that controlled suitable streams. For the pre-
sent analysis, the choice of a particular target is less important than the
fact that a streamless group would attack some group with a stream. In
the case of the Southern Kwakiutl-Bella Coola hostilities discussed
carlier, the course of a particular campaign was altered by the kinship
ties of one Kwakiut] man to the Bella Coola. But this does not invalidate
the general pattern, which generally pitted the Kwakiutl against the
Bella Coola. Likewise, the comflicts and alliances between several
Tlingit groups around Angoon cannot be understood without reference

to kinship ties and other factors. But the general outline of Tlingit -

fighting fits well into the broad pattern of the northern tiver peoples.
There is a second reason why social organization receives little

8 Northwest Co.

attention in tt
period consid
o accumulate
active warfar
many peoples
than a centur
project later
gests that cha
critical aspec
112-123; Sa;
early and int

The socia’
appears tk
rangemen!
impressio
present a
changes.

Details
and postcor
ing in publi
42, 1s an ex
apply patte
may be pos
tion. for spe
living infor
investigatic

Summary

Althot
inherent ©
attributabl
social org
pressures
warfare di
terpretatic
patterns O
people wi
But warp
presentat!




1. Brian Ferguson

14) reports the
a particularly

d taken. Sapir °

tfter the end of
n a raid. They

rrimary motive |
;e form a small °
point that the .
wver control of

iles of desecent,
were reflected
ses and in the
e Rosman and
patterns, defin-
arger mobiliza-
nd influencing
r of war within
le unless these
gsential for the
axamples illus-

tream, their se-
ngth of kinship
us. For the pre-
yortant than the
ith a stream. In
ities discussed

by the kinship
s not invalidate
iutl against the
etween several
ithout reference
tline of Tlingit
1 river peoples.
1 receives litile

8 Northwest Coast Warfare 311

attention in this chapter, and that is the limits of available data for the

period considered. Detailed information on social organization began
to accumulate only in the late nineteenth century, well after the end of
active warfare and the disruptive impact of epidemic diseases. For
many peoples, the details of kinship were not recorded until after more
than a century of Western contact. It would be extremely hazardous to
project later structures backwards in time, for the available record sug-
gests that change was more common than persistence, especially in the
critical aspects of residence and village organization {Drucker 1963:

112-123; Sapir 1967: 40—47). Boas’s (1890: 609) conclusions after his
early and intensive research should stand as & warning:

The social organization of the Kwakiutl is very difficult to understand. It
I CONnsequence of wars and other events, the number and ar-
s and gentes have undergone considerable changes . . . The
f tribes and gentes is that their
o and has undergone great

appears that, i
yangement of trib
impression conveyed by the arrangement o
present arrangement is comparatively mode

changes.

Details on a second critical aspect of social organization—the pre-
and postcontact kinship ties between groups—are almost wholly lack-
ing in published material. (Durlach, cited in Rosman and Rubel 1971
42, is an exception.) Lacking all this information, it is impossible to
apply patterns of social organization to an understanding of war. It
may be possible to reconstruct an adequate picture of social organiza-

tion for specific localities using archival materials or interviews with
living informants. However, that goes far beyond the scope of this

investigation.

Summary and Conclusions

Although war was endemic on the Northwest Coast, it was not an
inherent characteristic of the societies themselves. The wars are not
attributable to a value system glorifying homicide, nor to guirks in
social organization compelling groups to fight. Wars were caused by
pressures of the material conditions of life. When the pressures eased,
warfare declined or ceased (pp- 290, 297, 303}). The basis of this in-
terpretation, as developed throughout this chapter, is that ohserved
patterns of warfare conform to expectations of the probable behavior of
people who are attempting to protect or further their material interests.
But war patterns and associated material goals are complicated, and the
presentation has been very detailed, so a summary is warranted.
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Before contact, and sometimes well into the contact period, some

wars were fought to get food. Groups experiencing hunger raided for
accumulated food stores (pp. 278, 282, 285), but a more durable solu- -
tion for famine-prone groups was to conquer territory with a reliable -
supply of resources. Generally, estuaries and areas with productive .
salmon streams offered the best resource base, and so were the most |
frequent targets of groups from less favorable areas. This type of con- |
flict occurred on two levels, local and regional. Locally, groups that had
been forced into inland, streamless, or exposed beach areas by military .
defeat and displacement, or by population growth and fissioning with-
in prime resource areas, tried to take better territory from other groups
in their vicinity (pp. 285, 298, 302). Regionally, peoples from distant .

interior regions repeatedly pushed down the passes and river valleys

toward the rich coastal zone (pp. 274, 278, 280, 282, 298}, often forcing

the resident coastal groups into less productive areas, and so leading to

further hostilities {pp. 274, 293). The Nootka and Kwakiutl felt the |

large-scale coastwards pressures less than other Northwest Coast peo-
ples, due to the absence of major passages to the interior in their region.

Demand for food and the associated wars declined after contact.
Disease and war drastically reduced the number of people to be fed,

and in some cases, Westerners became important suppliers of

foodstuffs. But blanket statements are not possible. The timing and
extent of depopulation varied by locality. Thus, the Nootka returned to
precontact population levels after contact, whereas the Haida remained :
below precontact levels, but an ecological change probably reduced

their food supply. So some conflicts over food extended well into the

historic period. A different kind of subsistence problem was faced by ;
some Haida, related to the difficult living conditions on their western

coast. This problem, too, was “solved” by depopulation.
Control of trade was contested by force long before the first West-
ern ship arrived. But it was when Northwest Coast peoples had become

~ dependent on the Western trade for basic consumption items, luxury .
goods, and (above all) weapons and ammunition, that trade control |
became the center of constant struggle. Postcontact wars were fought
less over the control of subsistence resources than over the control of

trade goods.

As with depopulation, the timing and circumstances of Western -
trade penetration varied by locality. (Sometimes depopulation and this .

trade were directly related.) MacDonald has asserted that Western trade
items were entering some native trade networks as much as a century
before direct contact. The first direct Western trade was confined to

bartering for sea otter pelts on the outer coasts, with the important
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exception of the Russian—Aleut hunting activity that provoked the
Tlingit uprising. By the turn of the nineteenth century, trade ships were
visiting some inner coasts and a few trade posts were established. By
the 1820s, Western interests gradually were shifting to include a wider
variety of pelts, including those that were traded out from the interior.
Fixed Western posts multiplied, especially in the 1840s, accelerating
the process of Western domination of native life.

A native group could use any one or & combination of four strat-
egies to control local trade. (1) By dominating a river mouth or other
passage to the interior, irade to and from the interior could be monopo-
lized. {pp. 275, 279, 280, 283, 298). (2} By dominating strategic loca-
tions along the coast, coastal trade could be intercepted (pp. 276, 286,
304, 307). This was more difficult, because of the wider spatial mobility
possible along the coast. (3) Groups living around Western posts offen
could control access to Western traders (pp. 275, 279, 287, 299). Suc-
cess in this type of endeavor depended on the strength of the would-be
controllers, the strength of the visiting native traders, and the strength
and attitude of the Westerners. (4) Finally, there was the activity of
travelling middlemen, which often accompanied other forms of control
{pp. 295, 303, 304). Those who controlled river mouths, for instance,
often carried goods to and from inland peoples. Without the estab-
lished power base of a river mouth and/or Western post, the viability of
this activity depended on several aspects of the Westerners’ behavior,
and on the ability of other native groups to circumvent or compete with
the middlemen.

Attempts to control trade generated intergroup violence in several

ways. The first three strategies of trade control involved occupation of

particular locations. A few wars aimed at conguest of these positions

(pp. 279, 280; see also 275, 299). But, in the postconfact period at least,
the wealth, weapons, native allies, and Western support commanded
by groups already established in lucrative positions gave them such an
edge that they virtually were immune o attack on their home ground
(pp. 275, 280, 287). Rather than territorial conquest, trade-related war-
fare usually involved the manner in which trade controliers extracted a
share of another group’s wealth. That was done in three ways: through
plundering, through levying a tax or tribute, or through buying goods
and reselling them at higher prices (middleman activity).

The plundering of passing trade parties or of accumulated stores of
trade goods was in itself a form of warfare. It was a costly approach in
which many losses could be sustained for a onetime reward. Plunder-
ing as a form of trade control seems to have occurred mostly in the
coastal trade, when the attackers did not have the ability to impose

o e s e e

e
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more stable and profitable arrangements. (Plunder, of course, also was

taken in wars launched for other reasons.) Where local control was

more firmly established, plundering seems to have been supplanted by
a tribute extracted from passing traders. Tributes collected by northern
river controllers such as Legaic of the Fort Simpson Tsimshian were so
long in place that they probably were rarely questioned. However, ex-
traction of tribute by the deadly Lekwiltok Kwakiut], or the reports of
violence after unauthorized passage on Tlingit trade routes, show that
the threat of violence underlay this practice.

Middlemen interceded in trade between native suppliers and
Western buyers. Although it is clear that enormous profits were made
by some middlemen, details about their transactions are lacking in
published sources. There undoubtedly existed a variety of arrange-
ments, and these offer a promising area of research in trade company
records. One specific question would concern the profits made by the
“home guard” groups around Western posts—did they rely primarily
on tribute, on buying and reselling, on a combination of the two, or on
some other system entirely?

However they carried out their business, middleman activity gen-
orated at least four kinds of conflict. First, when the activity of mid-
dlemen represented an unnecessary cost for suppliers, as it usually did,
the would-be middlemen often had to demonstrate clear military supe-
riority to force cooperation (pp. 286, 292, 205, 305). Second, within an
ongoing middleman relationship, friction between the two parties

sometimes led to outbursts of violence, as was common at Fort Simp-

son. Third, force was applied on occasions when a party tried to cir-
cumvent established middlemen, as is documented among the Tlingit

and suspected for the Bella Coola. Fourth, when several groups com-

peted as middlemen in one area, physical elimination of competitors
seems {0 have been attempted at least among the Southern Kwakiutl
Besides subsistence and trade resources, there was a third type of

“resource” that generated warfare, namely, slaves. The need for captive .

humans led to raiding before contact, but the demand and consequent
raiding increased in historic fimes as the available free labor force
declined, as several types of labor-intensive activity expanded, and as
the wealthy coliected slaves as tokens of their riches and status (see
Price, Chapter 6, this volume). However, most slave raiding was genet-
ated only indirectly by the use-value of slaves. The groups that did
most of the raiding sought slaves as items of exchange. At times, the
capture and trade of humans became the major industry for groups
excluded from the main centers of trade control (pp. 277, 281, 291, 299,
305). For many such groups slave raiding and trading was less a choice
than a necessity, because it provided the means to obtain the guns and
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ammunition needed for survival in an environment of intensive war-
fare as dramatically illustrated by the Gowichan Salish.

This last point is one example of how war could feed back on
itself to further stimulate and shape war patterns. Other examples in-
clude defensive retaliation and the headhunting complex. War not
only set groups against cach other; it also created alliances. Elsewhere
(Ferguson 1983) 1 argue that the pressure of intensive warfare deter-
ined the redistributive orientation of Northwest Coast economies.
The exchanges of food, property, and women involved in the potlatch
complex defused potential conflicts between neighbors, and simul-
taneously knit them together in alliances that were crucial in wars
with nonallied groups. Cenerally, groups who potlatched together
were allies in war.

War led to changes in power relationships, and this too fed back to
influence war patterns. Under relentless attacks from outside, war lead-
ers sometimes acquired great power in organizing daily life (pp. 283,
300). Under the command of an effective war leader, a beleagured
group might be able to switch over to the offensive, attacking others.
Another example of the war—power--war linkage was war’s effects on
social stratification. Through the interaction of local military superi-
ority, trade control, and the support of Westerners, some Nootka groups
appear to approach a situation of social stratification. Under these cir-
cumstances, Nootka chiefs decided when and whom to attack, and they
launched wars to subjugate nearby groups, at least 1o the extent of
controlling their trade. When clear military superiority was estab-
lished, a time of peace set in. The Nootka case is especially well docu-
mented, but I suspect that similar circumstances led to parallel devel-
opments elsewhere on the Northwest Coast. Reports of confederacy
formation (Drucker 1963: 122), or of status ranking of households, lin-
eages, villages, or other units (Donald and Mitchell 1975; Rosman and
Rubel 1971) may be made more intelligible by considering the inpuits of
war, trade, and contact. Developments among the Nootka also warrant
consideration by students of sociopolitical evolution as an exampleofa
process often discussed but infrequently observed—the emergence of a
form of stratification as a result of contact with a state-level society.

The end of Northwest Coast warfare came at different times in
different places. It was hastened by the smallpox epidemic of 1863, but
it was the growing Western presence that proved to be the deciding
factor. Native trade monopolies decayed, groups lost their autonomy
via integration into Western industries and churches, the slave frade
was suppressed, and gunboats were kept ready to deal with “trouble-
some Indians.”

In interpreting Northwest Coast warfare, 1 have sided with
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Swadesh against Codere. But on two points, I must switch sides. Co-:
dere, more than Swadesh, recognized the importance of a historical
perspective in studying Northwest Coast societies. And she, more.
than Swadesh, established that war had to be considered as an impor-.
tant variable in understanding native social systems. It is unfortunate
that these general points have had less influence than her particular
explanations of war and potiatch. Only a few researchers since Codere
have integrated war into their studies, whereas many have persisted
in treating Northwest Coast societies as timeless entities, or at best
have made a passing bow at the most obvious consequences of con-
tact. A rather glaring example of this neglect of history concerns the
issue of trade control. With a few exceptions, trade control is scarcely
mentioned in anthropological reconstructions of native societies. But
if one peruses accounts by witnesses of the contact period, the crucial
role of trade control in native life fairly leaps off the pages. Yet the
neglect of history, particularly in relation to trade in contact situa

tions, is not a peculiarity of Northwest Coast research. It is a weak

spot in a great many anthropological analyses of war. Exceptions exist

(e.g., Hunt 1940; Lewis 197(: 178-180; Murphy 1957; Vayda 1976
Chapter 4), but they clearly are exceptions. It is time to correct this:
situation.
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Notes

18ome of these encounters do not fit what is normally thought of as war. Butl Euund
no qualitative divisions in the material warranting the exclusion of some acts of group
conflict. Perhaps I have been influenced by the Kwakiutl term for war, which enca
passed any acts of vielence hetween peoples of different groups (Boas 1966: 108). :

20ne exception was a raid participated in by the captive Jewitt in 1803, in which
only native weapons were used (Jewitt 1896: 193}, -'

3The old image of an assured and unlimited yearly abundance of salmon has been:
challenged effectively by several studies showing marked yearly fluctuations i
(Blackman 1976; Donald and Mitchell 1975; Piddocke 1965; Suttles 1960; Vayda 1961)
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Some questions about the applicability of these studies to precommencial fishing times
remain, but other studies relating fluctuations to natural conditions (DelLaguna 1972: 51;
Neave 1958; New York Times 1979; Piddocke 1960; Suttles 1962), coupled with some
indications of fluctuations in early reports {Sproat 1868: 216, 217), have shifted the
burden of proof. Even if salmon are abundant, floods can wash out weirs {(MacDonald
1969: 244}, downstream weirs can cut off upstream runs {Stewart 1877: 100), or late-
arriving salmon can strain dwindling winter stores {Brabant 190¢: 54; Collison 1915: 67;
Jewitt 1931). At the river mouths, coastal resources can provide alternative foods in the
waorst situations, as attested to by layers of barnacles in middens (Macllonald 1969: 244;
¢f. Drucker and Heizer 1967: 149). Upstream, famine seems to have been a frequent
gccurrence (Bishop 1983: 151; Boas in Suttles 1962; 138; Collison 1915: 66, 308; Mac-
Donald 1969: 244; also see Collins 1950: 332; Duff 1959: 28),

4The relationship of depopulation to warfare is suggested by an observation of Port-
tock in 1787. Landing by Cape Edgecumbe, he found the inhabitants aiready had been
reduced by smallpox. They were “in awe™ of the warlike people to the west of the cape,
who had been spared by the epidemic (Portlock 1968: 272, 288).

5Tlingit warfare is comparatively well described, thanks especially to DelLaguna
(1960; 1872). It should be kept in mind, however, that her deseriptions pertain mostly to
the twvo communities she studied, Angoon and Yakutat, and so should not be considered
exhaustive of Tlingit wars.

‘6Their recent movement to more exposed coastal areas may explain their technologi-
cal problems with ocean fishing. :

7A recent work by Fisher (1977) attacks the view that Northwest Coast peopies were
passive and manipulated participants in the Western fur trade. I agree completely that
natives were active agents in this trade, and that their behavior often shaped the re-
sponses of the Westerners, But T think that Fisher goes too far when he suggests that
natives, in fact, dominated the Westerners. He suggests, for instance, that native peoples
had the ability physically to eliminate the Western presence, had they desired to do so
(1977: 23, 39), But Fisher does not consider the Tlingit—because their territory is in what
is now Alaska, and he deals only with British Columbia—and the Tlingit represent the
only instance of a concerted attempt to expel foreign traders in the entire history of the
Northwest Coast. The failure of this uprising indicates that native power was not as great
as Fisher implies.

8Wike [1951: 30-53) shows that after the initial period of trade, when tools and
metals were papular trade items, native interests settled into a constant demand for
weapons, ammunition, food, rum, clothing, blankets, and slaves {which the western
traders purchased elsewhere on the coast). '

9Several authors claim that slaves were of little social or economic importance in "
Northwest Coast societies (Drucker 1939; Fried 1987; Garfield 1939). Others argue for
their critical importance as sources of captive labor (Adams 1973; Donald 1983; MacLeod
1928: Niblack 1970; Oberg 1873; Ruyle 1973; also see Townsend 1978; 1983). The latter
group presents extensive evidence showing that slaves were important in foed gathering,
food processing and storage, defending their owners, fighting in war, drudge tabor, pro-
duction of commeodities for sale or trade, and other tasks. My own findings are in accord
‘with their conclusions, and there are many indications (referred to throughout this chap-
ter) that the use-value of slaves increased significantly under conditions of contact.

The value of slaves is indicated by their sale price. At Bella Bella in the mid-1830s,
one “fuil grown, athletic” male was worth nine blankets, a gun, powder and ball, two
dressed elk hides, and sundry other articles {Dunn 1845: 184). At Victoria in the 1860s,
fernale slaves to be used as prostitutes were worth £30 of goods {Sproat 1868: 92}. About
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the same time, to the south of Shoal Water Bay, slaves brought $100 to $500 or more
worth of goods {Swan 1872: 166). In the Queen Charlotte Islands in the late 1870s (when
slave raiding had been suppressed) slaves were bringing up to $1000 in goods (Dawson
1880: 132). :

10(jpe other internal Thngit conflict js mentioned by Birket-Smith and DelLaguna
(1938: 317), but this account is so sketchy that it cannot even be placed in time. .

11¢MacDonald (1979 11; 1880: 24] believes that prior to the penetration af Western
trade goods, wars were not commonly fought with territorial conguest as intent or re-
sult, at least in the northern part of the coast. Several of the precontact territorial move-
ments desceibed in this paper would be, in his view, more probably to conteol pre-
tohistorlc trade than subsistence resources. Evatuation of this view must await his
future publications.

12Fjsher (1877; 35) believes that because the Chilcotin did not trade at the Chilcotin
post, they had “opted out of the fur trade.” But he also states that the Chilcotin were
highty dissatisfied with the terms of trade at that post, and it seems more likely that they
had simply opted to take their trade elsewhere. The need for weapons alene made it
unlikely that any group would withdraw voluntarily fram the fur trade.

13The narrator of this account described how the usurper always would take the bes

of everything caught ot made. He contrasted this to other chiefs, who only did this when -

preparing a feast (Sapir and Swadesh 1955: 348).

14Fgr example, Meares characterized areal politicat arrangeinents as “'feudal” (1790:
229), and Beit, in 1791, said that the Ahousat were under the ]urisdiction" of Wick-,

ananish (Howay 1969: 385).

15This perspective clears up a question that has stood for almost two centuries,
concerning the contradictory reports about the relationship in 1792 of the Nimkish
Kwakiutl to the Moachat Nootka. One of Vancouver's men teported that they were "un-;
der the authority of Maquina” {Vancouver 1967/L: 331). But Vancouver himself found
that, although the Nimkish chief considered both Maquina and Wickananish to be his
superiors, “‘so farast could learn, he did not constder himself to be under the authority of
gither” (Vancouver 1867/k: 346). The Nimkish were engaged in regular trade with the
Nootka (Vancouver 1967/L 348-349), and it seems that the misperceived “authority”
was a recognition of an economic, not political, relationship. :

16))awson (1887: 71) believes that the Newitty Kwakiutl were responsible for the
attack on the Tonquin. :

17 Although no good snformation exists on the natality Tates of early coast popula-
tions, two factors suggest that they were high. First, the people were relatively sedentary.
Several authors suggest that sedentism leads to population growth by relaxing the prob
lem of child transport [see Dumond 1975). Second, Northwest Coast peoples had a die
high in fats and eils {Drucker 1963: 53} The Tiingit were reported to consume 3 pint o
fish oil each day (Oberg 1873: 115). Frisch argues that fertility is affected by the ratio of fa
to total hody weight in females (1975; Frisch and McArthur 197

18y 1864, the Clayoquot’s other old ally, the Ahousat, sacke
lured in with promises of dogfish oil (Sproat 1868: 196). How this rel
conilicts is unclear.

19Atacks on trade vessels also securred in 1810 {Bancroft 1884 326) and 185
(Collison 1915: 40), but 1 lack other information on these. :

20Tq a footnote, Godere (1950: 105) suggests that the two wars mentioned above from.
Kwakiut] Tales might represent «conditions among the early Kwakiutl more fike cond
tions among the Nootka at a later time,” but she declines to give this further consider
tion. If she had, she might have concluded that this earlier period ended only with the
depapulation of Kwakiull territory in the 1830s.
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21This is one of Codere’s seven cases of fighting, and she attempts to minimize its
significance by saying that the HBC agent “gives little evidence . . . that he considers the
war to be destructive of anything save his profits” (1950: 114). But in reading this agent's
letters, it becomes clear that he was rarely concerned with anything bul profits. He never
mentions & war anywhere on the coast unless it was interfering directly with returns. In
fact, he thought the Indian wars were of some benefit, because they directed aggressive
impulses away from the whites (Fisher 1977: 57).

Coders continues to assert that the Kwakiutl were perceived as 50 unwarlike that the
1BC officials thought they could be intimidated by “the awful spectacle of a steamboat!”.
Ft is true that native peoples were intimidated by the steamboat. They could not under-
stand what power made it move (Simpson 1847: 241). Greater cause for respect, however,
was that this ship was a heavily armed gunboat, and the HBC's main “enforcer” on the
poast (Simpson 1847: 236; Rich 1944: 18).

22 Another result of the exclusion of the U.S. competition was the immediate reduc-
tion of the prices the HBC paid for furs, which led to a marked increase in the company’s
profits (Rich 1841: 270, 286). This move saxcited much discontent and was strongly
opposed by the Natives” (Rich 1941: 270}, but there was nothing they could do about it.
This demonstzates, again, that the native control over the fur trade emphasized by Fisher
{1977} had definite limits.

23Rgcently it has been suggested that the Bella Bella were and are much more dis-
tinct from the Southern Kwakiutl than had been thought previously {see Harris 1979
202n).

24(0me of the most persuasive ¢
ing is made by Oberg (1967, 1973). He presents a long list o
acts” that, in traditional Tlingit society, supposedly required gompensatory payments in
lives or property. Refusal or inability to make proper compensation, he asserts, would
lead ta jeud or war (which he [1873: 61} equates). Although this work stands as a valuable
discussion of Tlingit law, circumstances of Oberg's research (see Oberg 1973: XI-XV)
strongly suggest that it should be read as a description of narms, rather than an account of
the way things really worked.

Oberg had been trained in economics, with only one year of anthropology courses
before reaching the field in 1931. He spent about nine months with the Tlingit, divided
between three sites. He arrived at a time of native—white tensions, and many Tlingit
were less than enthusiastic about cooperating. His principal informant was & “mixed
blood™ man, who had left home while young and had just returned after 20 years away.
Oberg prepared his dissertation under the supervision of Radcliffe-Brown of the struc-
tural_functionalist school. All this suggests a comewhat idealized view of traditional
Tlingit society, as do statements like “so effective was ridicule that . . . in the case of
biunders at ceremonials, [the individual] often died as a result of social disapproval”
(1967: 218), or his assertion that war was an unusual occurrence of little social or eco-
nomic significance that just “did not fit into the general scheme of activities” (1973:

78).

ases for a nonmaterial basis to Northwest Coast fight-
£ “crimes” and “shameful
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